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Introducti Results
LGBTQ-related curricular laws play a vital role in protecting LGBTQ students’ health, Table 1: TWFE Baseline Results
well-being, and academic success. They can also impact the experiences of other
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especially among lower-income and less-educated families and 1n religious and Resauared o o e o s s o o
Repubhcan_leaning areas. Iﬂ COﬂtraSt, negative laWS reduce prlvate SChOOl €ﬂrollm€nt, Note: Regressions are estimated by OLS, weighed by ACS person weight. Each regression controls for age, gender, race and ethnicity, birth cohort, family
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laws may drive educational stratification and highlight the need for inclusive policy e e Tepectivey
approaches to address diverse parental views. * Neither LGBTQ inclusive nor negative laws exhibit a significant impact on overall

school enrollment.

* Inclusive laws increase the probability of a child attending private schools by 0.7
percentage points (ppts) in the year when the law is enacted and by 0.9 ppts in the
following year, as it may take time for students to switch schools.

Background

To protect the well-being of LGBTQ students, several states have enacted laws

requiring LGBTQ inclusion in state curricula, with California pioneering this in 2011. * Negative laws lead to a significant decrease of 0.7 ppts and a lagged decrease of 0.9

>

ppts in private school enrollment.
* Estimates derived from a propensity-score trimmed sample and a two-step DID
method align closely with the estimates in Table 1.

Conversely, some states have “No Promo Homo” laws limiting discussions of
homosexuality and transgender identity, especially for younger students. These laws
originated during the HIV/AIDS crisis of the late 1980s and were repealed in some
states; but they have resurged since 2020 with broader and more explicit restrictions,

prohibiting school statt from discussing LGBTQ topics altogether.

* Heterogenous effect analyses show that the increase in private school enrollment
resulting from inclusive laws 1s more significant among families with lower incomes

and lower education levels, as well as in areas with a high density of religious schools

and a more Republican-leaning demographic.
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We employ a two-way fixed-etfects model and estimate the regression as follows:

Vist = BTreaty+AX;jqe + ag + vy + Vot + €55

Here: Yis¢ 1s binary indicator for a child to go to private school; Treats is the

Conclusions

treatment status in state s year / of a LGBTQ curricular law; X;¢4 contains observed

individual characteristics (i.e., age, gender, race and ethnicity), parental education and Through various empirical approaches, we find that LGBTQ-related curricular laws

nattvity, and location characteristics (ze., metropolitan status, share of religious significantly atfect private school enrollment rates.

adherents, and share of Democratic votes in the presidential election); ag is state fixed * Some parents may opt for private schools to avoid LGBTQ-related content.

etfect and y; year fixed etfect; Vst captures state-specific trend, and &g is an error * The effects vary across subpopulations and reflect existing cultural and political

term. The regression can be estimated using the OLS as a linear probability model or divides.

using a logit regression. The standard errors are clustered at the state level. * The trends toward private school post-inclusive laws and toward public school
- Tests show the assumption of parallel preexisting trends is likely satisfied. post-negative laws partially reverse over time, suggesting a possible adaptation.

Two more approaches are employed. First, we estimate the propensity score for a state
to introduce an LGBTQ curricular law in a year and trim the sample accordingly. The

Policy Implications

LGBTQ-related curricular laws may deepen educational disparities and undermine the

treated and control groups are thereby better balanced in observables, and the , , , , , ,
role of public schools in promoting social cohesion and fostering mutual under-

treatment 1s more likely “exogenous.” Second, due to the staggered treatment timing, N
standing.

we aggregate the data to state-year level and employ the two-step difference-in- . . .
* Policymakers should create balanced curricular standards that respect diverse

difference estimator (Butts and Gardner, 2022). | . o Tt
values while promoting inclusivity.

* Regular evaluations of the impacts of the LGBTQ-related laws on school
climate and student well-being are essential for fostering inclusive environments.
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