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%LGB/T Identity, by year

National Health and Social Life Survey (1992)
General Social Survey (2008-2014)
National Health Interview Survey (2013-2015)
Gallup Daily Tracking (2012-2015)
California Health Interview Survey (2003-2014

Coming out

o“/b

B >
2° o

Y 9 ’LOOC)

© 3\
70 %

DO A0 A AT AD Ak S
) O $3 > > > $2 >
2P 1077 297 107 407 Rt

,),O

@»(GSS (LGB) @ssNHIS (LGB) Gallup (LGBT) e®=CHIS (LGB) NHSLS (LGB)




Lesbian/Gay v. Bisexual Identity, by year
1992 National Health and Social Life Survey
2014 General Social Survey
2003, 2014 California Health Interview Survey

Bisexuality

1992 2014

NHSLS/GSS

W Lesbian/Gay m Bisexual




Gender Among LGB/T, by year
National Health and Social Life Survey/General Social Survey
California Health Interview Survey
Gallup Daily Tracking

Gender

41%

1992 2014 2003 2014 2012 2016

NHSLS/GSS CHIS GALLUP

B Female m Male




Behavior,
attraction,
and identity

Sexual behavior, attraction, and identity among adults age 18-44, by gender

2011-2013 National Survey of Family Growth

Any same-sex sexuality, women: 24%

6.1%

Any same-sex
attraction

Any same-sex Lesbian, gay,
sexual or bisexual
behavior \ identification

5.6% 0.5%

Any same-sex sexuality, men: 9.2%

3.1%

Any same-sex
attraction

Any same-sex Lesbian, gay,
sexual or bisexual
behavior identification

2.0% ) 4 0.1%




Race/ethnicity

Race/ethnicity Among LGB/T, by year
National Health and Social Life Survey/General Social Survey
California Health Interview Survey
Gallup Daily Tracking

36% 40% 33% 39%

21%

1992 2014 2003 2014 2012 2016

NHSLS/GSS CHIS GALLUP
® non-White ® White, non-Hisp



Age

Age Among LGB/T, by year
National Health and Social Life Survey/General Social Survey
California Health Interview Survey
Gallup Daily Tracking

36%

28%

1992 2014 2012

NHSLS/GSS CHIS GALLUP
W 35-54 H 55+

2016




Where You Lived at
Age 14 (1992)/Age 16 (2014)
Among LGB, by year

National Health and Social Life
Survey/General Social Survey

o Region of Residence Among
LGB, by year

National Health and Social Life
Survey/General Social Survey

45%

Residence

2014 1992 2014

NHSLS/GSS NHSLS/GSS

w East m Midwest = South m West m Country ® Small town/city = Big city




%LGB/T, by survey & demographic characteristics
2014 General Social Survey
2016 Gallup Daily Tracking
2015 National Health Interview Survey
7.7%
7.3%

4.5% 4.6%

Residence

FEMALE MALE AFRICAN- HISPANIC WHITE, NON-
AMERICAN HISPANIC

18-34 35-54 55+

GENDER RACE/ETHNICITY AGE

W 2014 GSS W 2016 Gallup 2015 NHIS




Same-sex Couples, by year

1990, 2000, & 2010 Decennial Census
2015 American Community Survey

Same-sex

couples

145,130

1990 2000 2010 2015

B Same-sex couples per 1000 households ~ @®®Same-sex couples




Same-sex
couples:
Gender

Gender Among Individuals
In Same-sex Couples, by year

1990 Decenniel Census, 2015 American Community Survey

B Female m Male



Same-sex
couples:
Race/ethnicity

Race/ethnicity Among Individuals
In Same-sex Couples, by year

1990 Decenniel Census, 2015 American Community Survey

1990 2015

® non-White ® White, non-Hisp



Age Among Individuals
In Same-sex Couples, by year

1990 Decenniel Census, 2015 American Community Survey

Same-sex
couples:
Age

W 18-34 MW35-54 55+




Same-sex
couples:
Region

Region of Residence Among Individuals
In Same-sex Couples, by year

1990 Decenniel Census, 2015 American Community Survey

29%

36%

1990 2015

® East ®m Midwest South m West



Same-sex

couples:
Children

% Raising Children Among Same-sex Couples,
by year

1990, 2000, 2010 Decennial Census
2015 American Community Survey



Same-sex
couples:
Adoption

% Raising Adopted Children,
Among Same-sex Couples
Raising Children Under Age 18

2000 Decennial Census
2010, 2015 American Community Survey

% Raising Adopted Children,
Among Same-sex Couples
Raising Children Under Age 18,

by marital status
2015 American Community Survey

23%

MARRIED UNMARRIED




% Married Among Same-sex Couples

2012-2015 American Community Survey
2013-2015 National Health Interview Survey

Marriage

2012 2013 2014 2015 JAN-JUN JUL-DEC
2015 2015
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Dissemination:
Courts &
Legislatures

Gates DADT Testimony: Page 1

Testimony on “Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell” by Gary J. Gates
Friday, 18 July 2008

Submitted to: U.S. House of Representatives, Armed Services Committee, Military Personnel
Subcommittee

I am a demographer and Senior Research Fellow at the Williams Institute on

Sexual Orientation Law and Public Policy, UCLA School of Law. Prior to taking my

position at the Williams Institute three years ago, I served as a Research Associate at the

Urban Institute in Washington, DC. I have studied the geographic, economic, and

demographic characteristics of the lesbian, gay, and bisexual (LGB) population for more
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Though Acceptance for Gay Americans Is Growing,
Discrimination Persists
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Anew survey by the Pew Research Center offers a complex view of what it's like to be an LGBT American. The A e candidestes e e
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Academic
activism

Social Science Research 41 (2012) 1350-1351
Contents lists available at SciVerse ScienceDirect
Social Science Research

journal homepage: www.elsevier.com/locate/ssresearch

Letter to the editors and advisory editors of Social Science Research

As researchers and scholars, many of whom with extensive experience in quantitative and qualitative research in family
structures and child outcomes, we write to raise serious concerns about the most recent issue of Social Science Research and
the set of papers focused on parenting by lesbians and gay men. In this regard, we have particular concern about Mark
Regnerus’ paper entitled “How different are the adult ¢ ren of parents who have same-sex relationships? Findings from
the New Family Structures Study.”

LGBT parenting is a highly politicized topic. While the presence of a vibrant and controversial public debate should in no
way censor scholarship, it should compel the academy to hold scholarship around that topic to our most rigorous standards.
‘We are very concerned that these standards were not upheld in this issue or with this paper, given the apparently expedited
process of publication and the decision to publish commentaries on the paper by scholars who were directly involved with
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How different are the adult children of parents who have same-sex
relationships? Findings from the New Family Structures Study

Mark Regnerus
Diepartment of Sarislgy and Populstion Ressrch Genier, University of Texss ot Ausin, 1 University Station AT700, Austin, T 78712-01 18, United States

Methodological flaws

Review deficiencies

“Critical” commentaries from
a co-Pl and project consultant

Unprecedented speed of
review

2 of 3 peer reviewers were
paid consultants to the
project



*First marriage trial since
California’s Prop 8

* Expert testimony from
social scientists on both
sides focused largely on
same-sex parenting
research

- Significant testimony on
the topic of "no
difference” regarding kids
raised by same-sex v.
different-sex couples
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- Simplify literature to assessment of difference

* The 'no differences’ paradigm suggests that children from
same-sex families display no notable disadvantages when
compared to children from other family forms.

- Design methods to enhance difference

* My analytical interest is in maximizing the sample size of
Groups 2 and 3 (respondents with a parent who reported a
same-sex sexual relationship).

* Provocation in findings

* Respondents who indicated their parent had a SS sexual
relationship were more likely to have been sexually
abused




- Emphasize explanation for difference

- Studies of family structure and children’s outcomes nearly
universally find at least a modest advantage for children
raised by their married biological parents. The question that
has bedeviled researchers, and that remains essentially
unresolved, is why.

* Emphasize importance of causality

* Five years with the same family structure at the same
address is long enough to imply that the child’s primary
school career through Grade 4, and most of the child’s
primary school career through Grade 8, are likely to have
been undertaken within the family structure reported to the
census in 2000.




* Can/should motivate scholarship but is ill-
suited as a theoretical or methodological
framework

*Reviewing research with obvious political
implications
- Become familiar with political discourse
associated with the issue

* Be wary of analyses that rely too heavily on
political rather than scholarly frameworks




: . 5 The Court finds Rosenfeld’s testimony to be highly credible and gives it great weight.
- . . His research convincingly shows that children of same-sex couples do just as well in school as

the children of heterosexual married couples, and that same-sex couples are just as stable as

heterosexual couples. The Court notes that the testimony of Brodzinsky and Rosenfeld is in line

Although Regnerus touted the NFSS as one of the few studies to use a large

T h eru | | N g representative pool of participants drawn from a random population-based sample, other
sociological and demographic experts, including Rosenfeld and Gates, heavily criticized the

study on several grounds. First, it failed to measure the adult outcomes of children who were

on such couples’ children. The testimony of Gates, whom the Court also found to be a highly

credible witness, showed the magnitude of this effect by noting that 5,300 children in Michigan

are currently being raised by same-sex couples.




The ruling

The Court finds Regnerus's testimony entirely unbelievable and not worthy of serious

consideration. The evidence adduced at trial demonstrated that his 2012 “study™ was hastily
concocted at the behest of a third-party funder, which found it “essential that the necessary data
be gathered to settle the question in the forum of public debate about what kinds of family
arrangement are best for society” and which “was confident that the traditional understanding of
marriage will be vindicated by this study.” See Pls.” Motion in limine to Exclude Testimony of
Mark Regnerus, Ex. 9. In the funder’s view, “the future of the institution of marriage at this
moment is very uncertain” and “proper research” was needed to counter the many studies

showing no differences in child outcomes. lJd. The funder also stated that “this is a project where




The ruling

had a “romantic relationship with someone of the same sex” for any length of time. Whatever
Regnerus may have found in this “study,” he certainly cannot purport to have undertaken a

scholarly research effort to compare the outcomes of children raised by same-sex couples with

those of children raised by heterosexual couples. It is no wonder that the NFSS has been widely

and severely criticized by other scholars, and that Regnerus’s own sociology department at the

University of Texas has distanced itself from the NFSS in particular and Dr. Regnerus’s views in

general and reaffirmed the aforementioned APA position statement.
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Opinion of the Court
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Nos. 14-556, 14-562, 14-571 and 14-574

JAMES OBERGEFELL., ET ar., PETITIONERS
14-556 w.
RICHARD HODGES, DIRECTOR, OHIO
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH., ET AL ;

VALERIA TANCO, T AL, PETITIONERS
14-562 .
BILL HASLAM. GOVERNOR OF
TENNESSEE. ET AL ;

APRIL DEBOER,. ET AL PETITIONERS
14571 .
RICK SNYDER, GOVERNOR OF MICHIGAN,
ET AL.; AND

GREGORY BOURKE, T aL.. PETITIONERS
14574 w.
STEVE BESHEAR., GOVERNOR OF
KENTUCEKY

ON WERITS OF CERTIORARI TO THE UNITED STATES COURT OF
APPEALS FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT

[June 26, 2015]

JUSTICE KENNEDY delivered the opinion of the Court.

A= all parties agree. many same-sex couples provide
loving and nurturing homes to their children, whether
biological or adopted. And hundreds of thousands of chil-
dren are presently being raised by such couples. See Brief
for Gary J. Gates as Amicus Curiae 4. Most States have
allowed gays and lesbians to adopt, either as individuals
or as couples. and many adopted and foster children have
same-sex parents, see id., at . This provides powerful
confirmation from the law itself that gay=s and leshians can
create loving, supportive families.

No union is more profound than marriage, for it embod-
ies the highest ideals of love, fidelity, devotion. =acrifice,
and family. In forming a marital union, two people be-
come something greater than once they were. As some of
the petitioners in these cases demonstrate, marriage
embodies a love that may endure even past death. It
would misunderstand these men and women to say they
disrespect the idea of marriage. Their plea is that they do
respect it, respect it so deeply that they seek to find its
fulfillment for themselves. Their hope is not to be con-
demned to live in loneliness, excluded from one of civiliza-
tion s oldest institutions. They ask for equal dignity in the
eyes of the law. The Constitution grants them that right.

The judement of the Court of Appeals for the Sixth
Circuit is reversed.

It 15 s0 ordered.







