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tudes. In addition to being less appro v i n g
of abortion, young white males in 1995
had significantly more conservative atti-
tudes toward premarital sex, viewed re-
ligion as being more important and were
m o re likely to identify themselves as born-
again than their counterparts in 1988. In
contrast, among Hispanics and blacks,
who showed no significant changes in
abortion attitudes, Hispanics exhibited
slightly more conservative attitudes to-
w a rd premarital sex and no clear trend in
re l i g i o s i t y, while blacks had relatively sta-
ble attitudes toward premarital sex and,
if anything, lower levels of religious 
attachment in 1995 than in 1988.

Multivariate Analysis
We estimated multivariate re g re s s i o n
models separately for each ethnic gro u p
to determine what factors significantly af-
fected adolescent males’ approval of abor-
tion. Each of the three models included
both 1988 and 1995 respondents. Larg e r,
positive coefficients indicate a higher level
of approval for abortion. Wald chi-square
tests for significant dif f e rences in coeffi-
cients across models were performed
using the results of the full-sample, pooled-
year model with interactions for race and
e t h n i c i t y. (The complete results are avail-
able from the authors upon re q u e s t . )

The coefficient for the “year” variable
shows that white males became signifi-
cantly less approving over time (Table 5),
while the attitudes of black and Hispan-
ic males remained relatively unchanged—
results consistent with those from the bi-
variate analyses. Results from the full-
sample model (not shown) indicated that
white males were significantly more ap-
proving of abortion than either blacks or
Hispanics in 1988. By 1995, however,
whites were significantly less approving
of abortion than blacks and marg i n a l l y
less approving (p=.08) than Hispanics.

Males who felt that premarital sexual
i n t e rcourse is never okay were signifi-
cantly less likely to approve of abortion
than were those who approve of pre m a r-
ital sex even if the couple has no plans to
marry (Table 5). This was true for all thre e
racial and ethnic groups, although the
magnitude of the effect was significantly
larger for whites than for blacks. Among
whites, respondents who viewed pre-
marital sex as being okay only if the cou-
ple plans to marry also were signific a n t-
ly less approving of abortion than were
those who felt that premarital sex is al-
ways okay. Results of the full-sample
model revealed no significant temporal
d i ff e rences in the relationship between at-

nificant only among white males.*
The proportion of young men identify-

ing themselves as born-again also
changed over time. This proportion in-
c reased significantly among whites be-
tween 1988 and 1995 (from 18% to 24%),
while the changes among blacks and His-
panics (five percentage points and two
p e rcentage points, respectively) were not
statistically significant.

The trends in attitudes toward pre-
marital sex and toward religion are larg e-
ly consistent with trends in abortion atti-

titudes toward sex and attitudes about
abortion (not shown).

There was a significant negative corre-
lation between self-reported importance
of religion and abortion approval (Ta b l e
5), a correlation that was consistent acro s s
racial and ethnic groups. Religious atten-
dance was negatively correlated with
overall abortion attitudes among whites,
but not among Hispanics or blacks. Full-
sample results (not shown) indicated that
the effect for whites was significantly larg-
er than that for the other two racial and
ethnic groups.

The results for the “born-again” vari-
able were similar to those for religious at-
tendance: White male adolescents who
i d e n t i fied themselves as born-again, Evan-
gelical or Charismatic Christians were sig-
n i ficantly less approving of abortion than
were whites who did not consider them-
selves born-again. Among blacks, there
was no statistically significant re l a t i o n s h i p
between being born-again and abortion
attitudes; in the case of Hispanics, re-
spondents who classified themselves as
born-again were actually more appro v i n g
of abortion than were other Hispanics, al-
though the relationship was not statisti-
cally significant. In addition, the full-sam-
ple model (not shown) revealed no
s i g n i ficant temporal diff e rences in the re-
lationship between religion and abortion
attitudes.

F i n a l l y, several other characteristics
w e re significantly related to approval of
abortion. The desired number of childre n
was negatively related to approval of abor-
tion among  all racial and ethnic gro u p s .
M o re o v e r, black adolescent males tended
to be more approving of abortion if they
had a more educated mother or if they re-
ported having made a partner pre g n a n t .
Whites were significantly more appro v i n g
of abortion if they were born outside the
United States or if they had a more edu-
cated mother. Hispanics who were sexu-
ally experienced were more approving of
abortion than those who were not.

Discussion
Our findings indicate that abortion atti-
tudes among adolescent males became
significantly more conservative between
1988 and 1995, and that this change was
most prominent among white males. Al-
though in 1988 young white males ex-
p ressed significantly more liberal attitudes
t o w a rd abortion than did blacks or His-
panics, by 1995 their attitudes were simi-
lar to those of Hispanics and more con-
servative than those of blacks.

That adolescent males have become less

Ta ble 5. Coefficients from ord i n a ry least-
squares regression analysis predicting lev e l
of approval of abortion among adolescent
males, by demographic characteristics and at-
titudes, according to race and ethnicity

Characteristic/ Black White/ Hispanic†
attitude other

Intercept 3.19 3.44 3.09

Controls
Age –0.01 0.00 –0.01
Behind in school 0.01 –0.07 0.02
North 0.03 –0.06 0.12
Midwest –0.07 –0.12** –0.04
West 0.02 –0.02 0.06
Central city 0.08 0.01 0.02
Rural 0.01 –0.06 0.01
Mother’s education 0.06* 0.06** 0.02
Mother’s education 

(don’t know) 0.05 –0.11 0.01
Born outside the U.S. –0.08 0.16* 0.05
Desired no. of 

children –0.05** –0.05* –0.06**
Ever had sex 0.03 –0.01 0.13**
Had sex, made

someone pregnant 0.15* 0.05 0.10
Year 1995 –0.07 –0.24** –0.09

Attitude toward premarital sex 
OK if couple plans

to marry –0.09 –0.18** –0.01
Never OK

until marriage –0.21** –0.58** –0.45**

Religion
Religious importance –0.08** –0.10** –0.08*
Religious attendance –0.02 –0.07** 0.00
Born-again Christian –0.03 –0.17** 0.04

N 1,139 1,450 910
R2 .05 .25 .11

* D i fference is significant at p<.05. **Difference is significant at p<.01.
†May be of any race.

*Americans tend to overreport church attendance by a
factor of 1.1 to 2.0 on interviewer- a d m i n i s t e red ques-
t i o n n a i res, and that overreporting has increased over the
last 30 years (Hadaway CK, Marler PL and Chaves M,
What the polls don’t show: a closer look at U.S. churc h
attendance, American Sociological Review, 1993, 58(6):
741–752; Hout M and Greeley A, What church officials’
reports don’t show: another look at church attendance
data, American Sociological Review, 1998, 63(1):11 3 – 11 9 ;
P resser S and Stinson L, Data collection mode and social
desirability bias in self-reported religious attendance,
American Sociological Review, 1998, 63(1):137–145; and
Smith TW, A review of church attendance measure s ,
American Sociological Review, 1998, 63(1):131–136.). As a
result, the trends in religious attendance depicted in Ta b l e
4 may understate the actual drop in attendance.


