
In this study, we assess the extent to which individuals in 

the United States misreport their attitudes regarding anti-

LGBTQ+ educational legislation. Specifically, this study 

focuses on the Floridian bill HB 1557, or the “Don’t Say 

Gay,” bill. The gap between reported views and actual 

views is primarily the result of social desirability bias: the 

tendency of participants to respond dishonestly to 

questions when they believe that their answer opposes 

social norms. We utilize the inherently anonymous list 

experiment to minimize the prevalence of social 

desirability bias to elicit truthful responses from 

participants. We conduct two double list experiments to 

explore multiple facets of HB 1557. The size of the bias 

for each list is estimated by a difference-of-means 

analysis and can be viewed as a lower-bound estimate of 

the population’s true views. This study was conducted 

via Prolific and gathered a sample that is representative 

of the larger American population on the basis of age, 

sex and race.

Abstract Methods
This study focuses on two main key statements of 

interest, which are defined as follows:

KS1: I would be comfortable with my child having 

an openly LGBTQ+ teacher.

KS2: I think the law should allow for the inclusion 

of LGBTQ+ content in educational curriculum.

To curb social desirability bias, we utilized a 

double list experiment for each question. 

In a double list, participants see two lists with four 

trivial statements each, and a key statement is 

randomly upended to one list. Participants are 

instructed to indicate how many items on each list 

they agree with, preserving their anonymity. Thus, 

a difference in means can be calculated to estimate 

the true proportion of participants that agree with 

the key statement. To do this, we utilize Tsai’s 

2019 Stata package KICT. We also estimate the 

true population size using standard OLS.

Participants are subsequently instructed to 

complete a survey in which they directly answer the 

key statements without any anonymity. The 

difference between our double list estimates and 

the average response of participants can be 

interpreted as the size of the social desirability bias.

Participants are also instructed to indicate “x/100 

Americans would agree with” for each key 

statement, effectively measuring their second-order 

beliefs. Heterogeneity analysis is done for various 

subgroups.
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Image 1: List 2A + KS2. This is one of the ways participants interacted with the key statement

Image 2: List 1A + KS1.

Findings and Implications
As our sample is statistically representative of the larger American population, we draw conclusions for 

Americans.

KS1
An estimated 69.67% of Americans agree with key 

statement 1. When directly asked, 75.16% of 

participants agreed with KS1. The size of the social 

desirability bias is 5.49%, and the difference is 

statistically significant. Participants predict that 

47.27% of Americans agree with KS1, indicating

that Americans drastically underestimate the 

amount of support for openly LGBTQ+ teachers. 

The presence of social desirability suggests that 

future surveys which attempt to measure attitudes 

towards LGBTQ+ teachers may present an overly 

optimistic view. The size of this gap is line with 

findings from Aksoy et al. (2022) and Coffman et al. 

(2012).

OLS Estimates
Our OLS estimates for KS1 and KS2 are all 

statistically significant and fall near our double list 

estimates, even when adding demographic, 

socioeconomic and miscellaneous controls.

KS2
An estimated 61.40% of Americans agree with key 

statement 2. Direct responses yield an average score 

of .6306, indicating that when directly asked, 63% of 

participants agree with KS2. The difference between 

our estimate and direct responses is not statistically 

significant, indicating that social desirability bias may 

not be present when looking at this question. This is 

a departure from our expectations, as politically 

charged questions tend to have some social 

desirability bias when asked directly. However, the 

difference between participants second order beliefs 

about KS2 and our estimate is statistically significant 

(42.11% vs 61.4%). The implications of this are not 

entirely clear. Future studies are necessary to 

understand why there is no social desirability bias. 

Preliminary research may suggest that the 

proliferation of anti-LGBTQ+ legislation regarding 

interactions with children may decrease the size of 

this bias, but no causal relationship has been 

established.
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