
including versus excluding instruction about how to

prevent pregnancy and the spread of STDs for students

whobecomesexually active.Thesimplifieddefinitionyields

a dichotomous variable (comprehensive vs. abstinence-

only sex education), which is amenable to odds ratios and

other types of categorical analyses.

Survey questions also assessed the importance of

teaching about specific topics (regarding dating relation-

ships, attitudes about sexuality, sexual intercourse, con-

traception and STD protection) at different grade levels.

Other precoded questions asked how strongly parents

felt about their overall policy preference and how impor-

tant this preferencewas in their decisions ofwhom tovote

for in school board elections. An open-ended question

asked about the reasons for the stated policy preference.

Quantitative analyses were performed using SPSS 12.0.

Cross-tabulations and odds ratios were used to assess

regional, racial and ethnic, and other potential subgroup

differences; statistical significance was determined by

Pearson’s chi-square test. (For expected frequencies of

fewer than five, we used Fisher’s exact test or, if compu-

tational limits were reached, the Monte Carlo approxima-

tion.) Subgroups with fewer than 25 parents were

collapsed into other groups as appropriate. To assess

the relationship between membership in each social or

demographic subgroup and preference for comprehen-

sive sex education, we calculated unadjusted odds ratios

using each subgroup as a dichotomous variable. An alpha

level of .05 was used to evaluate statistical significance,

and only statistically significant odds ratios are reported.

Qualitative analytic methods were used for the open-

ended question on parents’ reasons for their preference,

and involved open coding of data to develop substantive

categories. The first and third authors each independently

coded a sample of 100 responses across the three policy

preference categories. Differences were discussed and

Characteristic %
(N=1,284)

Region
North/Mountains 9.3
Central Valley 13.0
Bay Area/Central Coast 25.2
Los Angeles County 26.9
South 25.6

Gender
Female 74.8
Male 25.1
Missing 0.1

Age
£29 17.1
30–39 33.9
40–49 33.4
‡50 15.1
Missing 0.5

Race/ethnicity
Hispanic 45.7
White 38.2
Asian 6.2
Black 4.7
Other 4.1
Missing 1.2

Language of interview
English 67.3
Spanish 32.6
Missing 0.1

Education
<H.S. graduate 17.5
H.S. graduate/GED 28.1
Some college 17.4
College graduate 21.5
Graduate school 15.2
Missing 0.3

Household income
<$20,000 15.8
$20,000–39,999 18.8
$40,000–59,999 11.7

Note: Percentages are weighted.

Characteristic %
(N=1,284)

Household income (cont.)
$60,000–99,999 18.1
‡$100,000 19.9
Missing 15.7

Place of birth
United States 53.8
Mexico 30.2
Other Central/South American country 5.4
Asia 5.7
Europe 1.8
Other 2.4
Missing 0.6

Religious preference
Catholic 44.8
Protestant 12.6
Other/unspecified Christian 20.7
Other 5.9
None 14.1
Missing 1.8

Born-again/evangelical Christian
Yes 19.0
No 79.2
Missing 1.8

Religious service attendance
Rarely/never 28.7
Few times a year 17.2
1–3 times a month 16.8
Once a week 24.8
>once a week 10.9
Missing 1.6

Ideological leaning
Very conservative 11.2
Somewhat conservative 25.9
Moderate 27.1
Somewhat liberal 16.7
Very liberal 7.3
Missing 11.8

Total 100.0

TABLE 1. Percentage distribution of survey respondents, by selected characteristics, California, 2006
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