
ERRATA AND REVISIONS 
Family Planning Annual Report: 2012 National Summary 

 
As of August 12, 2014, the following items in the print version of the Family Planning Annual Report: 2012 
National Summary (November 2013) have been corrected or updated  in the online version (PDF), which can 
be found on the Office of Population Affairs Web site at http://www.hhs.gov/opa/title-x-family-
planning/research-and-data/fp-annual-reports/#fpar.  

Section 3 Findings, Limited English Proficient Users, Exhibit 17, page 25 

Errors were found in the data reported in Exhibit 17. Below we present a revised version of the exhibit with 
corrected values highlighted in yellow and shown in brackets. Also included below are sections of the report 
text that were revised to reflect the Exhibit 17 corrections; these revisions also are highlighted and bracketed. 
Exhibit 17. Number and percentage of limited English proficient family planning users who are served 
by all grantees and grantees in the 50 states and DC, by region: 2012 (Source: FPAR Table 6)  

Region LEP Users 
LEP Users 

(50 states and DC)a % LEP Users 
% LEP Users 

(50 states and DC)a 
 I 22,588 22,588 12% 12% 

 II 66,345 47,515b [14%]  10%b 

 III 46,797 46,797 [9%] [9%] 

 IV 118,327 118,327 13% 13% 

 V 27,733 27,733 6% 6% 

 VI 63,565 63,565 [18%] [18%] 

 VII 16,319 16,319 [9%] [9%] 

 VIII 14,140 14,140 [9%] [9%] 

 IX 230,147 212,795c 18% 17%c 

 X 18,372 18,372 [10%] [10%] 

Total 624,333 588,151 [13%] 12% 

DC=District of Columbia. LEP=limited English proficient.  
a Excludes LEP users in U.S. territories and jurisdictions. 
b Excludes LEP users in Puerto Rico and the U.S. Virgin Islands. 
c Excludes LEP users in American Samoa, Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, Federated States of Micronesia, 

Guam, Republic of the Marshall Islands, and Republic of Palau. 

Executive Summary, Key 2012 FPAR Findings, page ES–2  
Title X providers serve a racially and ethnically diverse population. Of the almost 4.8 million family 
planning users served in 2012, 31% self-identified with at least one of the nonwhite Office of Management and 
Budget (OMB) race categories (black or African American, Asian, Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander, or 
American Indian or Alaska Native), 28% self-identified as Hispanic or Latino, and [13%] were limited English 
proficient. 

Section 3 Findings, Limited English Proficient Users, page 24 
As recipients of HHS assistance, Title X grantees and subrecipients, including those operating in U.S. 
territories and jurisdictions where English is an official language, are required to ensure that limited English 
proficient (LEP) individuals have meaningful access to the health and social services they provide.15 In 2012, 
[13%] (624,333) of family planning users in the 50 United States, the District of Columbia, and the eight U.S 
territories and jurisdictions were LEP. When we exclude the LEP users in the U.S. territories and jurisdictions, 
the percentage of users who were LEP [declines to] 12% and the number declines to 588,151.  

Across regions, the percentage of users who were LEP ranged between 6% (V) and 18% ([VI and] IX). In 
Regions II and IX, the percentage of users who were LEP decreases between one and [four] percentage points 
when LEP users in the U.S. territories and jurisdictions are excluded (Exhibit 17). Since 2005 (the first year 
that these data were available), the number of LEP users in the 50 states and District of Columbia has 
increased 6%, from 557,034 in 2005 to 588,151 in 2012 (not shown).  

http://www.hhs.gov/opa/title-x-family-planning/research-and-data/fp-annual-reports/#fpar
http://www.hhs.gov/opa/title-x-family-planning/research-and-data/fp-annual-reports/#fpar


Exhibit B–1, Pages B–2 and B–3: Number and distribution of family planning users by user 
sex and State, and distribution of all users by State: 2012 

• California: The numbers of female, male, and total family planning users were changed to 1,058,489 
Female, 136,192 Male, and 1,194,681 Total. 

• Nevada: The numbers of female, male, and total family planning users were changed to 22,538 Female, 
1,490 Male, and 24,028 Total. The percentage of total family planning users was changed to 1%. 

• North Dakota: The numbers (and percentages) of female, male, and total family planning users are 
10,602 Female (88%), 1,381 Male (12%), and 11,983 Total. The percentage of total family planning users 
is less than 0.5%. 

Exhibit B–2, Page B–4: Number and distribution of family planning users by user income 
level and State: 2012 

• California: The numbers of family planning users by income level were changed to 937,883 Under 101%, 
203,037 at 101% to 250%, 28,790 at Over 250%, 24,971 Unknown/Not Reported, and 1,194,681 Total. 
The percentage of family planning users with an income level Under 101% was changed to 79%. 

• Nevada: The numbers of family planning users by income level were changed to 14,650 Under 101%, 
5,732 at 101% to 250%, 3,013 at Over 250%, 633 Unknown/Not Reported, and 24,028 Total. 

Exhibit B–3, Page B–6: Number and distribution of family planning users by insurance 
status and State: 2012 

• California: The numbers of family planning users by insurance type were changed to 158,202 Public, 
24,822 Private, 975,950 Uninsured, 35,707 Unknown/Not Reported, and 1,194,681 Total. 

• Nevada: The numbers of family planning users by insurance type were changed to 1,262 Public, 989 
Private, 21,678 Uninsured, 99 Unknown/Not Reported, and 24,028 Total. 

Exhibit B–4, Page B–8: Number and distribution of family planning users by effectiveness 
level of primary method at exit from the encounter, by State: 2012 

• California: The numbers of female family planning users by level of primary contraceptive method 
effectiveness were changed to 18,962 Highly Effective Permanent Methods, 114,795 Highly Effective 
Reversible Methods, 501,992 Moderately Effective Methods, and 297,727 Less Effective Methods. The 
number of female family planning users at risk of unintended pregnancy was changed to 958,989. 

• Nevada: The numbers of female family planning users by level of primary contraceptive method 
effectiveness were changed to 362 Highly Effective Permanent Methods, 2,189 Highly Effective 
Reversible Methods, 12,637 Moderately Effective Methods, and 3,019 Less Effective Methods. The 
number of female family planning users at risk of unintended pregnancy was changed to 19,794. 

Exhibit B–5, Page B–10: Number and percentage of female family planning users under 25 
years who were tested for chlamydia, by State: 2012  

• California: The number of female family planning users under 25 tested for chlamydia was changed to 
366,013. The total number of female family planning users under 25 was changed to 505,700.  

• Nevada: The number of female family planning users under 25 tested for chlamydia was changed to 
5,781. The number of female family planning users under 25 was changed to 9,618. The percentage of 
female family planning users under 25 tested for chlamydia was changed to 60%.  




