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2011 Top Ten Baby Names and Fast Facts
Mason and Sophia Take First in 2011

he top names given to baby boys

or baby girls do not change too
often, but in 2011, we have two new
names atop the lists. The top name
given to baby boys in Pennsylvania
for 2011 was Mason, and for baby
girls the top name given was Sophia
(see Table 1). Mason was not even in
the top 20 names just two years pri-
or, but a sudden increase in populari-
ty drove the name to become the new
number one. This was the first time
since the early 1960s that Michael
was not the top name given to baby
boys for at least two consecutive
years. Sophia has been steadily rising
in popularity since the mid-1990s.
Interestingly, all of the top 10 names
given to baby boys in 2011 end in a
consonant, while eight of the top 10
names given to baby girls in 2011
end in a vowel (if you count “Y” as a
vowel).

Unique names are defined as
names given to babies with only one
occurrence by gender during the
year. In 2011, baby girls were given
10,359 (71.5 percent) unique names
out of 14,480 total names. Baby boys
were given 7,512 (70.5 percent)
unique names out of 10,650 total
names. Some of the unique names
given to baby girls in 2011 were
Lime, Poem, Sopretty and True-
Legacy, while some of the unique
names given to baby boys were Riot,
Chaos, Furious and Gnarly.

2011 Pennsylvania Resident Live
Birth Fast Facts

In 2011, there were a total of
142,021 resident live births. The
most popular birthday was June 3,
while the least popular was Decem-
ber 25, Christmas. The average age
for mothers giving birth to their first

Table 1
Top 10 Baby Names by Gender, Pennsylvania Residents, 2011
Boys Count Rank Girls Count
Mason 917 1 Sophia 864
Michael 815 2 Emma 823
Jacob 760 3 Ava 807
Logan 676 4 Olivia 745
Ethan 643 5 Isabella 699
Noah 640 6 Abigail 564
Ryan 639 7 Emily 543
Benjamin 628 8 Madison 525
Liam 626 9 Ella 455
William 624 10 Mia 441

live baby in 2011 was 25.9 years old.
The general fertility rate (births per
1,000 women of ages 15-44) for
Pennsylvania residents in 2011 was
58.4, while the United States general
fertility rate was 63.2. This is the
lowest general fertility rate ever re-
ported for the United States. The teen
birth rates (births per 1,000 women
of ages 15-19) for both the United
States and Pennsylvania were also
the lowest ever recorded, 31.3 and
24.9, respectively. Of all 2011 Penn-
sylvania resident live births, mothers
initiated breastfeeding at the hospital
for 71.2 percent of them. That is a 10
percentage point increase since 2003,
when the collection of these data first
began. The percentage of preterm
births (less than 37 weeks of gesta-
tion) in 2011 was 9.5 percent, which
equates to less than one in every 10
births.

First Name Lookup Tool
First names? We all have them. So,

where does yours rank compared to
the others? The Bureau of Health
Statistics and Research has created a
First Name Lookup Tool that can tell
you just that! (See image, next page.)
The tool allows you to look up and
compare rankings and frequencies
for first names given to babies in

Pennsylvania between 1959 and
2011. You can also see the highest
and lowest rank for each name, the
total count during those years and the
average count. There is even a print-
er-friendly page that makes a cus-
tomized one-page report for any
name. You can find the tool by going
to the Birth, Death and Other Vital
Statistics webpage, then clicking on
the Discover the Most Popular or
Unique First Names in Pennsylvania
link.

You can see rising stars like
“Sophia.” Once ranked as low as
733, it rose to number one for baby
girls in 2011. One of the rarer names
for baby girls, “Wednesday,” has
only been used 14 times in 53 years.
For baby boys in 2011, “Mason”
rose to the number one name given
and replaced ‘“Michael,” which
ranked first for baby boys all but
nine years over the past 53 years.

If you have any questions about
this article, please contact the Bureau
of Health Statistics and Research at
717-783-2548. Additional birth sta-
tistics for Pennsylvania can be ob-
tained from the Birth, Death and
Other Vital Statistics Web page and
are also available on EpiQMS, our
online data dissemination tool.
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2011 Top Ten Baby Names and Fast Facts

Female
Type Name Below Type Comparison Name Below Type Name Below | Type Comparison Name Below
Name: Mason Michael Name: Sophia |Name: Wednesday
Year: Rank: | Count: Year: Rank: | Count: Year: Rank: | Count: Year: Rank: [ Count:
2011 1 917 2011 2 815 2011 1 864 2011 4,122 1
2010 3 767 2010 2 819 2010 2 804 2010 DNE 0
2009 21 565 2009 1 813 2009 5 717 2009 DNE 0
2008 26 510 2008 1 930 2008 8 588 2008 4,125 1
2007 26 542 2007 1 1,018 2007 8 647 2007 DNE 0
2006 30 490 2006 2 1,036 2006 11 531 2006 DNE 0
2005 35 448 2005 1 1,102 2005 14 465 2005 DNE 0
2004 39 406 2004 1 1,232 2004 16 417 2004 DNE 0
2003 42 372 2003 1 1,270 2003 19 405 2003 DNE 0
2002 49 335 2002 1 1,329 2002 30 333 2002 DNE 0
2001 49 325 2001 1 1,427 2001 43 285 2001 DNE 0
2000 60 261 2000 1 1,467 2000 48 250 2000 DNE 0
1999 68 223 1999 1 1,598 1999 59 200 1999 DNE 0
1998 82 175 1998 1 1,777 1998 86 149 1998 DNE 0
1997 103 136 1997 1 1,764 1997 112 112 1997 2,108 2
1996 102 136 1996 1 1,895 1996 160 70 1996 DNE 0
1995 114 113 1995 1 2,075 1995 193 56 1995 DNE 0
1994 118 100 1994 1 2,273 1994 219 48 1994 DNE 0
1993 153 72 1993 1 2,652 1993 214 49 1993 DNE 0
1992 132 79 1992 1 2,707 1992 249 41 1992 DNE 0
1991 163 61 1991 1 2,992 1991 290 36 1991 DNE 0
1990 205 45 1990 1 3,365 1990 300 34 1990 3,165 1
1989 253 33 1989 1 3,431 1989 315 32 1989 DNE 0
1988 227 35 1988 1 3,398 1988 258 42 1988 2,899 1
1987 260 27 1987 1 3,442 1987 288 34 1987 DNE 0
1986 292 21 1986 1 3,562 1986 324 29 1986 DNE 0
1985 473 9 1985 1 3,573 1985 353 24 1985 DNE 0
1984 533 7 1984 1 3,695 1984 349 26 1984 DNE 0
1983 459 9 1983 1 3,774 1983 352 23 1983 DNE 0
1982 530 7 1982 1 3,870 1982 328 28 1982 DNE 0
1981 634 5 1981 1 3,933 1981 270 37 1981 DNE 0
1980 585 6 1980 1 3,959 1980 457 17 1980 DNE 0
1979 619 6 1979 1 3,997 1979 555 13 1979 DNE 0
1978 862 3 1978 1 4,063 1978 586 11 1978 DNE 0
1977 450 9 1977 1 4,134 1977 533 13 1977 2,490 1
1976 506 7 1976 1 4,087 1976 679 8 1976 2,367 1
1975 377 12 1975 1 3,969 1975 733 7 1975 DNE 0
1974 437 g 1974 1 4,099 1974 483 14 1974 2,300 1
1973 668 4 1973 1 4,103 1973 517 13 1973 2,277 1
1972 1,376 1 1972 1 4,195 1972 532 13 1972 DNE 0
1971 704 4 1971 1 4,703 1971 525 14 1971 DNE 0
1970 806 3 1970 1 5,140 1970 516 16 1970 DNE 0
1969 750 3 1969 1 5,139 1969 362 29 1969 1,481 2
1968 1,195 1 1968 1 5,046 1968 566 12 1968 2,060 1
1967 717 B 1967 1 5,167 1967 458 18 1967 DNE 0
1966 1,175 1 1966 1 5,342 1966 449 18 1966 DNE 0
1965 622 4 1965 1 5,434 1965 548 12 1965 1,966 1
1964 740 3 1964 2 5,355 1964 443 20 1964 DNE 0
1963 744 3 1963 2 5,398 1963 438 20 1963 DNE 0
1962 576 5 1962 2 5,571 1962 476 17 1962 DNE 0
1961 916 2 1961 2 5,762 1961 678 8 1961 DNE 0
1960 770 3 1960 2 5,640 1960 594 11 1960 DNE 0
1959 601 5 1959 2 5,657 1959 522 14 1959 DNE 0
Highest Rank: 1 Highest Rank: 1,481
Lowest Rank: 733 Lowest Rank: 4,125
Total Count: 7,694 Total Count: 14
Average Count: 145 Average Count: 0

DNE = Did not exist

Return to list of articles >>>

Pennsylvania Department of Health - STATISTICAL NEWS - 4th Quarter 2013 - Page 3



Pregnancies Continue to Decline in Pennsylvania

Teen Pregnancy Rate Declines for the Third Year

here were 177,831 pregnancies

reported among female residents
of Pennsylvania in 2011, with a re-
ported pregnancy rate of 73.1 per
1,000 females ages 15-44. The re-
ported pregnancy rate among female
residents decreased by 3.7 percent
from 1995 (72.8) to 2002 (70.1). The
reported pregnancy rate increased by
8.4 percent from 2002 (70.1) to 2008
(76.0). The reported pregnancy rate
has recently been declining again.
From 2008 to 2011, the reported
pregnancy rate decreased by 3.8 per-
cent, from 76.0 to 73.1. However, the
2011 reported pregnancy rate (73.1)
is still 4.3 percent higher than the
2002 reported pregnancy rate of
70.1, the lowest rate in recent years.

Chart 1 depicts the annual rate
of reported pregnancies for all Penn-
sylvania residents and the annual rate
of reported pregnancies for teens
(ages 15-19), from 1997 through
2011. The teen pregnancy rate de-
clined by 21.4 percent from 1997
(51.8 per 1,000 females for that spe-
cific age group) to the year 2005
(40.7), then rose for three consecu-
tive years to a rate of 44.3 in 2008.
Since 2008, the teen pregnancy rate
has been declining to a low of 36.1
for 2011. This is a decrease of 18.5
percent from the 2008 teen pregnan-
cy rate (44.3) and a decrease of 11.3
percent from the 2005 teen pregnan-
cy rate (40.7). The 2011 teen preg-
nancy rate is the lowest in the time
period of 1997 through 2011. The
rate for all pregnancies in Pennsylva-
nia also decreased, from 73.3 in 2010
to 73.1 in 2011.

Table 1 compares the reported
pregnancy rates by woman’s ages for
2011 and 2010. All 2011 rates for
the age groups listed have decreased,

Chart 1
Reported Pregnancy Rates*, All Ages and Teens 15-19
Pennsylvania Residents, 1997-2011
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Table 1
Reported Pregnancies and Rates* by Woman's Age
and Year, Pennsylvania Residents, 2011 and 2010
Age of Woman 2011 2010 Rate %

9 Number Rate Number| Rate| Difference
All Ages 177,831 73.1 179,003 73.3 -0.3
Under 15 305 0.8 340 0.9 -11.1
15-17 4,684 19.3 5,326 21.2 -9.0
18-19 10,966 57.5 12,205 63.8 -9.9
20-29 93,741 112.8 93,850 114.3 -1.3
30 & Older 68,058 41.5 67,150 40.4 2.7

*Rate Calculations: per 1,000 female population for each year by age group; all ages - per 1,000 females ages 15-44
years; under 15 - per 1,000 females ages 10-14 years; and 30 & older - per 1,000 females ages 30-49 years.

Notes: Unknown ages are included in the total number for all ages.

with the exception of women in the
30 and older age group. The largest
rate decrease was seen for women
under 15 years of age (11.1 percent),
followed by women in the age group
18-19 with a decrease of 9.9 percent,
then closely followed by women in
the age group 15-17 (9.0 percent
decrease). The rate for women ages
20-29 showed a slight decrease of
1.3 percent, while the rate for women
ages 30 and older increased by 2.7
percent.

Almost 80 percent (142,021) of
all reported pregnancies resulted in a
live birth in 2011; over 19 percent
(34,459) resulted in an induced abor-
tion; and less than one percent
(1,351) resulted in a fetal death (non-
induced termination with 16 weeks
or more of gestation). Women ages
20-29 accounted for 52.7 percent of
all reported pregnancies in 2011,
those under 20 years of age account-
ed for 9.0 percent; and women 30

Continue reading this article >>>
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Pregnancies Continue to Decline in Pennsylvania

years of age and older accounted for
38.3 percent. In 2011, 68.5 percent
of all reported pregnancies to women
under 20 years of age resulted in a
live birth, compared to 77.4 percent
for women 20-29 years of age and
85.9 percent for those women 30
years of age and older.

Over 67 percent (120,300) of all
reported pregnancies in 2011 were
among white women. Black women
accounted for 20.4 percent (36,218)
of the reported pregnancies, and
Asian/Pacific Islander women ac-
counted for only 3.8 percent (6,760)
of all reported pregnancies. Reported
pregnancies among women of His-
panic origin accounted for 9.8 per-
cent (17,442). Please note that per-
sons of Hispanic origin can be of any
race. Among black and Hispanic
females in 2011, 16.2 percent and
15.1 percent of the reported pregnan-
cies, respectively, were to females
under 20 years of age. Only 6.5 per-
cent of all reported pregnancies to
white women and 2.3 percent of all
reported pregnancies to Asian/Pacific
Islanders were to females under 20
years of age.

Chart 2 shows the percentage of
reported pregnancies in 2011 by out-
come, race and Hispanic origin for
Pennsylvania residents. In 2011, 84.7
percent of the reported pregnancies
to white women resulted in a live
birth and 14.7 percent in an induced
abortion. Over 81 percent of the re-

Chart 2
Reported Pregnancies, Percent Outcome by Race and Hispanic
Origin*, Pennsylvania Residents, 2011
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ported pregnancies among Asian/
Pacific Islander women resulted in a
live birth and 18.5 percent in an in-
duced abortion. Only 59.1 percent of
the reported pregnancies among
black women resulted in a live birth,
with 40.0 percent resulting in an in-
duced abortion. The percentages of
live births and induced abortions for
Hispanic women were similar to
those for white women and Asian/
Pacific Islander women at 80.6 per-
cent and 18.6 percent, respectively.
Three components were used to
calculate the reported pregnancies
(live births, non-induced fetal deaths
and induced abortions). Please note
the following qualifications of the

reported pregnancy statistics as re-
leased by the Bureau of Health Sta-
tistics and Research. Fetal deaths
exclude non-induced terminations of
less than 16 weeks of gestation. In-
duced abortions exclude those per-
formed on a Pennsylvania resident in
an out-of-state facility.

For additional statistics on the
age-specific pregnancy rate and per-
cent live birth outcome for reported
resident teen pregnancies, visit our
website at  www.health.state.pa.us/
stats and click on the EpiQMS logo.
If you have any questions about the
data presented here, please contact
the Bureau of Health Statistics and
Research at 717-783-2548.
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Sampling Frame Characteristics of the 2012 BRFSS Survey

An Explanation of Telephone Usage by Respondent Demographic Groups

he Behavioral Risk Factor Sur-

veillance System (BRFSS) is a
state-based system of telephone sur-
veys that collects information on
health risk behaviors, preventive
health practices and accessibility of
health care, primarily related to
chronic disease and injury. Until
2010, the BRFSS used only landline
telephone numbers in its random
digit dialing process. In 2011, a cell-
phone frame was added to the
BRFSS survey due to the increasing
trend of cellphone only households.
Cellphone usage is especially fre-
quent among younger adults, those
with lower incomes, people who
have never been married and with
certain minority groups. With the
addition of the cellphone frame,
there is now better representation of
these population segments, which
results in the survey being a better
representation of the Pennsylvania
population as a whole. Approximate-
ly 18 percent of the interviews in the
2011 Pennsylvania BRFSS survey
were based on cellphones.

In the 2012 Pennsylvania
BRFSS survey, respondents were
classified into one of three telephone
usage categories: landline only, cell-
phone only and cellphone mostly.
The cellphone mostly category is
defined as having both a cellphone
and landline telephone in the house-
hold with the cellphone used at least
90 percent of the time for phone
calls. Approximately 20 percent of
the interviews in the 2012 Pennsyl-
vania survey were based on cell-
phones (only or mostly). The remain-
der of this article focuses on the three
telephone frames used in 2012 and
the resulting differences by various
demographics.

Chart 1

2012 Pennsylvania BRFSS
Telephone Type by Age Group and by Income
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Chart 1 shows differences in the
telephone frame for select de-
mographics from the 2012 BRFSS
survey. The younger age groups and
lower annual household income
groups had significantly higher per-
centages of cellphone usage, while
the older age groups had significant-
ly higher percentages of landline
usage. As the chart indicates, the
youngest population (ages 18-29)
had a significantly higher percentage
of cellphone use (cellphone only 41
percent, 95% Confidence Interval
[CI]: 39-43; mostly cellphone 35
percent, CI: 31-39) compared to the
percentage of landline use (11 per-
cent, CI: 10-13). Respondents ages
30-44 also had a significantly higher
percentage  of  cellphone  use
(cellphone only 33 percent, CI: 31-
35; mostly cellphone 30 percent, CI:
26-34) compared to the percentage of
landline use (20 percent, CI: 18-21).
Conversely, the older populations
(ages 45-64 and 65+) had a signifi-

cantly higher percentage of landline
telephone use. Forty percent (CI: 39-
42) of respondents ages 45-64 indi-
cated landline telephone use, which
was significantly higher than re-
spondents indicating cellphone use
(cell phone only 22 percent, CI: 20-
24; mostly cellphone 31 percent, CI:
28-35). Twenty-nine percent (CI: 28-
30) of respondents ages 65 and older
reported landline telephone use that
was significantly higher than cell-
phone use.

Respondents with annual house-
hold incomes of less than $25,000
showed a significantly higher per-
centage (39 percent, CI: 37-41) of
cellphone only use compared to the
other two categories; incomes of
more than $50,000 showed a signifi-
cantly higher percentage (59 percent,
CI: 54-63) of cellphone mostly use
compared to the other two catego-
ries. Landline use (47 percent, CI: 45
-48) was also prevalent at the

Continue reading this article >>>
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Sampling Frame Characteristics of the 2012 BRFSS Survey

$50,000+ income level, suggesting
that those respondents could afford
owning both landline and cellular
telephones.

Chart 2 shows additional differ-
ences in the telephone frame for se-
lect demographics from the 2012
BRFSS survey. White non-Hispanic
respondents and high school gradu-
ates ages 25 and older had signifi-
cantly higher percentages of landline
telephone use. Inversely, black non-
Hispanic respondents and those ages
25 and older with some college edu-
cation had a significantly higher per-
centage of cellphone only and cell-
phone mostly use. Eighty-nine per-
cent (CI: 88-90) of white, non-
Hispanic respondents used landlines,
which was significantly higher than
mostly cellphone (81 percent, CI: 77-
84) and cellphone only (71 percent,
CI: 68-73) telephone use. Black non-
Hispanics had a significantly higher
percentage  of  cellphone  use
(cellphone only 19 percent, CI: 17-
21; mostly cellphone 15 percent, CI:
12-19) compared to the percentage of
landline use (7 percent, CI: 7-8).
Eleven percent (CI: 9-13) of Hispan-
ic respondents only used cellphones,
which was significantly higher than
those that used mostly cellphone (4
percent, CI: 3-7) and landline tele-
phones (4 percent, CI: 3-5).

Chart 2

2012 Pennsylvania BRFSS
Telephone Type by Race/Ethnicity and by Education Level
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The inclusion of cellphones in
the BRFSS survey has allowed for a
larger sample of population segments
that were being underrepresented in
recent years. Since these underrepre-
sented groups have a greater chance
of being contacted, statistics generat-
ed by the BRFSS survey will provide
a better representation of the general
Pennsylvania population as a whole.

Any questions pertaining to this
article can be answered by contacting
the Bureau of Health Statistics and
Research at 717-783-2548. Results
from the 2012 Pennsylvania BRFSS

survey are now available on the
Health Statistics and Research Web
pages. Detailed online reports at the
state and regional levels can be ac-
cessed under the Behavioral Risk and
Injury Statistics section, or you can
create your own tables, charts or
regional assessments using our inter-
active tool, the Epidemiologic, Que-
ry and Mapping System, by selecting
the BRFSS dataset. EpiQMS was
recently updated with 2012 BRFSS
data.
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New Electronic Vital Records Registration Systems
New Systems Will Help the Department Achieve Long-Term Goals

Birth System

In the mid-1990s, Pennsylvania im-
plemented an electronic birth certifi-
cate (EBC) system enabling hospitals
and free-standing birth facilities to
submit birth records in electronic
format to the Department of Health.
Today, 98 percent of all birth records
are submitted to the department elec-
tronically. While the EBC served to
improve both the quality and timeli-
ness of birth data in comparison to
the traditional paper-based birth reg-
istration, the system required staff at
reporting birth facilities to submit
records in batch mode on a daily or
weekly basis and was dependent on
outdated modem technology.

142,530
Number of births occurring in
Pennsylvania in 2011

142,021
Count of births to Pennsylvania
residents in 2011

Upon receiving birth records
from facilities, department staff
would create a single file of all rec-
ords and would then upload the files
into the electronic birth registration
system (EBRS). The EBRS was then
used to issue birth certificates and
create data files for statistical analy-
sis. The files were also used for sub-
mission to the Social Security Ad-
ministration (for social security num-
ber issuance) and the National Center
for Health Statistics.

To improve the birth registration
process, the department recently up-
graded to a highly secure Internet-
accessible EBRS which, upon full

implementation at all birth facilities,
will provide real-time registration of
births once the records pass all of the
system’s data edits and validations.
The new system offers a number of
advantages for birth facilities, includ-
ing elimination of the need to main-
tain modem connectivity technology,
24/7 access to an Internet-based ap-
plication that allows for multiple
users from the same facility at the
same time, and the ability to submit
correction requests electronically.
Historically, all corrections to trans-
mitted birth records identified by
facility staff were required to be sub-
mitted in writing to the Division of
Vital Records.

Currently, seven birth facilities
are successfully participating in the
EBRS pilot. Training of staff at the
remaining 106 birth facilities is near-
ly complete, and all facilities are
expected to be using the new system
by the end of 2013.

Death System

The department has also replaced a
longstanding mainframe death data
system with a new internal death
management system. This system
has the capability to become a fully
functional Internet-accessible elec-
tronic death registration system
(EDRS) to support death reporting
by external data providers. Testing
and enhanced development of the
EDRS features are currently ongoing
to address the many challenges posed
by implementation of an EDRS in
Pennsylvania. This system must
meet the needs of more than 3,300
funeral directors, 30,000 physicians,
8,000 certified registered nurse prac-
titioners, nearly 1,200 facilities
(including hospital, nursing home

and hospice staff), 67 coroner and
medical examiner offices, and almost
200 local registrars. Each of these
interest groups plays a different role
in the completion of the death certifi-
cate, thus requiring the development
of different roles with varied func-
tionality within the system.

A fully functional EDRS in
Pennsylvania has been a long-term
goal of the department. With the
anticipated training and enrollment
of external users in 2014, the depart-
ment looks forward to realizing the
improvements in timely registration,
enhanced data quality and more rap-
idly available public health statistics
that the system promises to deliver.

129,234
Number of deaths occurring in
Pennsylvania in 2011

127,122
Count of deaths for Pennsylvania
residents in 2011

The department has a large as-
sortment of vital statistics data avail-
able on the Birth, Death and Other
Vital Statistics webpages and on
EpiOMS, our interactive data dis-
semination tool. To find out more
about certificates of vital events, visit
the Birth and Death Certificates Web
pages on the department’s website. If
you have any questions about the
data presented in this article, please
contact the Bureau of Health Statis-
tics and Research at 717-783-2548.
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