Supplementary Report
Survey Methodology
A sample of 1,493 American adults were recruited by Dynata to participate in a national public opinion study from August 3-29, 2022. Dynata has more than 17 million qualified market research participants in over 90+ countries. They build and maintain their online panel by recruiting via verified, certified sources and methods to create a vast pool of potential research respondents. Respondents are incentivized in many ways, depending on the amount of effort required, the population, and appropriate regional customs resulting in higher panel respondent satisfaction. Dynata’s online panel members pass through multiple levels of authentication to recruit genuinely interested panelists who will provide valuable data. The measures include digital fingerprinting, source verification, two-factor authentication, third-party verification, geo-IP control, time stamps, questionnaire quality controls, and reward claim authentication. From the Dynata website, participants selected this survey from a list of potential projects. For this survey, Dynata reports that 2,908 panelists clicked the link to view the survey, 2,712 began the survey (93% COOP4) and 1,493 completed the entire survey. A simple attention activity at the beginning of the survey reduced the sample to 1,788, leaving us with an 83.5% completion rate.
The demographic characteristics of this panel closely resemble that of the United States population on several important traits.  Table A.1 displays the demographics of this sample compared to the American Community Survey 2019 Census estimates, MTurk samples (adapted from (Berinsky et al. 2012) and two large-scale more nationally representative survey samples:  the 2016 American National Election Study and the Cooperative Congressional Election Study (Ansolabehere et al. 2020). Amazon’s Mechanical Turk is an online marketplace where people hire laborers for a variety of tasks. Since the mid-2000’s researchers have been offering people money to participate in online survey experiments through Amazon’s Mechanical Turk. Recently, scholars have spent considerable effort trying to determine the quality of the samples that are usually obtained through this service (Mullinix et al. 2015). The following table shows that this sample is more representative of the US population on key variables than samples obtained through Amazon’s Mechanical Turk and it is very similar to the demographic profile of the American National Election Study and the CCES.
Table A. Survey Demographics
	Demographics
	Dynata 2022 Survey
	ACS 2019 Estimates
	MTurk
	ANES 2016
	CCES 2019

	Female
	49.3%
	50.8%
	60.1%
	52.2%
	56.4%

	Age (mean years)
	44
	38.5 (median)
	20.3
	48
	50

	Education (% completing some college)
	44.8%
	-
	-
	61.7%
	58%

	White
	67.7%
	72%
	83.5%
	71.1%
	69.5%

	Black
	12.4%
	12.8%
	4.4%
	9.3%
	10.8%

	Asian
	6.9%
	5.7%
	-
	3.5%
	2.6%

	Latino (a)
	10.5%
	18.4%
	-
	10.5%
	12.4%

	Multi-Racial
	2.5%
	3.4%
	-
	4.1%
	2.4%

	Party Identification
	
	
	
	
	

	     Democrat   
	28%
	-
	40.8%
	33.9%
	36.3%

	         Independent
	44%
	-
	34.1%
	32.1%
	36.2%

	        Republican
	28%
	-
	16.9%
	28.1%
	27.4%

	N
	1,493
	-
	484-551
	4,271
	52,900
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Table B. Question Wording for Independent Variable Scales
	Scale
	Item Wording

	Moral
Traditionalism
	Below is a series of statements about contemporary society. Please indicate the degree to which you agree or disagree with each statement. 
(5 pt. response)

	
	· The world is always changing and we should adjust our view of moral behavior to those changes.

	
	· The newer lifestyles are contributing to the breakdown of our society.

	
	· We should be more tolerant of people who choose to live according to their own moral standards, even if they are very different from your own.

	
	· This country would have many fewer problems if there were more emphasis on traditional family ties.

	Egalitarianism
	Below is a series of statements about contemporary society. Please indicate the degree to which you agree or disagree with each statement. 
(5 pt. response)

	
	· We have gone too far in pushing equal rights in this country.

	
	· This country would be better off if we worried less about how equal people are.

	
	· It is not really that big of a problem if some people have more of a chance in life than others.

	
	· If people were treated more equally in this country we would have many fewer problems.

	Authoritarianism
	Which one is more important for a child to have?

	
	· Independence or Respect for Elders

	
	· Curiosity or Good Manners

	
	· Obedience or Self-Reliance

	
	· Being Considerate or Well Behaved
· Free-spirited or Polite
· Orderly or Imaginative
· Adaptable or Disciplined
· Loyal or Open-minded

	Disgust Sensitivity
	Please tell us how the following statements describe you.
(4 pt. response)

	
	· I never let any part of my body touch the toilet seat in a public washroom.
· I use hand sanitizer on a daily basis.
· I am perfectly fine with drinking water from the same cup as an acquaintance of mine.





Table C. Question Wording for Independent Variables
	Variable
	Item Wording

	Transgender Contact
	Do you have a close friend or family member who is transgender? (Yes/No)

	Gay/Lesbian Contact
	Do you have a close friend or family member who is gay or lesbian? (Yes/No)

	Ideology
	How would you describe your political views? (7 pt. response, Extremely Liberal to Extremely Conservative)

	Partisanship
	Two question sequence to produce a 7 pt. scale from Strong Democrat to Strong Republican

	
	· [All respondents] In politics TODAY, do you consider yourself a Republican, Democrat, or
· independent, or what?

	
	· [Republicans]  Would you call yourself a strong Republican or not very strong?

	
	· [Democrats]  Would you call yourself a strong Democrat or not very strong?

	
	· {Independents] Do you think of yourself as closer to the Democrat or Republican party? (Republican, Democrat, Neither)

	Religious Attendance
	Lots of things come up that keep people from attending religious services even if they want to. Aside from weddings and funerals, how often do you attend religious services? (9 pt. response:  Never, less than once a year, about once or twice a year, several times a year, about once a month, 2-3 times a month, nearly every week, every week,  and several times a week)

	Education Level
	What was the last grade in school you completed? (7 pt. response: 8th grade or less, high school complete, some college or associated degree, and bachelor’s degree. postgraduate degree such as Master’s, Ph.D., MD, or JD)

	Parent
	Check all that apply:

	
	· I am the parent of a child under the age of 18 that lives with me at least some of the time

	
	· I am the parent of a child under the age of 18 that does not live with me

	
	· I am the parent of a child who is 18 or older

	
	· I have never had children

	Gender
	· What sex were you assigned at birth, on your original birth certificate?

	
	· Do you currently describe yourself as male, female, transgender, or something else?

	Age
	What is your age in years?

	Race
	If you had to choose, what would you say is your race/ethnicity? (White/Caucasian, Black/African American, Asian/Asian American, Some other race/ethnicity, Multiracial or Biracial)

	Hispanic
	Are you Spanish, Hispanic, or Latino?



Table D. Factor Analysis of Moral Traditionalism and LGBTQ Cultural Threat Scales
	Scale Items
	Factor1
	Factor2
	Uniqueness

	1. The world is always changing and we should adjust our view of moral behavior to those changes.
	-0.281
	0.837
	0.221

	2. The newer lifestyles are contributing to the breakdown of our society.
	0.770
	0.093
	0.399

	3. We should be more tolerant of people who choose to live according to their own moral standards, even if they are very different from your own.
	-0.452
	0.733
	0.259

	4. This country would have many fewer problems if there were more emphasis on traditional family ties.
	0.740
	0.083
	0.445

	5. LGBTQ people are undermining American culture.
	0.835
	0.122
	0.288

	6. The values and beliefs of LGBTQ people regarding moral and religious issues are not compatible with the beliefs and values of most Americans.
	0.800
	0.224
	0.311

	7. The values and beliefs of LGBTQ people regarding social relations are not compatible with the beliefs and values of most Americans.
	0.822
	0.185
	0.290

	Eigenvalue
	3.436
	1.352
	

	Proportion of Variance Explained
	0.491
	0.193
	


N=1,637






iv

Table E. Ordered Logit Models of Opposition to Restrictive Restroom Policies with 2-Item Moral Traditionalism Scale
	
	Restrooms - Adults
	
	Restrooms - Students

	Variable
	bi
	
	SEb
	
	bi
	
	SEb

	Cultural Threat
	-0.167
	***
	(0.017)
	
	-0.185
	***
	(0.017)

	Transgender Discrimination
	0.050
	
	(0.053)
	
	0.105
	*
	(0.053)

	Moral Traditionalism (2-Item)
	-0.102
	
	(0.057)
	
	-0.220
	***
	(0.057)

	Authoritarianism
	-0.055
	*
	(0.025)
	
	-0.080
	**
	(0.026)

	Egalitarianism
	0.078
	***
	(0.016)
	
	0.063
	***
	(0.016)

	Disgust Sensitivity
	-0.045
	*
	(0.020)
	
	-0.051
	*
	(0.020)

	Transgender Contact
	0.222
	
	(0.139)
	
	0.353
	*
	(0.139)

	Gay/Lesbian Contact
	-0.071
	
	(0.098)
	
	-0.128
	
	(0.099)

	Ideology (L→C)
	-0.103
	**
	(0.036)
	
	-0.127
	***
	(0.036)

	Partisanship (D→R)
	-0.083
	**
	(0.028)
	
	-0.104
	***
	(0.027)

	Religious Attendance
	-0.034
	
	(0.018)
	
	-0.027
	
	(0.018)

	Education Level
	-0.048
	
	(0.046)
	
	-0.060
	
	(0.046)

	Parent
	-0.186
	*
	(0.102)
	
	-0.090
	
	(0.103)

	Female
	0.182
	
	(0.095)
	
	0.214
	*
	(0.095)

	Transgender
	-0.325
	
	(0.568)
	
	0.239
	
	(0.546)

	Age (logged)
	-0.527
	***
	(0.171)
	
	-0.497
	**
	(0.172)

	Black
	0.086
	
	(0.136)
	
	0.071
	
	(0.137)

	Asian
	0.445
	**
	(0.164)
	
	0.431
	**
	(0.164)

	Other race
	-0.042
	
	(0.175)
	
	0.137
	
	(0.178)

	Hispanic
	0.040
	
	(0.139)
	
	-0.115
	
	(0.139)

	Cut 1
	-4.755
	
	(0.731)
	
	-5.639
	
	(0.735)

	Cut 2
	-4.123
	
	(0.728)
	
	-4.807
	
	(0.731)

	Cut 3
	-3.581
	
	(0.726)
	
	-4.148
	
	(0.728)

	Cut 4
	-2.259
	
	(0.722)
	
	-2.707
	
	(0.725)

	Cut 5
	-1.650
	
	(0.722)
	
	-2.158
	
	(0.725)

	Cut 6
	-0.887
	
	(0.723)
	
	-1.351
	
	(0.726)

	Count R2
	0.384
	
	0.385


Notes: The dependent variables are seven-point Support/Oppose responses. Higher values indicate stronger opposition to restrictive policies for transgender people. N=1,580
* p < .05; ** p < .01; *** p < .001 (two-tailed)

[bookmark: _GoBack]Table F. Ordered Logit Models of Attitudes toward Transgender Girls in Sports with 2-Item Moral Traditionalism Scale
	
	Oppose Bans on Participation
	
	Support Allowing Participation

	Variable
	bi
	
	SEb
	
	bi
	
	SEb

	Cultural Threat
	-0.166
	***
	(0.024)
	
	-0.048
	
	(0.025)

	Transgender Discrimination
	0.006
	
	(0.078)
	
	0.298
	***
	(0.082)

	Moral Traditionalism (2-Item)
	-0.054
	
	(0.085)
	
	-0.656
	***
	(0.089)

	Authoritarianism
	0.016
	
	(0.037)
	
	-0.073
	
	(0.038)

	Egalitarianism
	0.065
	**
	(0.024)
	
	-0.008
	
	(0.024)

	Disgust Sensitivity
	0.013
	
	(0.028)
	
	0.062
	*
	(0.031)

	Transgender Contact
	0.242
	
	(0.202)
	
	0.469
	*
	(0.203)

	Gay/Lesbian Contact
	-0.157
	
	(0.144)
	
	-0.033
	
	(0.149)

	Ideology (L→C)
	-0.081
	
	(0.051)
	
	-0.246
	***
	(0.055)

	Partisanship (D→R)
	0.017
	
	(0.040)
	
	-0.170
	***
	(0.041)

	Religious Attendance
	-0.054
	*
	(0.026)
	
	0.111
	***
	(0.027)

	Education Level
	-0.042
	
	(0.066)
	
	-0.072
	
	(0.069)

	Parent
	-0.127
	
	(0.152)
	
	0.208
	
	(0.152)

	Female
	0.531
	***
	(0.138)
	
	0.300
	*
	(0.145)

	Transgender
	-1.514
	
	(0.791)
	
	0.673
	
	(0.912)

	Age (logged)
	-0.172
	
	(0.252)
	
	-0.231
	
	(0.259)

	Black
	0.160
	
	(0.200)
	
	-0.608
	**
	(0.204)

	Asian
	0.266
	
	(0.240)
	
	0.124
	
	(0.243)

	Other race
	0.281
	
	(0.266)
	
	-0.183
	
	(0.274)

	Hispanic
	-0.143
	
	(0.205)
	
	-0.192
	
	(0.208)

	Cut 1
	-2.003
	
	(1.055)
	
	-4.852
	
	(1.108)

	Cut 2
	-0.809
	
	(1.053)
	
	-3.181
	
	(1.099)

	Cut 3
	0.584
	
	(1.054)
	
	-1.317
	
	(1.096)

	N
	793
	
	787

	Count R2
	0.393
	
	0.485


Notes: The dependent variables are four-point Favor/Oppose responses. Higher values indicate opposition to bans and support for allowing transgender girls to participate in K-12 sports. 
* p < .05; ** p < .01; *** p < .001


Table G. Ordered Logit Model of Opposition to Bans on Transition Care for Children with 2-Item Moral Traditionalism Scale
	Variable
	bi
	
	SEb

	Cultural Threat
	-0.182
	***
	(0.017)

	Transgender Discrimination
	0.071
	
	(0.052)

	Moral Traditionalism
	-0.001
	
	(0.057)

	Authoritarianism
	-0.040
	
	(0.026)

	Egalitarianism
	0.107
	***
	(0.016)

	Disgust Sensitivity
	0.002
	
	(0.020)

	Transgender Contact
	0.057
	
	(0.140)

	Gay/Lesbian Contact
	-0.105
	
	(0.099)

	Ideology (L→C)
	-0.108
	***
	(0.035)

	Partisanship (D→R)
	-0.063
	*
	(0.027)

	Religious Attendance
	-0.044
	*
	(0.018)

	Education Level
	-0.127
	**
	(0.046)

	Parent
	-0.164
	
	(0.103)

	Female
	-0.025
	
	(0.095)

	Transgender
	0.284
	
	(0.508)

	Age (logged)
	0.065
	
	(0.172)

	Black
	0.053
	
	(0.137)

	Asian
	0.655
	***
	(0.165)

	Other race
	0.003
	
	(0.183)

	Hispanic
	-0.151
	
	(0.140)

	Cut 1
	-2.176
	
	(0.742)

	Cut 2
	-1.436
	
	(0.740)

	Cut 3
	-0.957
	
	(0.739)

	Cut 4
	0.615
	
	(0.739)

	Cut 5
	1.172
	
	(0.741)

	Cut 6
	1.855
	
	(0.743)

	Count R2
	0.399


Notes: The dependent variable is a seven-point Support/Oppose response. Higher values indicate stronger opposition to prohibitions on medical transition care for children. N=1,580
* p < .05; ** p < .01; *** p < .001


Table H. Multiple Group Ordered Logit Models of Attitudes toward Transgender Girls in Sports
	
	Ban Participation
	
	Allow Participation
	
	Comparison

	Variable
	bi
	
	SEb
	
	bi
	
	SEb
	
	|Δ(bi)|
	
	SEΔ(b)

	Cultural Threat
	-0.136
	***
	(0.028)
	
	-0.001
	
	(0.030)
	
	0.135
	**
	(0.041)

	Transgender Discrimination
	-0.038
	
	(0.081)
	
	0.284
	***
	(0.085)
	
	0.332
	**
	(0.118)

	Moral Traditionalism
	-0.113
	***
	(0.034)
	
	-0.227
	***
	(0.036)
	
	0.114
	*
	(0.050)

	Authoritarianism
	0.058
	
	(0.039)
	
	-0.039
	
	(0.038)
	
	0.097
	
	(0.054)

	Egalitarianism
	0.055
	*
	(0.026)
	
	-0.025
	
	(0.023)
	
	0.080
	*
	(0.035)

	Disgust Sensitivity
	0.014
	
	(0.029)
	
	0.068
	*
	(0.031)
	
	0.053
	
	(0.043)

	Transgender Contact
	0.222
	
	(0.204)
	
	0.577
	**
	(0.210)
	
	0.355
	
	(0.293)

	Gay/Lesbian Contact
	-0.139
	
	(0.145)
	
	-0.138
	
	(0.139)
	
	0.001
	
	(0.201)

	Ideology (L→C)
	-0.043
	
	(0.056)
	
	-0.214
	**
	(0.068)
	
	0.171
	
	(0.088)

	Partisanship (D→R)
	0.034
	
	(0.042)
	
	-0.135
	**
	(0.045)
	
	0.169
	**
	(0.061)

	Religious Attendance
	-0.045
	
	(0.029)
	
	0.124
	***
	(0.027)
	
	0.168
	***
	(0.040)

	Education Level
	-0.041
	
	(0.065)
	
	0.00
	
	(0.065)
	
	0.041
	
	(0.091)

	Parent
	-0.146
	
	(0.151)
	
	0.264
	
	(0.149)
	
	0.411
	
	(0.212)

	Female
	0.571
	***
	(0.135)
	
	0.278
	
	(0.143)
	
	0.293
	
	(0.193)

	Transgender
	-1.554
	
	(0.963)
	
	0.554
	
	(1.893)
	
	2.108
	
	(1.447)

	Age (logged)
	-0.136
	
	(0.247)
	
	-0.066
	
	(0.261)
	
	0.070
	
	(0.359)

	Cut 1
	-2.696
	
	(1.048)
	
	-4.148
	
	(1.101)
	
	
	
	

	Cut 2
	-1.484
	
	(1.038)
	
	-2.495
	
	(1.090)
	
	
	
	

	Cut 3
	-0.077
	
	(1.030)
	
	-0.658
	
	(1.087)
	
	
	
	

	N
	799
	
	798
	
	1,597

	Current model fit statistics:
	
	
	Constrained:

	Log-likelihood
	-2993.58
	
	-3,068.45

	AIC
	6065.16
	
	6182.31

	BIC
	6274.40
	
	6306.31


Notes: The dependent variables are four-point Favor/Oppose responses coded so that higher values indicate opposition to bans and support for allowing transgender girls to participate in K-12 sports. Model fit statistics are reported for the presented model and for a model that constrains the coefficients for the two groups to be the same. N=1,597
* p < .05; ** p < .01; *** p < .001
