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ABSTRACT 

Although exact prevalence rates for child sexual abuse 

are yet to be established, it has become apparent that the 

vast majority of the perpetrators are male. As a possible 

explanation for this phenomenon, Finkelhor (1982) and 

Russell (1984a) have suggested that traditional culturally 

defined masculine role identity may play a large part in 

the commitment of this crime. The literature on rape 

provides indirect support for this contention with findings 

of a significant proportion of undergraduate males (35% to 

60%) who reported a propensity to use force or rape if 

given certain hypothetical circumstances (e.g., Malamuth, 

1981; Briere & Malamuth, 1983; Smeaton & Byrne, 1987). A 

constellation of attitudes that have been described as 

"macho" or "hypermasculine" have been associated with this 

propensity to rape. 

In the present study, college students between the 

ages of 18 to 2 5 years, who reported never having been a 

parent, responded to four vignettes of child sexual abuse 

in which the victim variables of age (9- or 16-year-old) 

and amount of physical resistance (none or some) to a male 

perpetrator were systematically varied. Five areas were 

judged: 1) definition of child sexual abuse, 2) amount of 

h^rm to the victim, 3) relative responsibility of the 

iv 



victim and perpetrator 4) perpetrator masculinity, and 5) 

victim femininity. Responses to these areas were analyzed 

for associations with attitudes of traditional masculinity 

via the Bern Sex Role Inventory, Sex Role Stereotyping 

Scale, Adversarial Sexual Beliefs Scale, Acceptance of 

Interpersonal Violence Scale, and Sexual Conservatism 

Scale. 

Results suggested that responses to vignettes of child 

sexual abuse appear to be affected primarily by 

characteristics of the vignette rather than by personality 

characteristics of the respondent. Unlike the perspective 

held by the legal and mental health professions wherein the 

child is seen as unable to give informed consent concerning 

sexual encounters with adults, the participants in the 

present study considered potential consent by the child 

when rating vignettes, regardless of the portrayed victim's 

age. 
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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

Fifteen to 20 years ago the field of child sexual 

abuse was virtually ignored by social science researchers. 

A difficult area to research, it is only now that a rapidly 

growing body of knowledge is beginning to reveal faint 

outlines of the actual phenomenon of child sexual abuse. 

For instance, the determination of a prevalence rate for 

female victims has yet to be established, although 

estimates generally vary from below 10% to over 50% (e.g., 

Finkelhor, 1979; Fritz, Stoll, & Wagner, 1981; Kercher & 

McShane, 1984; Wyatt, 1985). Findings concerning male 

victims have been more difficult to obtain, in part, due to 

reluctance by boys to report victimization. Thus, although 

the prevalence of male victims appears lower than that of 

females, this finding must be viewed with caution (Vander 

Mey, 1988). 

Much of the research in child sexual abuse remains in 

its infancy and many of the present findings stand somewhat 

suspect due to methodological difficulties (Browne & 

Finkelhor, 1986). One finding, however, appears to have 

been well established—there exists a preponderance of male 

perpetrators regardless of the gender of the victim. In 

studying a general population of adult females (N = 93 0), 
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Russell (1983) found that of those who were sexually abused 

as children, 96% reported male perpetrators. Wyatt (1985), 

comparing black (N = 126) and white (N = 122) female 

victims, found male perpetrators involved in 97% and 100% of 

the respective ethnic samples. In his review of the 

literature, Finkelhor (1982) stated: 

Among reported perpetrators, close to 90% 
are men, and this holds true whether the victims 
are boys or girls. This is not simply a matter of 
abuse by women going undetected, because even in 
nonclinical surveys of adults reporting 
retrospectively on childhood sexual experiences, 
male perpetrators also vastly outnumber 
women....Women just do not seem to approach 
children for direct sexual gratification the way 
men do. (p.100) 

In an attempt to explain the preponderance of male 

perpetrators, Russell (1984b) and Finkelhor (1982, 1986) 

have suggested that traditional gender socialization is a 

powerful predisposing factor to experiencing sexual 

feelings toward children. Males are taught to be the 

initiators and aggressors assuming the dominant position in 

sexual relationships. Females, however, are taught to 

develop a "responsive sexuality" (Russell, 1984a, p.238) 

that requires them to wait for male initiative. According 

to this view, males in this culture are are taught, as part 

of the normal socialization process, to seek out partners 

who are submissive and less powerful. 



The connection between male socialization and deviant 

sexual behavior has also been suggested in other research 

literature. The rape literature, in particular, has 

focused on the possibility that all men are potential 

sexual aggressors. Russell (1984b), after interviewing 90 

rapists, concluded that rape was not a deviant act so much 

as an over-conforming one. She reported: 

It is an extreme acting-out of qualities that are 
regarded as masculine in this and many other 
societies: aggression, force, power, strength, 
toughness, dominance, competitiveness. To win, to 
be superior, to conquer, and to control demonstrate 
masculinity to those who subscribe to common 
cultural notions of masculinity; this constitutes 
the masculine mystique, (p.118) 

Malamuth (1981) noted that on the average, 

approximately 35% of male college students indicate some 

likelihood of raping if given the hypothetical condition of 

not ever being caught or punished. Malamuth arrived at 

this percentage by averaging across six studies in which 

males were asked to indicate on a scale ranging from 1 

(not at all likely) to 5 (very likely), the likelihood 

that they would personally rape. A response other than 1 

was considered as some likelihood to rape with an average 

of 20% of the males indicating scores of 3 or above. 

Briere and Malamuth (1983) found in a study of male 

college students that there was a significant relationship 
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between degree of force/rape inclination and rape 

supportive beliefs. Rape supportive beliefs, such as 

blaming the victim and viewing sexual violence as arousing 

to women, were most associated with those in the likely-to-

use-force or likely-to-rape groups. They found that of the 

356 participants, 60% were willing to acknowledge some 

likelihood to use force or rape if they could be assured 

that they would not be caught or punished. Briere and 

Malamuth concluded that the results from this study of a 

nonclinical population suggested that rape may be due less 

to pathology than to socialization. 

Studies of judgments and beliefs concerning child 

sexual abuse are few but some have noted differences 

between males and females. These differences exist even in 

samples of professionals who work in the field of child 

sexual abuse. Attias and Goodwin (1985) found that male 

respondents in a sample of physicians, psychologists, and 

family counselors, tended to underestimate the prevalence 

of father-daughter incest and overestimate the percentage 

of children who made false claims of being sexually 

abused. Hazzard and Rupp (1986), studying a sample 

including pediatricians and mental health professionals, 

reported that male professionals had less positive 
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reactions to the abused child portrayed in vignettes of 

hypothetical sexual abuse cases. Another study of health 

professionals found that female respondents believed the 

effects of incest to be more serious than male respondents 

(Eisenberg, Owens, & Dewey, 1987). 

In what appears to be the only study that directly 

focused on attitude differences between men and women on 

child sexual abuse, Wellman (1987) investigated the 

reported beliefs of 824 male and female college students. 

Wellman developed a questionnaire of 59 items to which 

participants responded on a 4-point Likert-type scale for 

each item. The results of the study indicated that women 

believed more strongly that child sexual abuse could be 

harmful and might require psychotherapy for the victim. 

More women than men reported feeling frightened and 

disgusted by the thought of sexual abuse and women more 

strongly disavowed the feeling of sexual excitement. 

Wellman concluded that the gender differences were most 

likely due to differences in socialization. 

This brief review of the literature has indicated some 

support for a hypothesis proposing an association between 

masculinity and attitudes that tend to excuse, if not 

support, incidents of sexual abuse. The evidence appears 



to pertain to the phenomenon of rape in particular, but it 

has been suggested by Finkelhor (1982) and Russell (1984a) 

that this association may also exist for child sexual 

abuse. While some studies of attitudes toward child sexual 

abuse have reported significant differences between male 

and female respondents, apparently no studies have 

investigated the association of masculinity with judgments 

of child sexual abuse. 

To investigate how the public defines child sexual 

abuse, Finkelhor (1984) presented to a sample of Boston 

parents (N = 510) 9,839 different computer-generated 

vignettes combining nine separate factors. Each 

participant in the study responded to the vignettes using a 

10-point scale to indicate to what degree a particular 

vignette exemplified child sexual abuse. Two factors that 

proved to be significant influences on responses to the 

vignettes were victim age and level of consent. In the 

Finkelhor study, the age variable ranged from 0 to 17 years 

old. There were four levels of consent: the victim asks 

for sexual interaction, the victim agrees to sexual 

interaction, the victim does not object to sexual 

interaction, and the victim objects to sexual interaction. 

Finkelhor (1984) found that participants took into account 



the level of consent portrayed in the vignette when judging 

for the presence of child sexual abuse. Consent influenced 

judgments of child sexual abuse at all age levels, although 

older children were judged more critically. When the child 

in the vignette was depicted as resistant, the respondent 

was more likely to assign a stronger rating for sexual 

abuse in comparison to a nonresistant child. 

The present study examined the hypothesized 

relationship between levels of masculinity and judgments of 

child sexual abuse in a nonclinical population, while 

replicating and extending a portion of the study conducted 

by Finkelhor (1984). Four vignettes were utilized in the 

study that depicted the following types of female victims: 

9-year-old/resistant, 9-year-old/non-resistant, 16-year-

dd/resistant, and 16-year-old/non-resistant. Within each 

vignette, the perpetrator was portrayed as a 2 5-year-old 

male. Similar to Finkelhor (1984), participants judged 

each type of vignette for the definition of child sexual 

abuse. In addition, judgments were made regarding degree 

of responsibility for the act, degree of harm to the 

victim, degree of masculinity of the perpetrator, and 

degree of femininity of the victim. 
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The relationship between notions of masculinity and 

judgments of child sexual abuse was addressed via the Bem 

Sex-Role Inventory (BSRI) and a series of scales developed 

by Burt (1980) for use in rape research. Bem (1979) 

developed an instrument based on the conception of the sex-

typed individual as someone who is highly attuned to 

cultural definitions as the ideal standard against which 

her or his own behavior is to be judged. Thus, the BSRI 

was used in the present study to measure levels of 

masculinity as it is defined by the culture in more global 

non-sexual terms. The scales developed by Burt were 

instruments that showed promise as measurements of 

attitudes associated with acceptance of rape myths and 

represented measures of traditional masculine attitudes 

concerning sexuality and male/female relationships. A 

representative item from each scale follows: 

a) A man should fight when the woman he's with is 

insulted. (Sex Role Stereotyping Scale) 

b) Women are usually sweet until they've caught a 

man, but then they let their true self show. 

(Adversarial Sexual Beliefs Scale) 

c) A woman who initiates a sexual encounter will 

probably have sex with anybody. (Sexual Conservatism 

Scale) 



d) Being roughed up is sexually stimulating to many 

women. (Acceptance of Interpersonal Violence Scale) 

One additional scale was included in the present 

study. To control for socially desirable responses, the 

Crowne-Marlowe Social Desirability Scale (1964) was 

administered to the participants. 

The following hypotheses were tested: 

HI) The responses to the vignettes will be modified by 

the portrayed victim's age and amount of resistance. In 

comparison to the 16-year-old/non-resistant victim, the 9-

year-dd/resistant victim will be associated with 

significantly: 

a) higher certainty that this is an instance of 

child sexual abuse; 

b) lower responsibility for the child; 

c) higher estimates of harm. 

H2) Judgments of child sexual abuse will be related to 

the participant's endorsement of the scales measuring 

traditional masculinity. In comparison to lower 

masculinity scorers, higher scorers will: 

a) judge themselves to be less certain that 

prepared vignettes reflect examples of child 

sexual abuse. 
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b) assign more responsibility for the act 

portrayed in the vignettes to the child. 

c) make lower estimates of harm to the child 

portrayed in the vignettes. 

d) attribute higher levels of masculinity to 
the perpetrator in the vignettes. 

e) attribute higher levels of femininity to the 

child in the vignette. 

H3) Similar patterns of responses will be found 

within the male and female groups of respondents. 



CHAPTER II 

METHOD 

Subjects 

Forty-eight men and 54 women provided the data 

analyzed in the study. They were volunteers from 

introductory sociology and psychology classes at a large 

west Texas university. A background inventory was used to 

gather demographic data that provided further descriptive 

details of the sample. The study sample consisted of 

students who indicated that they had never been parents and 

were between the ages of 18 and 25 years. 

Nearly 47% of the males were in the 20- to 22-year-old 

age range while 60% of the female participants were in the 

18- to 20-year-old category. Overall, the male 

participants tended to be slightly older than the females. 

Approximately 78% of the total sample indicated that their 

religious heritage was Protestant. Sixty-one percent of 

the sample considered themselves to be moderately religious 

and none indicated that they were "very anti-religious." 

The sample was predominantly White-non-Hispanic (81%), with 

a slightly higher concentration of minorities in the male 

group. Sixty percent of the sample were reared in an area 

with a population of 50,000 or more. 

Most of the participants appeared to have been reared 
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by well educated parents. Nearly three quarters of the 

participants had at least one parent who had completed some 

college course work, or a degree. The largest percentage 

of the sample listed their family incomes within the 

$50,000+ range (52% of the males and 39% of the females). 

Using an objective criteria (sexual contact before 17 

years old with someone 5 or more years older) to determine 

membership, 29% of the males were categorized as victims of 

child sexual abuse. Thirty-eight percent of the female 

participants met the criteria. When the objective criteria 

is combined with the respondent's own judgment of whether 

the incident was abusive, prevalence rates for this sample 

become 13% for the females and 2% for the males. Eight 

males (17%) and 1 female (2%) acknowledged past sexual 

partners who were both 5 years younger than they and 

younger than 17 years old at the time of the encounter. 

According to objective criteria, these percentages 

represent the prevalence rates for child sexual abusers in 

the present sample. 

Eight percent of the males and 17% of the females 

responded affirmatively to the item on the questionnaire 

that asked if they had ever been forced to participate in a 

sexual act. This item was directed only to those 
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respondents who had a forced sexual experience after their 

seventeenth birthday. Of the 48 male and 54 female 

participants, 2 men (4%) and 1 woman (2%) admitted to using 

force in order to obtain sexual participation from victims 

17 years old or older. 

Instruments 

Assignment of masculinity scores was determined by the 

use of the Bem Sex Role Inventory (BSRI) (Bem, 1974). It 

is a self-administered instrument measuring masculinity by 

endorsement of culturally defined characteristics 

associated with that dimension. The respondent replies to 

each item by assessing him/herself on a 7-point scale. 

Four other instruments were tested as predictors of 

responses to the vic.iettes. The four instruments were 

developed by Burt (1980) and were called the Sex Role 

Stereotyping Scale (9 items), Adversarial Sexual Beliefs 

Scale (9 items), Acceptance of Interpersonal Violence Scale 

(6 items), and Sexual Conservatism Scale (10 items). 

Cronbach alphas for each instrument were .800, .802, .586, 

and .811, respectively. Responses to each instrument were 

recorded on a 7-point scale ranging from "strongly agree" 

to "strongly disagree." 
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In addition to the personality measures, background 

variables were tested for their predictive value in the 

multiple regression model. The data concerning each 

respondent included: religious heritage, ethnic heritage, 

age, family income, hometown population, parent's 

educational level, and experience as a sexual abuse/rape 

victim or perpetrator. 

Judgments About Sexual Abuse 

This measure consisted of four child sexual abuse 

vignettes and five questions that assessed the respondents' 

attitudes towards factors in each vignette. Within the 

vignettes, victims were portrayed as either 9 years old 

or 16 years old, and as offering physical resistance 

or providing no physical resistance. This resulted in a 

9-year-old no-resistance condition, a 9-year-old 

resistance condition, a 16-year-old no-resistance 

condition, and a 16-year-old resistance condition. In 

the 9-year-old resistance condition the vignette read: 

On the evening of June 11, a nine-year-old 
female was approached by a twenty-five-year-old 
male. The nine-year-old was sitting alone at a 
local playground. Despite her efforts to push 
away the male's hands, he was able to fondle her 
genitals. 
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In the 16-year-old no resistance condition, the vignette 

read: 

On the evening of June 11, a sixteen-year-old 
female was approached by a twenty-five-year-old 
male. The sixteen-year-old was sitting alone 
at a local playground. The male was able to 
fondle the female's genitals without physical 
resistance from her. 

After each vignette, the five questions were answered 

using a 7-point Likert scale. The questions and the 

defined extremes of each 7-point scale were as follows: 

a) Is this child sexual abuse? (l=definitely not, 

7=definitely) b) Which person is the most responsible f-̂r 

this act? (l=female, 7=male) c) How harmful will this 

incident be to the female? (l=not harmful, 7=extremely 

harmful) d) How masculine would you estimate the male to 

be? (l=not masculine, 7=very masculine) e) How feminine 

would you estimate the female to be? (l=not feminine, 

7=very feminine). 

Social Desirability Measure 

A social desirability scale developed by Crowne and 

Marlowe (1964) was used in the study to identify 

individuals who might be responding to the vignettes in 

socially desirable terms in order to achieve approval from 

others. This instrument seemed particularly appropriate 
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for that task since it was normed on undergraduate 

psychology students, a population similar to that found in 

the present experiment. The average score for males and 

females in the norming sample of 1,400 students was 15.1 and 

16.8, respectively. 

The scale demonstrates good internal consistency with 

a .88 Kuder-Richardson 20 correlation. Test-retest 

reliability with a one-month interval was at .88 also. 

Validity of the scale is supported by studies demonstrating 

that high scorers on this scale tend to (a) be more 

favorable in their attitudes toward a dull and boring task; 

(b) be highly verbally conditionable, vicariously and 

directly; (c) be socially conforming; (d) give popular word-

associations; (e) be more cautious in the setting of goals 

in a risk-taking situation; (f) be highly reactive, 

depending on their expectancies about the evaluative 

consequences of their behavior, in a "dirty word" 
perceptual-defe?^3e task; and (g) be susceptible to 

persuasion (Ribbons & Shaver, 1973). 

Participants' Confidence 
in Confidentiality 

In recognition of the sensitive nature of the subject 

the participants were asked to address, a measure of 

participant confidence in the confidentiality of their 
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responses was administered. This measure was not 

introduced until after the majority of the participants had 

ended their involvement, but it was still felt that such a 

measure could provide some estimate of how secure the 

participants may have felt in responding to the items in 

the experimental measures. The "confidence in 

confidentiality" measure was simply a question followed by 

a 1 to 7 rating scale: "How confident are you that the 

answers you have given for this study are anonymous and 

will remain confidential?" On the scale, 1 represented "I 

don't feel confident at all" while 7 indicated "I am very 

confident." This measure was the last item to which the 

participants responded. 

Procedure 

The study was conducted in groups of three to forty 

participants. Each group was greeted by the male 

experimenter. The experimenter distributed to each 

participant the informed consent form and a large document 

size envelope containing the instruments used in the 

present study. The participants were instructed to keep 

the envelope clc ed until they had received all necessary 

instructions and had been told to begin. They were advised 

that they could terminate their participation at any time 
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and an explanation of the procedure used to safeguard their 

anonymity was given. 

The experimenter introduced each group to the 

assessment package and to the procedure they should follow 

in responding to each instrument. Although partial 

instructions for how to proceed were included in the 

assessment package for each instrument, the experimenter 

emphasized the order in which the instruments should be 

self-administered and the mode by which each instrument 

should be answered—either on a computer-scored answer 

sheet or on the instrument itself. Particular attention 

was focused on the procedure for the administration of the 

vignettes. The participants were assured that the 

vignettes did not represent a test with right or wrong 

answers and were encouraged to respond with their own 

opinions. 

After the introductory remarks, the participants were 

told that three sections stacked from top to bottom and 

labeled A to C made up the assessment package. 

Respectively, these sections were: A) Informed Consent 

Form; B) Vignette Forms; C) Bem Sex-Role Inventory, Crowne-

Marlowe Social Desirability Scale, Adversarial Sexual 

Beliefs, Sex Role Stereotyping, Acceptance of Interpersonal 

Violence scales and Background Inventory. The participants 
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were instructed to self-administer these instruments in 

this alphabetical order. All the instruments in sections C 

were answered on a computer answer sheet while answers to 

the other two sections were indicated on the instruments 

themselves. Although the present study was primarily 

interested in the masculinity scale of the BSRI, all scales 

of the instrument were administered. Each instrument had 

written instructions on response procedure. 

The four vignettes, each on a separate page with 

accompanying questions, were placed in individual envelopes 

and placed in the assessment package prior to the 

experiment. The vignettes were read by each participant in 

an order determined by a number on each envelope. The 

participants were instructed to choose envelope number one 

when they reach Part B of the experiment, open it, and 

respond to the vignette inside. Once they completed their 

responses to this vignette, they were to return the 

vignette to the envelope in which it came, and seal it. 

The participant then responded to the vignette in the 

envelope numbered "2" and so on, in numerical order. 

There were four different sequences of vignettes, and 

each was administered to 24 subjects (12 male, 12 female). 

This resulted in a Latin square design that permitted the 
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analysis of the effect of position of vignette on responses 

to the vignettes. Using the procedure suggested by Kirk 

(1982) , a standard square was chosen and randomized. The 

four vignettes were represented by the letters A, B, C, and 

D. Sequences were defined as ACDB, BDAC, CABD, and DBCA. 

After completion of Part C, all material was returned 

to the larger envelope and placed in a large box. In 

participant groups that numbered 11 or more, the packets 

were placed in the box as each participant finished. 

Groups with fewer than 11 members were instructed to mix 

their packet in with other packets that had already been 

completed by previous participant groups. Those students 

who were receiving extra course credit for their 

participation folded their experiment credit "receipt" so 

that their name was not visible, and placed it in a slotted 

box. -he receipts were mixed and the experimenter then 

signed the back of each receipt as proof of the student's 

participation. As the participants left, they retrieved 

their own receipt. At no time was the experimenter able to 

associate names or faces with particular packets. This 

procedure was explained at the introductory part of the 

experiment to give the participants increased confidence in 

their anonymity. 
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As part of the agreement for the participation of the 

introductory sociology classes, the experimenter gave a 

lecture on child sexual abuse after their participation. 

Those who participated during a scheduled class period were 

invited to return to future class time for a talk to be 

given by the experimenter outlining theoretical and 

empirical literature pertaining to the present experiment. 



CHAPTER III 

RESULTS 

Analysis of Order Effects 

As previously described, a 4 X 4 Latin square design 

was used to analyze the effect of position of vignette 

(Position) on response to vignette (Vignette Type). This 

analysis was made for each of the five vignette questions 

relating to definition of abuse, responsibility for abuse, 

amount of harm to the victim, perpetrator masculinity, and 

victim femininity. Data from each gender group underwent 

the analysis. 

The 54 female participants did not divide equally into 

the four sequence groups and in order to obtain equal n's 

for each cell, two "dummy participants" were added to the 

data—one in the BDAC group and the other in the DBCA 

group. Thus the N for the female sample was 56 for the 

purpose of analysis. The scores provided by the "dummy 

participants" consisted of the means found in the assigned 

sequence group. Missing values found in the data from 

actual participants of either gender were replaced in a 

similar manner. To control for the experiment-wise error 

rate, the significance level was set at .025 for these 

analyses. 
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The purpose of the Latin square analysis was to 

determine if vignette position interacted with vignette 

ratings. This analysis resulted in no indication of 

statistically significant interaction between the Vignette 

Type and Position variables. This finding was made for 

each of the five vignette questions. Source tables 

describing the Latin square analysis for each vignette 

question may be found in Appendix B. 

Analysis of Variance; Gender 
by Vignette Type 

A Gender (2) by Vignette Type (4) analysis of variance 

(ANOVA) was conducted to investigate the effects of gender 

and type of vignette on judgments concerning the definition 

of abuse, responsibility for abuse, harm to the victim, 

perpetrator masculinity, and victim femininity. Post-hoc 

multiple comparisons were conducted using the Scheffe test 

to control for experiment-wise error rate. The alpha level 

used for the test was .05 . Appendix B displays the source 

table, including an estimate of treatment effects magnitude 

(eta), for each ANOVA. 

Each vignette is represented by a shortened code 

name. They are as follows: 9R = 9-year-old who resisted, 

16R = 16-year-old who resisted, 16N0R = 16-year-old who did 

not resist, and 9N0R = 9-year-old who did not resist. 
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Definition of Abuse 

No significant main effect for gender was found. The 

Vignette Type by Gender interaction was not significant at 

the .05 alpha level, however the main effect for the 

vignette variable was significant (F (3, 306) = 115.51, p < 

.001). 

Inspection of Table 1 reveals that vignette 16N0R had 

the lowest of the four means with respect to the definition 

of child sexual abuse. Multiple comparisons of the means 

using the Scheffe test revealed that vignette 16N0R 

received significantly lower ratings for the definition of 

sexual abuse in comparison to the other three vignette 

means. Those three vignette means did not differ 

significantly from one another suggesting that these 

vignettes were seen as equally abusive situations. 

Responsibility for Abuse 

An ANOVA on the data provided from the question, "Who 

is most responsible for this act?" resulted in no finding 

of a main effect of Gender. Also, no interaction of Gender 

by Vignette Type was demonstrated. The analysis did reveal 

a significant main effect for Vignette Type (F (3, 306) = 

102.73, p < .001). 
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Table 1 
Mean Scores Assigned to Each 
Vignette by Dependent Variables 

[Def.] 

[Resp. 

[Harm] 

[Masc. 

[Fem.] 

Vignette 

9R 
9 NOR 
16R 
16N0R 

] 9R 
9N0R 
16R 
16N0R 

9R 
9 NOR 
16R 
16N0R 

] 9R 
9 NOR 
16R 
16N0R 

9R 
9 NOR 
16R 
16N0R 

N 

102 
102 
102 
102 

102 
102 
102 
102 

102 
102 
102 
102 

102 
101 
102 
102 

102 
102 
102 
102 

Mean 

6.87 
6.61 
6.51 
4.28 

6.92 
6.51 
6.66 
4.81 

6.56 
5.98 
6.22 
4.01 

2.76 
2.76 
3.10 
3.51 

4.48 
3.99 
5.47 
4.59 

Standard Deviation 

.48 

.91 
1.14 
2.04 

.36 
1.11 
.88 

1.54 

.80 
1.21 
.92 

1.67 

2.12 
1.98 
2.13 
1.78 

1.91 
1.86 
1.21 
1.63 



26 

Table 1 allows for inspection of the means and the 

pattern of differences. Multiple comparisons on the levels 

of Vignette Type revealed a tendency to assign less 

responsibility to the adult for the abuse of a non-

resistant 16-year-old female. This finding is revealed by 

significantly lower ratings of vignette 16N0R versus scores 

from the three other vignettes. In addition, a resistant 

nine-year-old was rated the least responsible for abuse as 

indicated by scores for 9R that were found to be 

significantly higher than those found for 16R, 16N0R, and 

9N0R. Vignettes 9N0R and 16R were not significantly 

different. 

Harm to the Victim 

Again, the vignette variable was the only significant 

effect (F (3, 306) = 134.75, p < .001) in the analysis of 

variance. No significant main effect for Gender was 

found. Nor was a significant interaction of Gender by 

Vignette Type demonstrated. 

Mean rating scores for each vignette can be compared 

in Table 1 in the row labeled "Harm." Post-hoc multiple 

comparisons between vignettes showed that the severity of 

harm to the victim was rated significantly lower in 

vignette 16N0R than in the other three vignettes. The most 
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harmful effects were judged to occur to the resistant nine-

year-old. This result is shown by significantly higher 

scores for vignette 9R as compared to scores for vignettes 

9N0R, 16N0R, and 16R. 

Perpetrator Masculinity 

The fourth question for each vignette involved rating 

the masculinity of the perpetrator. ANOVA indicated a 

significant effect for both Gender (F (1, 102) = 11.04, p < 

.001) and Vignette Type (F (3, 306) = 10.26, p < .001), but 

no significant interaction was present. 

Table 1 displays the mean for each vignette and allows 

comparison by visual inspection. Post-hoc multiple 

comparisons on the Vignette Type variable resulted in a 

finding of statistically significant higher mean ratings of 

perpetrator masculinity for vignette 16N0R versus vignettes 

9N0R and 9R. The female group, in comparison to the males 

in the study, tended to assign higher ratings of 

masculinity to the perpetrator. 

Victim Femininity 

ANOVA resulted in a significant effect for Vignette 

Type (F (3, 306) = 25.50, p < .001). No significant main 

effect for gender was demonstrated. A significant 
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interaction between Vignette Type and Gender 

was not demonstrated. The highest mean score for either 

the male or female samples was for vignette 16R. Unlike 

the results from the other four questions, 16N0R does not 

appear to be the vignette that is significantly different 

from the others. The Scheffe test results from this 

question show that the mean for the depiction of the 

resistant 16-year-old (16R) is significantly greater than 

the other vignette means, while the mean for vignette 9N0R 

is significantly lower than those for vignettes 16N0R and 

9R. Thus, the resistant 16-year-old was judged to be the 

most feminine of the victims and the non-resistant nine-

year-old was judged to be the least feminine. 

Masculinity Measures as Predictors 
of Vignette Responses 

While the analyses up to this point have focused on 

the effect of vignette characteristics on responses to the 

vignettes, the present section focuses on the association 

of the respondent's attributes to responses to the 

vignettes. In particular, higher measured levels of 

masculinity will be analyzed for its possible association 

with lower ratings for the definition of abuse and judged 

harm to the victim, in addition to judgments that assign 

responsibility for the abuse to the victim. Further 
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analyses will be presented on the association of 

masculinity measures and judgments of perpetrator 

masculinity and victim femininity. The usefulness of these 

measures as predictors of respondent's judgments concerning 

child sexual abuse were determined by the multiple 

regression technique. 

Five variables representing measures of masculinity 

and a measure of social desirability were used to develop 

linear regression models predictive of responses to each 

question (dependent variable) following each vignette. 

These variables were: standard scores from the original Bem 

(OBEM), the Sex-Role Stereotype Scale (SEXSTER), the 

Adversarial Sexual Beliefs Scale (ADVSEX),the Sexual 

Conservatism Scale (SEXCON), the Acceptance of 

Interpersonal Violence Scale (INTVIO), and the Crowne-

Marlowe Social Desirability Scale (SOCDES). These 

instruments were used to measure personality attributes of 

the respondents. 

The predictive variables were combined and examined 

for statistically significant (alpha = .05) relationships 

leading to the correlation matrix displayed in Table 2. As 

can be seen by inspection of the table, significant Pearson 



Table 2 
Correlations Between Predictor Variables 

Males 

30 

OBEM SEXSTER ADVSEX SEXCON INTVIO SOCDES 

OBEM 

SEXSTER 

ADVSEX 

SEXCON 

INTVIO 

-.07 08 

6 0 * * 

— 

— 

—— 

. 2 7 

. 5 6 * * 

. 5 8 * * 

— 

^ — 

. 0 1 

. 1 9 

. 2 7 

. 2 9 * 

— — 

- . 0 3 

- . 2 5 

- . 3 8 * * 

- . 1 4 

- . 1 3 

Females 

OBEM SEXSTER ADVSEX SEXCON INTVIO SOCDES 

OBEM 

SEXSTER 

ADVSEX 

SEXCON 

INTVIO 

12 03 

24 

— 

— 

^ _ 

. 1 8 

. 3 9 * * 

. 1 3 

— 

^ _ 

- . 1 8 

. 1 7 

. 4 1 * * 

- . 0 6 

— — 

- . 0 5 

. 0 5 

- . 1 8 

. 2 2 

- . 1 2 

* significant at .05 

** significant at .01 
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product-moment correlations were found for the following 

pairs of predictor variables in the male sample: 

SEXSTER/ADVSEX, SEXSTER/SEXCON, ADVSEX/SEXCON, 

ADVSEX/SOCDES, and SEXCON/INTVIO. The female sample 

yielded fewer significant correlations: SEXSTER/SEXCON and 

ADVSEX/INTVIO. Scores for the original Bem scale did not 

significantly correlate with the predictor variables in 

either the male or female sample. 

In Tables 3 and 4, one can inspect the relationships 

between the dependent variables by each vignette. Table 3 

summarizes the findings for the male sample while Table 4 

displays the same for the female sample. As can be seen 

when comparing the two tables, female patterns of 

relationships among the dependent variables appear more 

stable across vignettes than the male patterns which seem 

to vary across vignettes. It appears, with the exception 

of 16R, that for all of the vignettes across both genders, 

"Definition of Abuse" and "Harm to the Victim" were 

significantly correlated such that as a vignette was more 

highly rated as an example of sexual abuse, the higher the 

rating for harmfulness. "Harm to the Victim" and 

"Responsibility for the Act" were also significantly 

correlated in a positive relationship for vignettes 9N0R, 



Table 3 
Correlations Between Dependent Variables by 
Vignette Type (Male Sample) 
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[V9N0R] DEF 

DEF. 

RESP. 

HARM 

MASC. 

RESP. 

37*** 

HARM 

35** 

MASC, 

38*** -.19 

-.18 

.01 

FEM. 

-.04 

.05 

.08 

.18 

[V16R] DEF RESP. HARM MASC FEM. 

DEF. 

RESP. 

HARM 

MASC. 

21 .18 

.36** 

-.30* 

-.08 

-.14 

.21 

.33* 

.33* 

.06 
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Table 3 (continued) 

[16N0R] DEF 

DEF. 

RESP. 

HARM 

MASC. 

RESP. HARM MASC. 

47*** .38** -.60*** 

.51*** -.14 

-.19 

FEM. 

-.08 

.07 

.00 

.45** 

[V9R] DEF RESP HARM MASC FEM. 

DEF. 

RESP. 

HARM 

MASC. 

-.07 4 8 * * * 

19 

— 

^ ^ 

- . 1 8 

. 0 4 

- . 1 2 

^ . . 

. 3 3 * 

- . 0 5 

. 1 4 

- . 0 8 

* significant at .05 

** significant at .01 

*** significant at .001 



Table 4 
Correlations Between Dependent Variables by 
Vignette Type (Female Sample) 
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[V9N0R] DEF RESP. HARM MASC FEM. 

DEF. 

RESP. 

HARM 

MASC. 

.01 39** 

46*** 

-.25 

-.21 

-.02 

.06 

.18 

.14 

.01 

[V16R] DEF RESP. HARM MASC. FEM. 

DEF. 

RESP. 

HARM 

MASC. 

81*** .32* 

.29* 

. 3 3 * * 

. 1 5 

. 0 3 

_ ^ 

. 0 0 

- . 0 3 

. 2 5 

. 0 2 
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Table 4 (continued) 

[16N0R] 

DEF. 

RESP. 

HARM 

MASC. 

DEF RESP. HARM 

.45*** .73*** 

.44*** 

MASC 

-.23 

-.26 

-.16 

FEM. 

-.02 

-.07 

.19 

-.22 

[V9R] DEF RESP. HARM MASC FEM. 

DEF. 

RESP. 

HARM 

MASC. 

.38** , 4 6 * * * 

. 4 6 * * * 

— 

_ ^ 

- . 1 0 

- . 0 5 

. 0 6 

. • _ 

. 07 

- . 0 5 

.07 

- . 0 9 

* significant at .05 

** significant at .01 

*** significant at .001 
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16R, and 16N0R. That is, as judgments of amount of harm 

became higher, judgments of responsibility increased in the 

direction of the perpetrator. 

Other significant correlations were found between the 

dependent variables. For vignette 16N0R, judgments of 

perpetrator masculinity were negatively correlated with 

"Definition of Abuse" while a significant positive 

correlation was revealed between ratings of victim 

femininity and perpetrator masculinity. Analysis of 

vignette 9R revealed a positive correlation between 

"Definition of Abuse" and "Victim Femininity." 

Table 5 displays the significant Pearson product-

moment correlations found between the predictor variables 

and the dependent variables within the male sample. As the 

table shows, the male sample yielded SEXSTER as the only 

masculinity measure correlating with ratings of amount of 

harm to the victim in vignette 9N0R (r = -.31). Thus, male 

respondents who acknowledged more beliefs in sex-role 

stereotypes tended to provide lower ratings of harm to the 

victim. Also, within the male sample, it was found that 

SEXSTER, SEXCON, and INTVIO were significantly associated 

with responsibility-for-abuse ratings for vignette 16N0R. 

As acknowledgment of beliefs in sex-role stereotypes. 
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Table 5 
Correlations Between Dependent and Predictor 
Variables by Vignette Type (Male Sample) 

[V9N0R] 

OBEM 

SEXSTER 

ADVSEX 

SEXCON 

INTVIO 

SOCDES 

DEF. 

-.08 

-.07 

.09 

-.02 

-.19 

-.04 

RESP. 

-.05 

-.09 

-.19 

-.05 

.08 

.22 

HARM 

-.17 

-.31* 

-.11 

-.23 

.04 

.10 

MASC. 

.14 

.10 

.15 

.14 

.10 

.08 

FEM. 

-.10 

.05 

-.07 

-.24 

-.09 

-.11 

[V16R] 

OBEM 

SEXSTER 

ADVSEX 

SEXCON 

INTVIO 

SOCDES 

DEF. 

-.17 

-.05 

-.16 

-.21 

-.04 

-.13 

RESP. 

.09 

-.18 

-.17 

-.06 

-.22 

.09 

HARM 

.09 

.03 

.01 

.16 

-.06 

-.06 

MASC. 

-.01 

.09 

.07 

.07 

.13 

.09 

FEM. 

.27 

.14 

.07 

.09 

-.21 

-.18 
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Table 5 (continued) 

[16N0R] 

OBEM 

SEXSTER 

ADVSEX 

SEXCON 

INTVIO 

SOCDES 

DEF. 

-.01 

-.09 

-.06 

-.13 

-.33 

.27 

RESP. 

-.08 

-.37** 

-.27 

-.44** 

-.32* 

.46** 

HARM 

-.16 

-.18 

.08 

-.12 

-.20 

.17 

MASC. 

-.01 

.06 

.07 

-.13 

.20 

-.04 

FEM. 

-.12 

-.05 

-.09 

-.25 

-.24 

-.03 

[V9R] 

OBEM 

SEXSTER 

ADVSEX 

SEXCON 

INTVIO 

SOCDES 

DEF. 

-.06 

.15 

-.01 

-.09 

-.17 

-.15 

RESP. 

.05 

-.11 

.06 

-.04 

.23 

.11 

HARM 

-.15 

-.21 

.06 

-.11 

.05 

-.08 

MASC. 

.14 

.07 

.11 

.13 

.02 

.04 

FEM. 

.13 

.11 

-.03 

-.21 

-.16 

-.17 

* significant at .05 

** significant at .01 
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conservative sexual beliefs, and beliefs in the acceptance 

of interpersonal violence increased, males rated the victim 

as more responsible in the case of the 16-year-old non-

resistant victim. Social desirability (SOCDES) was 

correlated with ratings of responsibility for abuse such 

that higher levels of social desirability were associated 

with higher ratings of responsibility given to the 

perpetrator. The Bem was not associated with any of the 

dependent variables. 

Results within the female sample can be noted by 

inspection of Table 6 and, as can be seen, lower levels of 

social desirability were associated with higher ratings of 

harm to the victim in the case of vignette 9N0R. Analysis 

of vignette 16R revealed that higher acknowledgment of 

adversarial sexual beliefs was associated with more 

responsibility assigned to the victim, and lower ratings 

for the definition of abuse and of harm to the victim. In 

the case of the non-resistant 16-year-old (16N0R), higher 

acceptance of interpersonal violence was associated with 

lower ratings of harm to the victim, lower ratings for th^ 

definition of child sexual abuse, and higher ratings of 

victim femininity. In addition, ratings of harm were lower 

when respondent scores on the Adversarial Sexual Beliefs 
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Table 6 
Corre la t ions Between Dependent and Predictor 
Var iables by Vignet te Type (Female Sample) 

[V9N0R] 

OBEM 

SEXSTER 

ADVSEX 

SEXCON 

INTVIO 

SOCDES 

DEF. 

.08 

-.02 

-.10 

-.05 

-.30 

-.05 

RESP. 

-.17 

-.01 

-.23 

-.27 

.16 

-.15 

HARM 

.01 

.26 

-.02 

-.06 

-.03 

-.29* 

MASC. 

.15 

.12 

.14 

.18 

.17 

.18 

FEM. 

.12 

.10 

-.15 

.03 

-.06 

.18 

[V16R] 

OBEM 

SEXSTER 

ADVSEX 

SEXCON 

INTVIO 

SOCDES 

DEF. 

-.03 

-.22 

-.33* 

-.13 

-.23 

.14 

RESP. 

-.06 

-.09 

-.40** 

-.11 

-.09 

.18 

HARM 

.20 

.02 

-.36** 

-.04 

-.06 

.01 

MASC. 

.13 

.13 

.13 

.07 

.17 

.05 

FEM. 

.20 

.13 

-.22 

.29* 

-.27 

.19 
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Table 6 (continued) 

[16N0R] 

OBEM 

SEXSTER 

ADVSEX 

SEXCON 

INTVIO 

SOCDES 

DEF. 

.06 

-.13 

-.21 

.13 

-.44** 

.13 

RESP. 

.07 

-.01 

-.18 

.02 

-.21 

-.13 

HARM 

.09 

-.10 

-.38** 

.04 

-.33* 

.00 

MASC. 

.01 

.02 

.10 

.07 

.07 

.18 

FEM. 

.07 

.10 

-.07 

-.08 

.23 

.04 

[V9R] 

OBEM 

SEXSTER 

ADVSEX 

SEXCON 

INTVIO 

SOCDES 

DEF. 

.13 

.07 

-.13 

.04 

-.12 

-.08 

RESP. 

-.04 

-.06 

-.48** 

-.11 

-.18 

.22 

HARM 

.14 

.16 

-.41** 

.10 

-.28* 

.06 

MASC. 

.14 

.14 

.19 

.12 

.18 

.12 

FEM. 

.07 

.16 

-.07 

.18 

-.15 

.06 

* significant at .05 

** significant at .01 
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Scale were higher. Responses to vignette 9R indicated that 

higher levels of adversarial sexual beliefs were associated 

with lower ratings of harm to the victim and more 

responsibility assigned to the victim. Lower ratings of 

harm to the victim were also associated with higher 

acknowledgment of acceptance of interpersonal violence. As 

in the male sample, masculinity as measured by the Bem was 

not associated with any of the dependent variables. 

Multiple Regression Analyses 

Utilizing the Statistical Analysis System (SAS), a 

computer statistical package, a multiple regression 

analysis was conducted to determine the best model of 

masculinity/social desirability measures to predict 

responses to each vignette. Only three candidates for 

multiple predictor models were obtained since most of the 

vignette questions did not have multiple statistically 

significant correlations with the predictor variables. Of 

the three candidates, one model was derived from the male 

sample and two models came from the female sample. 

In the case of male responses to vignette 16N0R, on 

the question of responsibility for the act, the best 

predictor model was SOCDES*SEXCON (adjusted R = .34). 

Analysis of the statistically significant variables in the 
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female sample resulted in a single variable predictor model 

for vignettes 16N0R and 9R. On the question of harm to the 

victim, the single best predictor was ADVSEX for each 

vignette type. Adjusted R-squares for each vignette type 

were .12 and .15 for 16N0R and 9R, respectively. 

The distribution of ratings obtained from the 

dependent variables were typically of reduced range. For 

instance, on the question of responsibility on vignette 

16R, approximately 70% of the male respondents used the 

rating of 7. To the question of definition of child sexual 

abuse, approximately 73% of the male respondents answered 

with a 7 to vignette 9N0R. To the same question for 

vignette 9R, none of the male or female respondents gave a 

rating of 1, 2, or 3. 

The point-biserial technique was implemented as a 

means to obtain correlations that might be obfuscated by 

the reduction of range problem. The ratings given by the 

respondents were divided into two groups—high and low. 

This split was determined by the use of the median rating 

within each group of responses to vignette questions. 

Implementation of the point-biserial technique 

resulted in one previously significant correlation becoming 

non-significant and one previously non-significant 
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correlation becoming significant. These changes occurred 

in the male sample only and for vignette 16N0R on the 

question of responsibility. As presented earlier, a 

predictor model had been determined for this vignette and 

question using Pearson product-moment correlations. 

The correlation of responsibility ratings with INTVIO 

found previously using the Pearson product-moment technique 

was replaced with a significant correlation with ADVSEX 

after the point-biserial technique was utilized. The best 

predictor model based on the point-biserial correlations 

was SOCDES*SEXCON (adjusted R = .21). This model is the 

same as that determined from the use of the Pearson product-

moment correlations. As expected with the point biserial 

technique, variance accounted for was less. 

Participants' Confidence 
m Confidentiality 

Twenty-eight of the participants were asked, on a form 

separate from the experimental measures, "How confident are 

you that the answers you have given for this study are 

anonymous and will remain confidential?" These 

participants were asked to rate their confidence on a 1 to 

7 scale with 1 signifying "I don't feel confident at all" 

and 7 representing "I am very confident." Fifteen of 
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the these participants were male, while there were 13 

females. Of the 15 males, 13 rated their confidence with 

either a 6 or 7 with a mean of 6.54. Twelve of the 

13 females rated their level of confidence at 6 or 7 

with a mean of 6.83. One of the females did not respond to 

this particular item, while the only participants 

indicating a lack of confidence were 2 males, 

respectively selecting a 1 and a 2 in rating their level of 

confidence. Despite these ratings, the 2 male participants 

completed the questionnaires. 



CHAPTER IV 

DISCUSSION 

The present study investigated responses to vignettes 

of child sexual abuse from two perspectives. A portion of 

the study focused on characteristics of the vignette—in 

particular, the age of the portrayed victim and the amount 

of resistance she offered. The second perspective dealt 

with characteristics of the respondents who rated the 

vignettes. In this case, measurements of masculinity were 

analyzed for their ability to predict responses to the 

individual vignettes. Discussion of each perspective takes 

place in separate sections. Following these sections is 

discussion concerning the findings for the ratings of 

perpetrator masculinity and victim femininity—two 

exploratory variables. Finally an overview of the findings 

of the study and their implications are presented. 

Victim Characteristics 

As expected, analysis revealed that ratings of 

definition-of-abuse, responsibility-for-abuse, and harm-to-

victim were strongly influenced by age of the victim and 

resistance/non-resistance of the victim. There were no 

gender differences in the responses. In general, 

resistance by a 9-year-old accounted for less variance 

in responses than resistance in 16-year-olds. There 

46 
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were, however, important differences between the patterns 

of judgment for definition-of-abuse and the patterns of 

judgment for responsibility-for-abuse and harm-to-victim. 

When considering the definition-of-abuse, the 9-

year-old vignettes and the 16-year-old resistance vignette 

carried the same influence. The 16-year-old non-resistance 

vignette received an average rating of 4.28 (1 = not abuse 

to 7 = definitely abuse) while the other three vignettes 

averaged scores of 6.87 (9R), 6.61 (9N0R), and 6.51 (16R). 

Thus, in the older children, no resistance reduced the 

possibility of being judged a victim. 

It appears that many in the general public are 

influenced by factors that might imply consent by a child 

victim. Finkelhor (1984) has suggested that people who are 

not well acquainted with the dynamics of child sexual abuse 

are less likely to understand why a child would not offer 

resistance. Indeed, in many instances of child sexual 

abuse, the child does not offer any physical resistance. 

The reason for the lack of resistance can be found in the 

very nature of the relationship between adult and child—a 

child is required to do as he or she is told. The adult, 

by virtue of being an adult has authority over the child. 

Thus, it is not surprising that few incidents of child 
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sexual abuse involve perpetrators who use physical coercion 

or aggression (e.g., Russell, 1986; Mannarino & Cohen, 

1986). 

When considering responsibility-for-abuse and harm-to-

victim, resistance was important at age 9 as well as 

16. Respondents gave judgments suggesting that they 

viewed the perpetrator as more responsible for the act and 

causing more harm in the ca e of a resistant 9-year-old 

than if the 9-year-old was non-resistant. These 

findings are in contrast to those for definition-of-abuse. 

Apparently, the participants used different 

perspectives to arrive at ratings for the definition versus 

responsibility and harm. The generally low correlations 

between these variables support this interpretation. One 

possible explanation for this finding is that in dealing 

with a definition of abuse one can be more objective and 

deal less with affective outcomes of the act. That is, by 

asking someone to determine if an incident is a case of 

child sexual abuse one can deal primarily with the facts of 

the incident and more easily avoid more emotionally charged 

issues. When one is determining responsibility or harm in 

issues of development, one must have a referent model of 

development. That model is likely to be a composite of 
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one's own childhood, experiences with children, and social 

and historical influences. 

Respondent Characteristics 

The hypothesis that personality characteristics such 

as instrumentality and adversarial sexual beliefs would be 

predictive of responses to vignettes received only weak 

support. This support was found in a consistent pattern of 

statistically significant negative correlations between 

personality characteristics and vignette responses. That 

is, of those correlations that were significant, nearly all 

represented the expected relationship of low vignette 

responses corresponding to high scores on the personality 

scales—a negative correlation. The multiple predictor 

models developed from these correlations in the male and 

female samples were few and accounted for a relatively 

minor portion of the variance in responses. It appears 

that in the present study, the characteristics of the 

victim in each vignette far outweigh any influence that 

respondent personality characteristics reflective of 

masculinity might have had on judgments. 

When inspecting the pattern of significant 

correlations between the various masculinity measures and 

responses to the definition, responsibility, and harm 



50 

questions, it does appear that gender differences may 

exist. This finding also appears somewhat weak due to the 

lack of significant correlations found between responses to 

the vignettes. Nevertheless, it should be noted that for 

the male sample small significant correlations between 

masculinity measures and dependent variables included those 

measures that do not tap attitudes concerning aggression 

and violence—the opposite pattern from that of the female 

respondents. In the male sample it was found that SEXSTER 

correlated with harm for vignette 9N0R and SEXSTER, SEXCON, 

SOCDES and INTVIO correlated with responsibility for abuse 

for vignette 16N0R. In contrast, analysis of the female 

sample revealed these masculinity measures with significant 

correlations: ADVSEX (six correlations), INTVIO (three 

correlations), and SOCDES (one correlation). This finding 

suggests that although males and females responded 

similarly to the vignettes, they may have arrived at their 

responses by different means. 

Perpetrator Masculinity and 
Victim Femininity 

The dependent variables of perpetrator masculinity and 

victim femininity were included in the study for purposes 

of exploration. It was hypothesized that higher 
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masculinity scorers would rate perpetrators as more 

masculine and victims as more feminine in comparison to 

lower masculinity scorers. These expectations were based 

on the idea that those who acknowledged traditional 

masculine attitudes would more likely view an aggressor 

(the perpetrator) as in a masculine role and a victim as in 

a more feminine role. A review of the results indicates 

that this hypothesis was not supported. 

The results do suggest that males and females viewed 

perpetrator masculinity differently. This finding was the 

only one suggesting a gender difference when analyzing 

responses to the vignette types. It appeared that females, 

across the vignettes, rated the perpetrator higher in 

masculinity in comparison to ratings by the males. Since 

it is not possible in the present study to investigate how 

respondents arrived at their ratings of perpetrator 

masculinity, it is not possible to come to any definite 

interpretation of this gender difference. One hypothesis 

might be, however, that females view the the perpetrator's 

sexual aggression as more in line with views of how a male 

is supposed to behave in this society. Males, in 

comparison, may cend to see themselves as masculine and are 

less likely to attribute masculinity to someone who is 
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committing an offense against someone more vulnerable. 

Thus, it appears that males and females may have different 

perspectives on what the term "masculinity" means and 

connotes. 

Overview 

The present study suggests that the age and amount of 

resistance provided by a victim had more influence on 

determining responses to child sexual abuse vignettes than 

measured levels of respondent masculinity. In fact, the 

masculinity variables appeared to have little association 

with the manner in which the participants responded to the 

individual vignettes. Despite these findings, however, it 

would be inappropriate to dismiss the possibility of an 

association between masculinity and judgments concerning 

child sexual abuse. 

"Masculinity" is apparently a term that is familiar 

but is troublesome to define. It is part of the, "I can't 

tell you what it is, but I know it when I see it," 

phenomenon. In the present study, the only instance in 

which a gender effect was found was in response to a 

question that asked about "masculinity." Perhaps the 

problem with finding an association between judgments about 
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child sexual abuse and masculinity is that one must be 

clear on what one means by masculinity. 

It appears from the present study that the type of 

masculinity that is associated with judgments concerning 

child sexual abuse is not instrumentality, at least not as 

it is measured by the Bem Sex-Role Inventory. The link may 

be more likely found in endorsement of dominance and 

aggression which were two characteristics better tapped in 

the present study by the Adversarial Sexual Beliefs Scale 

and the Acceptance of Interpersonal Violence Scale. Still, 

the results from this study pertaining to these two 

instruments are weak enough so as to prevent a strong 

endorsement for these instruments as representatives of the 

masculinity variable. Mosher and Sirkin (1984) have 

developed what is termed a Hypermasculinity Inventory which 

measures a "macho personality constellation." Perhaps this 

scale, with its emphasis on measurement of callous sex 

attitudes, beliefs that violence is manly, and beliefs that 

danger is exciting, should be considered in further 

investigations of child sexual abuse and masculinity. 

It is not valid to contend that attitudes or judgments 

about child sexual abuse can predict commitment of child 

sexual abuse. The present study can in no way provide any 
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insight into the commitment of this crime. The present 

study has, however, provided some information concerning 

how the public may view child sexual abuse and in so doing 

allows for insight into how that view differs from that 

held by mental health professionals who must deal with the 

public. That is, mental health professionals who work in 

the area of child sexual abuse should realize that not 

everyone assumes that children under 17 years old are not 

responsible for their part in sexual acts with adults and 

that this belief is not held by abusers only (as might be 

assumed), but is found in the general public. In addition, 

the legal profession might benefit from insights into how 

jurors might decide on the facts of a child sexual abuse 

case. Ultimately, perspectives on the definition of child 

sexual abuse, responsibility accorded to the child, and the 

amount of harm the child might incur reflect our judgments 

regarding the developmental process of children and the 

nature of consent or non-resistance. 
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EXTENDED LITERATURE REVIEW 

Advocacy of Child-Adult Sex 

The Rene Guyon Society is a group in California with a 

membership of 2,500 who have filed affidavits to support 

the claim that they have had sexual intercourse with 

children under eight years old (Rush, 1980). The society 

advocates sexual contact with children and contends that 

such contact is necessary to free the children from the 

guilt that is often associated with sex as an adult. The 

members of the society claim that sexual intercourse with a 

child is allowable if the child does not object and the 

adult takes part as a "teacher." 

The existence of similar societies (for example, the 

International Paedophiliac Information Exchange in England) 

and the proliferation of pornographic materials depicting 

child-adult sex ^uggests that adult sexual interest in 

children is not an isolated or rare phenomenon. Popular 

newspapers and news magazines often contain stories of 

child-adult sexual contact occurring in day care 

facilities, schools, and homes. For whatever reason, there 

appears to be a contingent of adults in present-day society 

who seek out sex with children. The Guyon Society is 
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merely an example of an organized group who has made their 

intention public and have provided rationale. 

The idea of child-adult sex as a benign or perhaps 

healthy act, is not limited to "fringe groups." Alfred 

Kinsey, one of the most respected pioneers of sex research, 

although presenting negative emotional reactions of women 

who reported childhood sexual experiences with adults, 

attributed those negative sequelae primarily to the 

influences of society. Kinsey, Pomeroy, Martin, and 

Gebhard (1953), referring to the data obtained from 4441 

female subjects, hypothesized: 

If a child were not culturally conditioned, it is 
doubtful if it would be disturbed by sexual 
approaches of the sort which had usually been 
involved in these histories. It is difficult to 
understand why a child, except for its cultural 
conditioning, should be disturbed at having its 
genitalia touched, or disturbed at seeing the 
genitalia of other persons, or disturbed at even 
more specific sexual contacts, (p.121) 

Kinsey and his colleagues shifted the basis of the 

problems encountered by these women from the situation 

itself to society's reaction to the situation. Thus, the 

culprit in the development of subsequent emotional problems 

was not sex between an adult and a child, but rather 

messages from society, direct and indirect, which create a 

self-fulfilling prophecy. Yorukoglu and Kemph (1966), in a 
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case study, described two children who were judged to be 

relatively free of ill effects after involvement in parent-

child incest. They attributed this healthy outcome to 

early resolution of the oedipal conflict and healthy ego 

functioning prior to the incestuous involvement. (They 

concluded a healthy outcome despite describing one child as 

"almost" compulsively driven for achievement and having 

feelings of guilt, and the other child as self-destructive 

and depressed). Such studies can suggest, especially to 

advocates of child-adult sex, that child-advlt sex is at 

least a harmless activity. 

Those who would view such evidence as an argument to 

remove prohibitions against child-adult sex overlook two 

very important issues. The first involves moral/ethical 

considerations. The second issue addresses the predominant 

research findings on the consequences to the child after 

sexual contact with an adult. 

Why Child-Adult Sex is Wrong 

In essence, child-adult sex is wrong because the child 

is in no position to give consent either legally or 

psychologically. All states in this country ultimately 

place the well-being of a child in the hands of an adult— 

not in the child's own hands. Those who argue that sexual 
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contact with children hurts no one as long as the child is 

consenting, overlook the basic inequality involved in a 

child-adult relationship. As a young, developing human 

being, the child is ultimately dependent upon the adult for 

his/her care and nurturance. Children are in no position 

to make independent decisions and thus this society 

encourages them to do as they are told. That is, adults 

will know betrer and their judgment is to be trusted. 

As Finkelhor (1979) has noted, the argument against 

sex with children is similar to that against sex between 

therapist and patient. There may be indeed instances where 

benefit, or at least no harm, was derived from a patient 

having sex with her/his therapist, but the wrongness of the 

act does not hinge on the outcome—whether positive or 

negative. Therapists should not have sex with a patient 

because the patient has placed his/herself in a position 

giving the therapist much influence which can significantly 

limit the patient's freedom to say yes or no. It is the 

context of the relationship which does not allow for free 

consent. This notion is codified in the American 

Psychological Association Ethical Principles of 

Psychologists under Principle 6, Welfare of the Consumer. 

It states that psychologists "avoid exploiting the trust 
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and dependency" of persons who may be highly influenced by 

them. 

Child-adult sex occurs within a similar context. The 

child, however, is not only constrained in his/her ability 

to give free consent, but also he/she cannot give informed 

consent. Children may know that they like the closeness 

and the physical sensations involved in sex, but they lack 

the more comprehensive understanding of the act that adults 

are expected to have. They are unaware of the social 

meanings of sexuality, the relationship issues involved, 

and the future consequences they are likely to encounter. 

Thus, even if it were empirically shown that children enjoy 

and were not harmed by such experiences, a strong case 

against it could still be argued. 

The second issue advocates of child-adult sex seem to 

ignore is that although there are a few studies which claim 

to demonstrate harmless effects, the vast majority support 

a variety of negative consequences. Studies of male 

victimization are rare, but they do suggest that male 

victims suffer from negative consequences. Vander Mey 

(1988), reviewing the literature on male victims, noted 

that this group experiences "a range of adjustment and self-

esteem problems as an adult and may be at heightened risk 
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to become a child sexual abuser" (p. 61). Several reviews 

of the literature focusing primarily on female victims 

(Vander Mey & Neff, 1982; Alter-Reid, Gibbs, Lachenmeyer, 

Sigal, & Massoth, 1986; Browne & Finkelhor, 1986) note the 

presence of feelings of isolation, negative self-

identities, depression, and later problems in developing 

intimate relationships. Child-adult sex has also been 

associated with a tendency toward revictimizations. That 

is, a child may experience several different victimizations 

as she grows up and as an adult she is at a higher risk for 

rape. Lindberg and Distad (1985) also suggested that many 

adult women who had experienced childhood or adolescent 

incest may experience a form of post-traumatic stress 

disorder. These women experience recurrent intrusive 

incest memories, feelings of detachment, constricted 

affect, and sleep disturbance. 

Admittedly, many of these studies can be criticized 

for methodological flaws such as small sample sizes and the 

use of clinical populations. Yet, even more recent 

studies, which have improved over earlier designs, still 

find significant problems associated with adult sexual 

contact with children. For instance, Russell (1986), using 

a large random sample (930 women) from the general public 



69 

in San Francisco, California, found that between 33% to 68% 

of the women who had had sexual contact with an adult as a 

child, were raped later on in life. These statistics are 

compared to 17% of the women who reported no such child 

experience. Further, Russell reported long term effects of 

self-blame, self-hatred, shame, and guilt. Gold (1986) 

found similar results in her study of the attributions 

style of women who as children were sexually involved with 

adults. Victimized women reported significantly more 

problems in trust, intimacy, low self-esteem, self-blame, 

and depression when compared to a group of nonvoting. 

Given the previously mentioned issues, it seems that 

their is no doubt that child-adult sexual occurrences 

should more properly be called child sexual abuse. It is 

indeed an abuse of the child's natural sexual interest and 

an abuse of the child's trust in adults. Although there 

exists no absolute proof that child sexual abuse leads to 

negative outcomes, the evidence for such an hypothesis far 

outweighs that for a healthy outcome. 

The Magnitude of the Problem 

Recent statistics support the contention that child 

sexual abuse is emerging as a major form of child abuse. 

As early as 10 years ago, the sexual exploitation of 
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children was considered very rare. But as of the late 

1970's, the rate of official sexual abuse reports began to 

outpace those of other forms of abuse. Based on official 

reports of maltreatment, the American Humane Association 

(AHA) (1987) estimated 6,000 children to have been sexually 

maltreated in 1976. By 1977, that number had increased to 

11,000 and in 1985, the estimate had mushroomed to 113,000 

cases of abuse. The association viewed those estimates as 

conservative. They further reported a 49% increase in 

child sexual abuse cases between the years 1983 and 1984. 

The National Center on Child Abuse and Neglect (NCCAN) 

(1978) estimated that the incidence of sexual abuse of 

children was between 60,000 and 100,000 cases per year. 

As alarming as those statistics may appear, most 

professionals working in the a-ea of child sexual abuse 

believe that the magnitude of the problem is greatly 

underestimated by official case reports. For instance, the 

relatively recent study by Russell (1983) found that 92% of 

the participants, who were sexually abused as children, 

never made an official report of the incident. Finkelhor 

(1979), who studied a college population, reported that 62% 

of those who were victims of child sexual abuse never 

reported the experience to anyone. Such findings are not 
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surprising to anyone who has vorked in the area. Often 

children endure years of abuse because they will feel 

responsible if the perpetrator is placed in jail. This 

feeling of guilt is especially strong if the perpetrator is 

the father. In many cases, the revelation of sexual abuse 

not only causes family strife, but the official reporting 

often results in the removal of the father, often primary 

wage-earner. As a result, the family can incur severe 

financial hardship. In other situations, the child who is 

being sexually abused is discouraged from making an 

official report (by parents, other family members, and 

perhaps church leaders) to avoid scandal. Sometimes the 

child simply is not believed when he/she does report the 

incident, and the child then loses faith that he/she will 

receive help. 

The actual prevalence rate of child sexual abuse is 

unknown mainly due to methodological problems and 

differences in the definition of abuse across studies. 

Studies of prevalence rates range widely in their 

estimates. Finkelhor (1986) reviewed 19 published and 

unpublished studies of female victims, and found a range in 

prevalence of 6% to 62%. Varying definitions of what 

constitutes an adult perpetrator, a child victim, and a 
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sexual act, in addition to differences in sample 

characteristics like educational level, socio-economic 

status, and ethnic composition, make it very difficult to 

meaningfully compare studies. 

Russell (1983) has probably conducted the most 

meticulous prevalence study to date using a random sample 

of 930 women drawn from the general public in San 

Francisco, California. This researcher's study may be the 

best guide in trying to estimate child sexual abuse 

prevalence, at least from a methodological standpoint. For 

her definition of abuse, Russell considered only those acts 

requiring physical contact. Of the 930 women interviewed, 

28% reported at least one sexual abuse experience before 

age 14 years. The rate increased to 38% when the age limit 

was raised to prior to 18 years. 

It should be noted that these prevalence figures are 

probably somewhat inflated because both child-adult and 

peer sexual contacts were included in Russel's prevalence 

rate. Kinsey et al. (1953), requiring that a perpetrator 

be at least 5 years older than the victim, found a 

prevalence rate of 24%. Using a similar criterion with a 

college population, Finkelhor (1979) reported a 19% rate of 

child sexual abuse. At present, many professionals working 



73 

in the area of child sexual abuse use the prevalence rate 

of 25% for female victims apparently because this number is 

the approximate median for all the rates found. 

Published prevalence rates for male victims of child 

sexual abuse are generally much lower than those for 

females. Although the rates for male victimization are 

often considered to be underestimates, the state of 

knowledge at present suggests that females are at higher 

risk. After reviewing the studies of male victims, 

Finkelhor (1984) suggested that the true prevalence rate 

fell between 2.5% and 5% for boys under 13 or before 

puberty. Obviously, if these estimates are close to the 

actual occurrence, girls are much more often the target of 

child sexual abuse. 

The present study will thus focus on the sexual abuse 

of female children. Specifically, the study will 

investigate judgments made by a nonclinical population 

concerning hypothetical incidents of child sexual abuse. 

The remainder of this literature review includes a brief 

review of general findings in the area of female victims of 

child sexual abuse and review of research on the definition 

of child sexual abuse. Extensive discussion of masculine 

gender identity, and gender identity theory, as well as 
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instruments developed to measure gender identity is 

included. Finally, the problem addressed by the present 

study will be presented. 

General Review of Empirical Findings 

It appears to be very well established that the age of 

onset for most incidents of child sexual abuse is between 7 

and 12 years of age. The mean or median age of onset found 

in several of the major prevalence studies was as follows: 

Finkelhor (1984), 10.2; Russell (1983), 11.2; Wyatt (1985), 

11.2. Finkelhor (1986), reviewing the literature, found 

"an increase in vulnerability at ages 6 to 7 and another 

dramatic increase at age 10. Ages 10 through 12 appear to 

be years of particularly acute risk, when children are 

victimized at more than double the average rate" (p. 

64) . Alter-Reid, Gibbs, Lachenmeyer, Sigal, and Massoth 

(1986) estimated the age range of highest risk as 7 to 11 

years. Finkelhor (1986) cautions that the apparent low 

incidence below age seven may very well reflect a loss of 

memory or repression of abusive experiences in this 

cognitively immature population. 

The studies that have utilized the most representative 

samples have not found any evidence to relate sexual abuse 

to the social class of the victim (Finkelhor, 1986). 
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Although some empirical studies of physical abuse and 

neglect have found such a relationship, it does not seem to 

hold in the case of sexual abuse. Finkelhor's (1984) 

probability sample of parents presently living with a child 

6 to 14 years old in the Boston area, did not discover any 

disproportionate number of victimized children across 

income levels. In a review of the data in her San 

Francisco study, Russell (1986) found no association 

between the occupation or education of the victim's father 

and the occurrence of abuse. 

Conflict between the parents is a condition strongly 

associated with victims of sexual abuse. Finkelhor (1984), 

in a study of college students, found that women who 

described their parents' marriage as unhappy, or reported 

witnessing little mutual affection between parents, were 

more likely also to report the occurrence of child sexual 

abuse in their histories. In another study, a poor marital 

relationship between parents was the most potent predictor 

of abuse (Gruber & Jones, 1983). 

In the case of extrafamilial sexual abuse, Russell 

(1983) found higher rates of abuse in families in which no 

father, natural or otherwise, was present. Absence of the 

natural father was found to be significantly correlated 
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with abuse in two other studies (Finkelhor,1984; 

Fromuth,1986). Several other studies have found significant 

relationships between victimization and the presence of a 

disabled (due to illness or psychological difficulties) 

(Finkelhor, 1984; Herman & Hirschman, 1981) or employed 

mother (Fromuth, 1986; Russell, 1986). Finkelhor (1984), 

however, found no higher victimization rates associated with 

mother's employment, and Fromuth (1986) could not confirm 

mother's illness as a variable correlated with sexual abuse. 

The presence of a stepfather in the family also 

appears to be strongly associated with abuse. Russell 

(1984a) noted that 17% of those who had lived with a 

stepfather had been sexually abused, in comparison to 2% of 

those who had lived with their biological father. In 

addition, 47% of the abuse committed by a stepfather 

was rated as "very serious" (i.e., fellatio, intercourse, 

etc.) whereas 26% of abusing biological fathers had 

committed abuse of such severity. Pierce and Pierce (1985) 

studied official case reports of child sexual abuse, 

comparing male and female victims. They found that 3 2% of 

the male and 28% of the female victims lived with 

stepfathers. Finkelhor (1980) and Gruber and Jones (1983) 

found in their respective studies that the presence of a 
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stepfather significantly increased the occurrence of sexual 

victimization of a child in a family. 

lildren are most often victimized by persons known to 

them. De Jong, Hervada, and Emmet (1983) studied official 

records of 566 sexually abused children and discovered that 

over half had either been abused by an acquaintance or a 

relative. Similar findings were made by Wyatt (1985) who 

further noted that perpetrators known to the victim more 

often used physical contact when abusing. In the Russell 

(1983) sample, 83% of those who experienced extra-familial 

sexual abuse were abused by persons who were at least 

acquainted with the victim. Finkelhor (1980) also found 

results indicating that most abuse incidents occur within 

the victim's immediate social network. 

The Definition of Child Sexual Abuse 

One of the most important factors in the study of 

child sexual abuse is the actual definition of what 

constitutes such abuse. Definitions of child sexual abuse 

vary considerably across studies. Prevalence studies 

differed widely in their estimates, depending upon the type 

of definition used (Wyatt & Peters, 1986). In one case it 

was found that a 14% decrease occurred in the number of 

persons identified as abused when the estimates from one 
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Study, using a slightly less restrictive definition, were 

recalculated based on stricter definitions of other 

researchers. The present lack of a standard definition has 

made advances in the study of child sexual abuse somewhat 

problematic due to the difficulty in making legitimate 

comparisons between investigations. Clearly, how sexual 

abuse is defined can have a significant effect on what is 

known about it. 

Even more significantly, the definition of child 

sexual abuse can have a great effect on people's lives. 

Professionals working in the area and their clients are 

both caught in the issue of definition on an almost day-to

day basis. Social workers, physicians, psychologists, and 

police officers must often make decisions on whether a 

particular action or piece of evidence is grounds for the 

removal of the child from the home or prosecution of an 

adult due to suspicion of sexual abuse by parents or 

caretakers. 

Essentially, the definition of child sexual abuse goes 

to the very core of present-day social values. It involves 

the essence of what is considered to be the relationship 

between child and adult. What is considered affection and 

when does affection become sexual? When does the child 
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become an adult? When can he/she make a free and 

knowledgeable choice in sexual matters? How much authority 

does an adult have over a child? These are the types of 

guestions that are encountered when considering the 

definition of child sexual abuse. Thus, the act of child 

sexual abuse is not only an attack on a child, but also an 

attack on the values which are held fundamental in society. 

Yet, society does not provide clear guidelines for 

those fundamental values. The answers to the above 

guestions are not definite and do not exist in a precise 

manner. Any attempt at developing a definition is fraught 

with problems of cultural and historical influences. A 

definition will not be based entirely on scientific 

findings but will inevitably include values and beliefs 

engendered by societies and families within a specific 

historical time frame. Mrazek (1981) illustrated the 

variability of what is seen as child sexual abuse by 

referring to laws found in the United States. She 

noted that in the United States "statutory rape" is usually 

defined as sexual intercourse with someone below the age of 

consent, but the actual age of consent differs across 

states. Sexual intercourse with a 16-year-old may be 
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legal in one state but illegal in the bordering state with 

a penalty of life imprisonment. 

In the United States, the primary responsibility for 

dealing with child sexual abuse lies with the individual 

state. The federal government does not have the right to 

enforce consistency across states by enacting laws which 

mandate how the states will deal with child sexual abuse, 

but it does wield considerable power in the appropriation 

of federal funds. The Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment 

Act of 1974 required all states who wished to partake of 

the 85 million dollars allotted to the prevention and 

treatment of child abuse to provide mechanisms for 

reporting and investigation of suspected child abuse. In 

addition, each state had to provide trained personnel, 

immunity from liability for those making jood faith reports 

of abuse, confidentiality of cases, and a guardian ad litem 

(a court appointed adult representing the child's 

interests) if the case went to court. The vast majority of 

the 50 states had met the conditions of the act by 1981 

(Eraser, 1981). The act does not provide a definition of 

child sexual abuse although it does include sexual abuse as 

a form of child abuse. 
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The state of Texas has legislated its own definition 

for child sexual abuse. Under Section 34.012 of the Texas 

Family Code child sexual abuse is defined as: 

(a) sexual contact, sexual intercourse, or 
sexual conduct, as those terms are defined by 
Section 4 3.01, Penal Code, sexual penetration 
with a foreign object, incest, sexual assault, 
or sodomy inflicted on, shown to, or 
intentionally practiced in the presence of a 
child if the child is present only to arouse 
or gratify the sexual desires of any person; 
(b) failure to make a reasonable effort 
to prevent sexual contact, sexual intercourse, or 
sexual conduct, as those terms are defined by 
Section 43.01, Penal Code, sexual penetration 
with a foreign object, incest, sexual assault, 
or sodomy being inflicted on or shown to a 
child by another person, or intentionally 
practiced in the presence of a child by another 
person if the child is present only to arouse 
or gratify the sexual desires of any person; 
(c) compelling or encouraging the child to 
engage in sexual conduct as defined by Section 
43.01, Penal Code; or causing, permitting, 
encouraging, engaging in, or allowing the 
photographing, filming, or depicting of the 
child if the person knew or should have 
known that the resulting photograph, film, or 
depiction of the child is obscene (as defined 
by the Penal Code) or pornographic. 

Society's View 

Although there does not seem to be any thorough 

treatment of cross-cultural differences in child-adult 

sexual practices, it is known that societies exist in which 

10- and 11-year-olds are encouraged to begin active sexual 

lives. The mutilation of genitals in childhood is condoned 
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in a surprising number of countries across the world. 

Ceremonies in which the clitoris or a portion of it is 

removed exist in several foreign cultures (Davenport, 

1977) . It seems apparent that what is considered sexual 

abuse of children can vary drastically according to one's 

socialization. 

Within this society, there appears to be a great 

diversity of perspectives on child sexual abuse influenced 

by one's particular socialization. Professionals working 

in the field of child sexual abuse have been found to 

significantly differ in their views and attitudes toward 

treatment issues and severity of victimization sequelae 

according to their occupational affiliation (for example: 

Finkelhor, 1984; Wilk & McCarthy, 1986; Hazzard & Rupp, 

1986). Finkelhor (1984) found in his study of Boston 

agencies that institutions dealing with child sexual abuse 

do not readily interact with one another and are at odds 

about the proper approach to handling sexual abuse. 

Hazzard and Rupp (1986), in their study of mental health 

workers, pediatricians, teachers, and college students, 

noted that professionals in the mental health field tended 

to report less "negative reactions" (as determined by 

ratings of anger, disgust, sadness, discomfort, sympathy. 
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and caring) to a hypothetical sexually abused child than 

the other groups. Investigating attitude differences 

between mental health therapists, police officers, and 

protective service workers, Wilk and McCarthy (1986) found 

expected disagreement between the police officers and the 

other two groups. For instance, police officers were more 

likely to consider the perpetrator as a criminal who should 

be punished while social workers and therapists considered 

him as mentally ill and in need of therapy. Social workers 

were less likely to favor adjunctive court interventions 

(for instance, removal of father or arrest of father) than 

therapists. Apparently, social workers were more willing 

to rely on the effects of psychotherapy alone than were 

therapists. 

Investigating professionals' views on incest, Attias 

and Goodwin (1985) noted more of a gender specific rather 

than an agency specific bias. They found that male 

respondents tended to underestimate the prevalence of 

father-daughter incest and overestimate the percentage of 

children who made false claims of being sexually abused. 

Hazzard and Rupp (1986) also found a gender specific bias 

noting that male professionals in comparison to female 

professionals reported less positive reactions to the 
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abused child in vignettes of hypothetical sexual abuse 

cases. That is, males rated their feelings toward the 

child in a way that indicated less sympathy and caring. 

Eisenberg, Owens, and Dewey (1987) reported results from 

their study of health professionals' attitudes that female 

respondents believed the effects of incest to be more 

serious than male respondents. Thus, i*: appears there 

is some evidence for the observation that even among 

trained and experienced professionals a gender difference 

exists in attitudes toward child sexual abuse. 

In investigating how the public defines child sexual 

abuse, Finkelhor (1984) administered to a sample of Boston 

parents (N = 510) 9,839 different computer-generated 

vignettes combining nine separate factors. One of his main 

findings was that males consistently rated the vignettes 

lower as to how definite they felt that sexual abuse 

actually had occurred in the story. On a scale of 1 to 10, 

males gave an average rating of 7.29 while the women rated 

vignettes on the average with a 7.66. 

Giovannoni and Becerra (1979) have probably conducted 

the most intensive study of the definition of child abuse. 

They investigated the perceptions of professional groups 

and the general community using vignettes of physical 
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abuse, neglect, emotional abuse, and sexual abuse. 

Participants were asked to respond by rating on a 9-point 

scale (9 representing most serious) the seriousness of the 

act described in each item of the vignette packet. Each of 

313 professionals and 1065 general community members 

responded to packets of 60 vignettes referring to "a 7-year-

old child." 

Pertaining to sexual abuse, Giovannoni and Becerra 

found that pediatricians rated the seriousness of the act 

more lightly than police officers, social workers, and 

lawyers. In their community survey, they noted results 

suggesting a gender specific bias. Again, males rated the 

vignettes as less serious than female respondents. 

Theories of Gender-Role Development 

There are three major theories of sex role development 

or gender identity. They are: Freudian, cognitive 

developmental, and social learning theory. 

Freudian 

Sigmund Freud, in what was probably one of the first 

comprehensive theories of human development, hypothesized 

that children pass through a number of developmental stages 

on their way to becoming an adult. In sequential order. 
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these stages were called: 1) oral, 2) anal, 3) phallic, 4) 

latency, and 5) genital. At the oral and anal stages, boys 

and girls developed psychologically in primarily the same 

ways by identifying with their mothers. During the phallic 

stage, at approximately 4 years of age, a crisis comes to 

children when they discover the anatomical differences 

between the sexes. A little girl, upon discovering that 

little boys have penises, becomes envious believing that she 

has been deprived. She rejects her mother in favor of her 

father but eventually, in normal dt.elopment, she will 

repress her wish to possess a penis in exchange for a wish 

to have a child. In so doing, she begins to identify with 

her mother again and adopts the values of wife and mother. 

The boy also experiences a crisis referred to as the 

Oedipal Complex. It is characterized by a fear termed 

"castration anxiety" which is essential to ensure 

satisfactory gender-role development. When the boy 

discovers that girls do not have penises, he concludes that 

they had them, but they were cut off. Since he competes 

with his father for the affections of his mother, the boy 

fears that his father may punish him by castration. In 

order to avoid this possibility, the boy renounces his 

mother in favor of identifying with his father. In his 
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identification with his father, the boy begins to develop 

more masculine behaviors. 

The Freudian perspective on gender-role development is 

not a popular explanation at the present time, although it 

provided an impetus for much research in the area. Freud's 

view of human development reveals a sexist bias which is 

unattractive to most present-day researchers and, more 

importantly, is based on unsubstantiated phenomena. Due to 

the nature of Freudian theory, it is very difficult to prove 

or disprove his hypotheses. His focus on unconscious 

dynamics can always lead to alternative explanations of a 

person's behavior making objective conclusions nearly 

impossible. Thus, it is not often judged to be a useful 

model by those researchers who prefer to study constructs 

that can be more easily operationalized. 

Cognitive Developmental 

The cognitive developmental model states that the 

child's growing knowledge of gender can influence her/his 

gender-role development. Lawrence Kohlberg (1966) proposed 

such a model that resembled the Piagetian perspective of 

cognitive development. According to Kohlberg, early in the 

their cognitive development (about 4 to 7 years old), 

children achieve gender conservation. At this age, they 



88 

make an unalterable categorization of themselves as either 

boy or girl and all subsequent development is organized 

around this judgment. The child's social perceptions and 

behaviors become organized around his/her belief that 

he/she is either a girl or a boy. 

The actual nature of the child's understanding of 

his/her gender depends upon his/her stage of cognitive 

development. A child in the pre-operational stage would 

not be able to understand the constancy of gender and 

might believe that gender changes depending on whether one 

is wearing a dress or pants. At the concrete operational 

stage, the child may view sex-role stereotypes as 

inviolable models of behavior. However, by the time they 

achieve the abstract reasoning of the formal operations 

stage of cognitive development, children can begin to 

recognize the arbitrary nature of many of the sex-role 

stereotypes. 

Once the child categorizes him/herself as one or the 

other sex, he/she begins to view the world from that gender 

specific perspective. For instance, a girl may recognize 

that she is a girl and she will begin to want to do "girl 

things." Doing "girl things" is rewarding since it is in 

accordance with the cognitive structure of her own 
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identity. The girl seeks out models of appropriate female 

behaviors and attitudes which may or may not include her 

mother. Unlike the Freudian perspective, this model does 

not assign special roles to family members. 

There are studies which provide support for Kohlberg's 

theory. Several findings suggest that the more mature the 

child's gender identity the more time is spent watching the 

same-sex model. Older children and adults, when given a 

choice of simultaneously presented models, spend more time 

viewing the same-sex model whereas young children show no 

preference in imitating same-sex models (Lamb & Urberg, 

1978) . Kohlberg's model suggests, however, that children 

establish gender-identity far later than what research 

evidence indicates. Lamb and Urberg (1978) note that sex 

differentiation in the treatment of infants is accentuated 

in the second year of life. Research appears to suggest 

that parental behavior adjusts in such a way as to increase 

the salience of the father to boys and that of the mother to 

girls thus increasing the opportunity for imitation by the 

child and sex-differentiating behavior on the part of the 

parent. 
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Social Learning 

Social learning theory makes modeling by the same-sex 

parent and imitation by the child the bases of gender-role 

development. Like Freudian theory, social learning 

theorists propose that the mother is the first parent who 

is imitated since she is often the most available. 

Differentiation occurs through association of appropriate 

behaviors with rewarding consequences, rather than a fear 

of castration. For instance, as a boy grows up, he will 

receive, and will observe other males receive, little 

reward for playing with dolls. But society through the 

mass media and through traditionally socialized parents 

will offer much reinforcement for playing football or 

participating in other aggressive/competitive behaviors. 

Girls in general will receive the opposite treatment. 

It is important to remember that although rewards and 

punishments play an important part in the development of 

gender-role, they do not have to be directed toward the 

child to have an effect. Unlike traditional learning 

theory, social learning theory allows for observational 

learning in which the observer can learn from the 

consequences sustained by the observed. This particular 

theory, then, accentuates the influence of models outside 
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the immediate family and those that may not even be real— 

such as television and movie characters. 

There is no lack of studies to support the social 

learning model (Weitz, 1977). By virtue of its learning 

theory origins, the model is quite testable under 

uraditional experimental procedures and has stood up well. 

Research has found that people do respond to a child 

according to their expectations of a particular gender, 

adults encourage children to engage in play which is seen 

appropriate for their gender, and children's behaviors are 

influenced by stereotypic portrayals that are provided by 

the mass media (Ruble, 1984). Probably the major weakness 

of this perspective is the lack of explanation for how 

gender-role identity can be such a strong characteristic in 

all its forms, including emotional factors, on the basis of 

reinforcement associations. While the social learning model 

certainly cannot account entirely for the phenomenon of 

gender-role development, it is certainly a viable theory of 

the considerable influence that learning principles play. 

Masculinity and Child Sexual Abuse 

Probably the strongest, most consistent finding in the 

child sexual abuse literature is the tremendous 

preponderance of male abusers. Russell (1983) found that 
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96% of the perpetrators in her study were male. Studying 

differences in child sexual abuse between black Americans 

and white Americans, Wyatt (1985) noted that in the black 

victimization sample, 97% had male perpetrators while in 

the white sample the number was 100%. Finkelhor (1982) 

wrote: 

Among reported perpetrators, close to 90% are men, 
and this holds true whether the victims are boys or 
girls. This is not simply a matter of abuse by 
women going undetected, because even in nonclinical 
surveys of adults reporting retrospectively on 
childhood sexual experiences, male perpetrators 
also vastly outnumber women....Women just do not 
seem to approach children for direct sexual 
gratification the way men do. (p.100) 

One of the outstanding characteristics of an 

incestuous family is that it is patriarchal in nature (de 

Young, 1982) . Often the father holds much power and 

authority, which he uses to exploit other family members. 

Russell (1984b) and Finkelhor (1982, 1986) have suggested 

that traditional gender socialization is a powerful 

predisposing factor to experiencing sexual feelings toward 

children. Males are taught to be the initiators and 

aggressors assuming the dominant position in sexual 

relationships. Females, however, are taught to develop a 

"responsive sexuality" (Russell, 1984a, p. 238) which 

requires them to wait for male initiative. According to 
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this view then, males are predisposed to seek out partners 

who are submissive and less powerful. 

Finkelhor (1982) has outlined four differences between 

men and women which might aelp to explain the gender gap in 

sexual =»buse. First, he noted that men are much more 

likely to confuse affection with sex. They are not often 

given opportunities to practice nurturing and non-sexual 

affection. Women, especially in regards to children, are 

encouraged to exhibit nurturance and are more able to 

appreciate affection without a sexual component. Second, 

traditionally socialized males, in comparison to women, tend 

to be more reliant on heterosexual success as a part of 

their gender identities. To be a "real man" means that one 

is able to obtain sex from the opposite gender and although 

a child as a sexual partner may be weak confirmation of 

masculinity, it is better than none at all. Third, men are 

trained to be sexually aroused even outside the context of a 

relationship while women tend to view sex within an overall 

relationship. Women may have more difficulty developing 

sexual interest in someone because that someone is a child, 

while men can become aroused merely because the person has 

the right genitals or is able to perform a sex act. 

Finally, it is less difficult for men to view children as 
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sex partners because they have been taught to seek out 

partners who are smaller and less powerful. Women, on the 

other hand, are socialized to view appropriate sex partners 

as older and larger. 

The connection between male socialization and deviant 

sexual behavior has also been suggested in other research 

literature. The rape literature in particular has focused 

on the possibility that all men are potential sexual 

aggressors. Russell (1984b), after interviewing 90 rapists, 

concluded that rape was not a deviant act so much as an 

overconforming one. She stated: 

It is an extreme acting-out of qualities that are 
regarded as masculine in this and many other 
societies: aggression, force, power, strength, 
toughness, dominance, competitiveness. To win, 
to be superior, to conquer, and to control 
demonstrate masculinity to those who subscribe 
to common cultural notions of masculinity; this 
constitutes the masculine mystique, (p.118) 
Malamuth (1981) noted that on the average, 

approximately 35% of male college students indicate some 

likelihood of raping if given the hypothetical condition of 

not ever being caught or punished. Malamuth arrived at 

this percentage by averaging across a series of six studies 

in which males were asked to indicate on a scale ranging 

from (1) not at all likely, to (5) very likely, the 

likelihood th?^ they would personally rape. A response 
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other than 1 was considered as some likelihood to rape with 

an average of 20% of the males indicating scores of 3 or 

above. Some of the studies included a prior exposure 

treatment to, for instance, a videotaped interview with an 

actual rape victim or a pornographic depiction of rape. 

Briere and Malamuth (1983) used the Sexual Attitudes 

Survey containing Burt's (1980) Rape Myth Acceptance 

Scale, Acceptance of Interpersonal Violence Scale, and 

Adversarial Sexual Beliefs Scale in addition to other items 

concerning sexuality and likelihood to use force or rape. 

They found in a study of male college students' likelihood 

to rape or force a woman to perform sexual acts that there 

is a significant relationship between degree of force/rape 

inclination and rape supportive beliefs. Rape supportive 

beliefs, such as blaming the victim and viewing sexual 

violence as arousing to women, were most associated with 

those in the likely-to-use-force or likely-to-rape groups. 

They found that of the 356 participants, 60% were willing 

to acknowledge some likelihood to use force or rape if they 

could be assured that no one would know and in no way would 

they receive punishment. The exact breakdown was as 

follows: Some likelihood of force and rape was indicated 

by 28% of the sample. Two percent reported some likelihood 
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of rape but not force (a counterintuitive notion which was 

later excluded from further analysis). A likelihood of 

force but no likelihood of rape was acknowledged by 30%. 

Finally, no likelihood of force or rape was reported by 40% 

of the participants. 

This study of a nonclinical population suggests that 

rape may be due less to pathology than to sexual 

socialization. It is significant that no relationship was 

found between likelihood for force or rape and several 

sexual variables like importance of sex to the participants 

and the extent of sexual inhibitions they acknowledged. It 

was found, however, that the men who denied any likelihood 

to rape or use force also reported the least amount of 

sexual experience relative to those of a high likelihood to 

rape. More importantly, a linear relationship between 

degree of force-rape inclination and rape supportive 

beliefs was also noted suggesting an "aggression toward 

women" continuum with respect to attitudinal correlates. 

Briere and Malamuth (1983) concluded that the antecedents 

for rape were socially and attitudinally based. 

In a study of acquaintance rape, Smeaton and Byrne 

(1987) administered to 70 male undergraduates a variety of 

scales. Among the assessments was the Hypermasculinity 
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Inventory (HMI) developed by Mosher and Sirkin (1984). 

This instrument has been formulated to measure a "macho 

personality constellation" (p. 175). There are three 

components of the constellation: (a) callous sex attitudes 

toward women, (b) a belief that violence is manly, (c) a 

belief that danger is exciting. The HMI and other paper and 

pencil assessments were administered after each man, in the 

company of a female confederate, viewed scenes from current 

R-rated films. The scenes depicted either nonviolent 

erotica, nonerotic violence, or neutral control material. 

Included in the post-film assessments were two questions: 

(a) "How likely would you be to push the person with whom 

you participated in this experiment farther than she says 

she wants to go sexually?" (b) "If you were guaranteed that 

you would not be caught, how likely would you be to rape a 

woman?" Both questions were answered with (1) "Not at all 

likely" to (5) "Extremely likely." 

Smeaton and Byrne (1987) found no film effects, but 

did find that "hypermasculinity" was strongly associated 

with college men's reports of proclivity to rape an 

experimental confederate or a hypothetical woman. In 

addition, they found that proclivity for acquaintance rape 

was not associated with coercive fantasies. They concluded 
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that acquaintance rape may not be motivated as much by 

deviant sexual preferences as by a fear of appearing 

unmasculine due to perceived inability to obtain 

intercourse. 

In what appears to be the only study that directly 

focuses upon differences between men and women in attitudes 

toward child sexual abuse, Wellman (1987) investigated the 

reported beliefs of 824 male and female college students. 

Wellman used a 59-item questionnaire which she developed. 

The participants responded to each item with a 4-point 

Likert-like scale. All participants were volunteers who 

completed the questionnaires during regularly scheduled 

class times. The data were analyzed using Kendall non-

parametric correlations, chi-square analyses with sex of 

respondent as the independent variables, and discriminant 

function analyses. 

The results from the study indicated that women, as 

demonstrated on the Likert-like scale, believed more 

strongly than men that incest and genital touching were 

forms of sexual abuse. Women also appeared to believe more 

strongly that child sexual abuse could be harmful and might 

require psychotherapy for the victim. Of the overall 

sample, 15% of the men and 24% of the women had been 
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sexually abused or had been approached without consent. 

That is, they responded affirmatively to at least one of 

the following statements: (a) I was repeatedly sexually 

abused as a child or teenager; (b) I was sexually abused 

once or twice as a child or teenager; (c) I was unwillingly 

sexually approached but not touched as a child or teenager. 

Despite fairly comparable rates of child sexual abuse 

experience, the male sample exhibited significant 

attitudinal differences in comparison to the females. 

Wellman concluded that the differences were most likely due 

to differences in socialization. 

Finally, Overhdser and Beck (1986) studied 

heterosocial skills in convicted child molesters and 

rapists. Five groups of 12 males participated in the 

study. The groups were classified as follows: incarcerated 

rapists, incarcerated child molesters, and three control 

groups (inmates with no record of a sexual offense and 

denial of the use of sexual coercion, community based low-

SES men paid for participation, and non-dating college 

students who reported at least moderate levels of anxiety 

when in social settings with women). Each participant 

engaged in six 1-minute role play scenes requiring social 

interaction with a female experimental confederate. 
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videotapes of the interaction were scored for social skills 

and social anxiety. in addition, a physiological measure 

of anxiety was utilized by means of galvanic skin 

response. After the role plays, each participant completed 

eight self-report measures concerning subjective distress, 

assertiveness, sex attitudes, and sex-role stereotyping. 

The investigators observed heterosocial skill deficits 

in rapists and child molesters in comparison with the 

control groups. Rapists displayed higher physiological 

indices of anxiety while interacting with the female 

confederate when the role play required assertive responses 

from the subject. Child molesters appeared to demonstrate 

a fear of negative evaluation by the adult female 

confederate. In addition, child molesters had a 

significant tendency to characterize sex-role behaviors in 

a highly stereotyped manner. Overall, there was little 

evidence differentiating rapists from child molesters even 

when one considers the hostility and impulsivity measures 

used in the study. In general, rapists and child molesters 

were observed to be inept, unasserti 3, and insecure in 

their social interactions with women. 
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The Measurement of Sex Roles 

A number of instruments have been developed to assess 

masculinity and femininity over the past 50 years. Early 

methods were most often subscales developed within 

personality and interest inventories; e.g., the MF scale 

from the Attitude-Interest Analysis Test (Terman & Miles, 

1936), the M-F scale from the Strong Vocational Interest 

Blank (Strong, 1936), and the Mf scale from the Minnesota 

Multiphas 2 Personality Inventory (MMPI) (Hathaway & 

McKinley, 1943) . These scales were developed within a 

bipdarity model that C9nsiders masculinity and femininity 

as falling at the opposite extremes on a single continuum. 

Selection of items for these scales was often based upon 

the item's ability to discriminate between the two 

biological sexes. Social, cultural, and theoretical 

concepts of sex roles were disregarded (Worley, 1983). 

Since the relationship between masculinity and femininity 

was viewed as unidimensional, it was represented with a 

single score. Scores found at the middle range of this 

continuum were difficult to interpret. 

In more recent years investigators began to question 

the concepts of unidimensionality and bipdarity as they 

were applied to the measurement of masculinity and 
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femininity. Comparisons of gender stereotypes in the United 

States, as well as across cultures around the world, 

suggested that masculinity and femininity were not simple 

unidimensional concepts (Deaux, 1987). Instead, they were 

loosely organized concepts containing a variety of 

characteristics. Constantinople (1973) noted that factor-

analytic studies of the various measures consistently 

revealed multiple factors. For example, Lunneborg (1972), 

in analyzing items from the MMPI, Inventory GAMIN, and Gough 

measures of masculinity-femininity, extracted four factors 

she judged to be common to both sexes: neuroticism, power, 

scientific interest, and religiosity. Bem (1974) suggested 

that masculinity and femininity should no longer be 

conceptualized as in a bipolar relationship. She contended 

that such a perspective ignored the possibility of androgyny 

in many individuals. That is, the bipolar assumption 

excludes those individuals who might be "both masculine and 

feminine, both assertive and yielding, both instrumental and 

expressive" (p. 155). Numerous investigators, including 

Baucom (1980), Spence and Helmreich (1978), and 

Constantinople (1973), have supported Bern's position. 

More recent measures of masculinity-femininity as 

represented by the Bem Sex-Role Inventory (BSRI) (Bem, 
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1974), Personal Attributes Questionnaire (PAQ) (Spence, 

Helmreich, & Stapp, 1975), and Baucom's MSC and FMN scales 

(Baucom, 1976) are often called "androgyny scales." Each 

instrument describes males and females within a four-fold 

typology: androgynous (high masculine and high feminine), 

masculine (high masculine, low feminir'̂ 1 , feminine (low 

masculine, high feminine), or undifferentiated (low 

masculine, low feminine). Despite the use of similar 

typology, the various instruments differ in their method of 

assessing these sex roles and in the manner each 

categorization is interpreted. 

Bem Sex-Role Inventory 

Bem (1974) based her selection of the 60 items found on 

the original BSRI from a much larger pool. She began by 

selecting approximately 200 personality characteristics that 

appeared to be positively oriented and also associated with 

either masculinity or femininity. Stanford University 

undergraduates (N = 100) then rated each trait as 

significantly more desirable in women than in men or 

significantly more desirable in men than in women. Those 

traits rated more desirable for women were considered to 

represent femininity, and masculine traits were assigned 

similarly. This approach allowed the selection of items to 



104 

be based on cultural stereotypes of sex roles. Twenty 

"filler" items were to be used as a social desirability 

scale, but this interpretation later proved to be 

psychometrically unsupported and was abandoned. 

The BSRI appears to be successful in its attempt to 

measure masculinity-femininity as independent domains. 

Normative data obtained by Bem (1974) indicate that 

masculinity and femininity scales correlate between .11 and 

-.14, depending on sex and sample. Reliability and validity 

are high. Internal consistency for masculinity, femininity, 

and androgyny are .86, .80, and .75, respectively. Test-

retest reliability is .90, .90, and .93 for masculinity, 

femininity, and androgyny. 

The BSRI has been criticized, however, for its lack of 

factorially pure scales. Lippa (1985) noted that factor 

analyses of the BSRI typically find two masculinity factors 

that can be labeled "Dominance/Aggression" and "Self-

Reliance/Personal Control" and a femininity factor that can 

be labeled "Interpersonal Sensitivity and Warmth." The 

Femininity scale seems especially plagued by the problem of 

factor complexity and it appears to be a combination of 

socially desirable and undesirable characteristics. 
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Payne (1985) has noted that the recently developed 

short form of the BSRI does not possess the problems of the 

original. The Short BSRI was developed by culling items 

that showed poor item-total correlations with the Femininity 

and Masculinity scales. What emerged is an instrument whose 

scales are highly correlated with the original's (r = .90), 

but with the elimination of the items representing socially 

undesirable traits on the Femininity scale. The Short BSRI 

seems to be a relatively pure measure of "assertiveness-

dominance" or "instrumentality" on the Masculinity scale and 

"nurturance-interpersonal warmth" or "expressiveness" on the 

Femininity scale (Payne, 1985). 

Personal Attributes Questionnaire 

The full version of che PAQ contains 55 bipolar items 

(e.g., "Not at all independent" to "independent") drawn from 

a pool of over 13 0 items collected by Rosenkrantz, Vogel, 

Bee, Broverman, and Broverman (1968). This large pool of 

items was nominated by college students as characteristics 

differentiating men and women. The entire pool of items was 

then administered to undergraduate introductory psychology 

students who rated each characteristic as typical of either 

the adult male or adult female, the typical college student 

of each gender, or the ideal individual of each gender. The 
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students were also instructed to rate themselves on each 

item. 

The 55 items eventually chosen were drawn from among 

those that men and women consistently rated as 

differentiating between the sexes and characteristic of 

themselves as males or females. The ideal ratings for these 

55 items were in the direction of the gender stereotypes, 

indicating that these were socially desirable attributes. 

Using the ideal ratings, three scales were developed. 

Twenty-three items were rated as socially desirable in both 

sexes, but were believed to occur to a greater degree in 

males. These items made up the Masculine (M) scale. The 

Feminine (F) scale was similarly constructed with 18 items 

for which mean ratings of the ideal male and female fell on 

the stereotypically feminine side. .Responses to thirteen 

items indicated that these characteristics might be 

desirable for one sex out not for the other. These items 

were labeled the Masculinity-Femininity (M-F) scale. 

The PAQ's M and F scales are not orthogonal. Spence 

and her colleagues (1975) reported a mild positive 

correlation between each scale and for gender (r = .14 for 

females and r = .47 for males). The developers of the PAQ 

regard masculinity-femininity as partially dualistic and 
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partially biploar. in the F and M scales they claim that 

dualism is reflected. The M-F scale, however, provided some 

evidence for the bipolar model with a moderately high 

positive correlation with the M scale and a lower but still 

substantial correlation with the F scale. 

Spence and Helmreich (1978) state that the item content 

of each of the three scales reveals conceptual justification 

for their division. The M scale consists of items that 

largely refer to instrumental characteristics while F scale 

items tend to reflect expressive attributes. The M-F scale 

is a mixture of instrumental and expressive items. Items on 

this scale were not reassigned to the M or F scales because: 

a) it would have been inconsistent with the investigators' 

original definition of masculinity and femininity as 

socially desirable characteristics in both, but found more 

in one gender; and b) further data analyses revealed that 

M-F items were more closely related to each other than to 

either M or F scales. 

The PAQ is also represented in a short form. In this 

version there are eight items per scale chosen from the 

original scale on the basis of correlation magnitude between 

the item and the scale to which it belonged. Spence and 

Helmreich (1978) report correlations between the original 
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and short versions as .93, .93, and .91 for M, F, and M-F 

scales, respectively. Cronbach alphas of .85, .82, and .78 

for M, F, and M-F, respectively, suggest adequate 

reliability in the short form. 

Baucom's MSC and FMN scales 

Baucom (1976), in contrast to the rational approach 

used by Bem and her collaborators, developed an instrument 

through empirical means. The items used in the development 

of this instrument were derived from the California 

Psychological Inventory (CPI) (Gough, 1957). Selection of 

items was based on sex differences in frequency of 

endorsement by college students. The MSC scale consisted of 

items to which at least 70% of male college students 

responded in a given direction and the female participants 

endorsed at least 10% less than the males. The FMN scale 

was constructed in a similar fashion. 

Although Baucom (1976) reported independence between 

the MSC and FMN scales, he did not report correlation 

magnitudes. A one-tailed t-test demonstrated a significant 

difference between the scales in expected directions (p < 

.001). Test-retest reliability was assessed by a 3-week 

intermediate period deriving correlations of r = .93 for MSC 

and r = .80 for FMN. 
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Heilbrun (1981) has noted that the MSC and FMN scales 

reflect a variety of attributes associated with sex-role 

distinctions. Baucom (1980) reported that the MSC scale is 

correlated with variables that measure poise, ascendancy, 

self-assurance, self-control, and interpersonal adequacy. A 

number of other smaller clusters are associated with this 

masculinity scale such as optimism, endurance, and a 

preference for excitement. A penchant for showers rather 

than baths was also noted by Heilbrun (1981). 

The FMN scale seems to be primarily correlated with 

appropriate socialized behaviors. Baucom (1980) reported 

that femininity appeared to be most associated to variables 

on the CPI that measure maturity, responsibility, 

socialization, and coming to grips with societal and 

personal values. Other female-endorsed behaviors include 

denial of male-endorsed qualities: lack of dominance, 

deficit in courage/self-confidence/risk-taking, and 

avoidance of excitement with a preference for routine 

(Heilbrun, 1981). 

The main difficulty with the instrument developed by 

Baucom (1976) appears to be the unclear nature of what is 

meant by masculinity and femininity. Constantinople (197 3) 

has criticized the empirical approach "since anything that 
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discriminates men from women, particularly at a particular 

point in time in a particular culture is taken as an 

indicator of M-F with no assessment of the centrality of 

that trait or behavior to an abstract definition of M-F" 

(p.29). Thus, in using an empirically developed measurement 

of masculinity-femininity, interpretation becomes quite 

problematic. As demonstrated above, the variety of 

attributes associated with the MSC and FMN scales muddies 

the picture of masculinity and femininity. 
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Table 7 

Effects of Vignette Order on Vignette Score 

Question 1 (Definition of Abuse) 

Male Sample 

Source 

Groups 
BG Error 
Total (BG) 

Vignettes 
Position 
Vig. X Pos. 
WG Error 
Total (WG) 

Grand Total 

SS 

15.17 
30.83 
46.00 

206.08 
2.^3 

• 4. J 
262.34 
476.00 

522.00 

df 

3 
44 
47 

3 
3 
6 

132 
144 

191 

MS 

5.06 
.70 

68.69 
.96 
.78 

1.99 

— — _ 

F 

7.23 

34.52 
.48 
.39 

Signif. 

.001 

.001 
NS 
NS 

Female Sample 

Source 

Groups 
BG Error 
Total (BG) 

Vignettes 
Position 
Vig. X Pos. 
WG Error 
Total (WG) 

Grand Total 

SS 

20.03 
120.13 
140.16 

237.04 
1.61 

10.32 
189.50 
438.47 

578.63 

df 

3 
52 
55 

3 
3 
6 

156 
168 

223 

MS 

6.68 
2.31 
^ ^ ^ 

79.01 
.54 

1.72 
1.21 

^^ ^. 

F 

2.89 

^ — ^ 

65.30 
.47 

1.42 
— — — 

^ ̂  ^ 

Signif. 

.05 
_ _ _ 

^ ^ ^ 

.001 
NS 
NS 
— — — 

^ ̂  "̂  
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Table 7 (continued) 

Question 2 (Responsibility for Abuse) 

Male Sample 

Source 

Groups 
BG Error 
Total (BG) 

Vignettes 
Position 
Vig. X Pos. 
WG Error 
Total (WG) 

Grand Total 

SS 

14.30 
57.62 
71.92 

144.05 
10.96 
4.61 

128.38 
288.00 

128.38 

df 

3 
44 
47 

3 
3 
6 

132 
144 

191 

MS 

4.77 
1.31 

48.02 
3.65 
.77 
.97 
— — 

—_-. 

F 

3.64 
_ _ _ 

49.51 
3.76 
.79 

Signif. 

.025 
_ — _ 

.001 

.025 
NS 

— - — 

Female Sample 

Source 

Groups 
BG Error 
Total (BG) 

Vignettes 
Position 
Vig. X Pos. 
WG Error 
Total (WG) 

Grand Total 

SS 

7.67 
91.12 
98.79 

135.10 
2.68 
5.86 

131.29 
274.93 

373.72 

df 

3 
52 
55 

3 
3 
6 

156 
168 

223 

MS 

2.56 
1.75 

45.03 
.89 
.98 
.84 

F 

1.37 

53.61 
1.06 
1.17 

Signif. 

NS 

.001 
NS 
NS 
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Table 7 (continued) 

Question 3 (Harm to the Victim) 

Male Sample 

Source 

Groups 
BG Error 
Total (BG) 

Vignettes 
Position 
Vig. X Pos. 
WG Error 
Total (WG) 

Grand Total 

SS 

22.64 
231.48 
254.12 

211.31 
7.89 
2.28 

147.77 
369.25 

623.37 

df 

3 
44 
47 

3 
3 
6 

132 
144 

223 

MS 

7.55 
5.26 

70.44 
2.63 
.38 

1.12 
— — 

F 

1.44 
— _ 

62.89 
2.35 
.34 

_ — 

Signif. 

NS 

.001 
NS 
NS 

— — 

Female Sample 

Source 

Groups 
BG Error 
Total (BG) 

Vignettes 
Position 
Vig. X Pos. 
WG Error 
Total (WG) 

Grand Total 

SS 

21.47 
113.58 
135.05 

192.02 
2.09 
15.96 

147.08 
357.15 

492.20 

df 

3 
52 
55 

3 
3 
6 

156 
168 

223 

MS 

7.16 
2.18 

64.01 
.70 

2.66 
1.81 

F 

3.28 

35.36 
.38 

1.46 

Signif. 

.05 

.001 
NS 
NS 
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Table 7 (continued) 

Question 4 (Perpetrator Masculinity) 

Male Sample 

Source 

Groups 
BG Error 
Total (BG) 

Vignettes 
Position 
Vig. X Pos. 
WG Error 
Total (WG) 

Grand Total 

SS 

23.92 
260.61 
284.53 

34.13 
4.15 
4.6 

217.36 
260.24 

544.77 

df 

3 
44 
47 

3 
3 
6 

132 
144 

191 

MS 

7.97 
5.92 
— — 

11.38 
1.38 
.77 

1.65 

F 

1.35 
-.__ 

6.90 
.84 
.47 

_ — _ 

Signif. 

NS 
^^ — 

.001 
NS 
NS 
_ — _ 

Female Sample 

Source 

Groups 
BG Error 
Total (BG) 

Vignettes 
Position 
Vig. X Pos. 
WG Error 
Total (WG) 

Grand Total 

SS 

9.83 
871.29 
881.12 

6.49 
1.81 
2.74 

166.88 
177.92 

1059.04 

df 

3 
52 
55 

3 
3 
6 

156 
168 

223 

MS 

3.28 
16."6 

2.16 
.60 
.46 

1.07 

F 

.20 

2.02 
.56 
.43 

Signif. 

NS 

NS 
NS 
NS 
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Table 7 (continued) 

Question 5 (Victim Femininity) 

Male Sample 

Source 

Groups 
BG Error 
Total (BG) 

Vignettes 
Position 
Vig. X Pos. 
WG Error 
Total (WG) 

Grand Total 

SS 

4.00 
226.82 
230.82 

58.47 
11.35 
10.80 

230.05 
260.67 

541.49 

df 

3 
44 
47 

3 
3 
6 

132 
144 

191 

MS 

1.33 
5.16 

19.49 
3.78 
i.80 
1.74 

F 

.26 
_ _ _ 

11.20 
2.17 
1.03 

— _ 

Signif. 

NS 
— — _ 

.001 
NS 
NS 

Female Sample 

Source 

Groups 
BG Error 
Total (BG) 

Vignettes 
Position 
Vig. X Pos. 
WG Error 
Total (WG) 

Grand Total 

SS 

71.51 
312.34 
383.85 

61.45 
5.43 
6.80 

309.03 
382.71 

766.56 

df 

3 
52 
55 

3 
3 
6 

156 
168 

223 

MS 

23.84 
6.01 

20.48 
1.81 
1.13 
1.98 

F 

3.97 

10.34 
.91 
.57 

Signif. 

.025 

.001 
NS 
NS 
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Table 8 
Gender X Vignette Type X Subjects 
Analysis of Variance 

Question 1 (Definition of Abuse) 

Source SS df 

G 

S/G 

V 

G X V 

V X S/G 

TOTAL 

2.31 

255.13 

440.11 

.67 

387.63 

1085.85 

1 

102 

3 

3 

306 

415 

MS 

2.31 

2.50 

.22 

1.27 

.92 

146.70 115.51 

.17 

Sig. 

NS 

.001 

NS 

eta 

.11 

Question 2 (Responsibility for Abuse) 

Source SS df MS Sig. eta 

G 

S/G 

V 

G X V 

V X S/G 

TOTAL 

5.64 

168.35 

280.44 

1.95 

279.59 

735.97 

1 

102 

3 

3 

306 

415 

5.64 

1.65 

.65 

.91 

3.42 

93.48 102.73 

.71 

NS 

.001 

NS 

.38 
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Table 8 (continued) 

Question 3 (Harm to the Victim) 

Source 

G 

S/G 

V 

G X V 

V X S/G 

TOTAL 

SS 

6.26 

261.34 

404.26 

2.39 

305.96 

980.21 

df 

1 

102 

3 

3 

306 

415 

MS 

6.26 

2.56 

134.75 

.80 

1.00 

F 

2.45 

134.75 

.80 

Sig. 

NS 

.001 

NS 

eta 

.41 

Question 4 (Perpetrator Masculinity) 

Source 

G 

S/G 

V 

G X 

V X 

V 

S/G 

TOTAL 

SS 

125. 

1163. 

38, 

6. 

384. 

1719. 

96 

93 

80 

37 

73 

79 

df 

1 

102 

3 

3 

306 

415 

MS 

125. 

11. 

12. 

2. 

1. 

t 

96 

41 

93 

12 

26 

F 

11. 

--

10. 

1. 

--

1 

04 

• — 

26 

68 

-— 

Sig. 

.001 

.001 

NS 

eta 

.07 

.02 
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Table 8 (continued) 

Question 5 (Victim Femininity) 

Source SS df MS F Sig. eta 

1 1.65 .28 NS 

102 5.87 

3 42.08 25.50 .001 .10 

3 .36 .22 NS 

306 1.65 

415 

G 

S/G 

V 

G X V 

V X S/G 

TOTAL 

1.65 

598.90 

126.23 

1.07 

505.20 

1233.05 
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INFORMED CONSENT FORM 

Dear Student: 

We would like to ask you to participate in this study of 
attitudes toward sexual behavior. 

Some of the questions here are very personal. Because they 
are personal, social scientists have been reluctant to 
investigate them in the past. But as you are certainly 
aware, family life has been undergoing profound changes in 
recent years, as have people's attitudes toward sex. If 
social scientists are to help families become healthier 
environments for living and growing up, if we are to help 
answer questions about important social issues like teenage 
pregnancy, sex education, child abuse and so forth, we need 
to know more about these personal things. 

We hope with this in mind, and the knowledge that everything 
you answer here is completely anonymous, that you will 
decide to participate. 

To help you decide, we want to say a little more about the 
questionnaire. The following questions consist of inquiries 
concerning your own sexual experiences and attitudes toward 
sexual behavior. It is possible that some of the 
information you might provide is not the type you would like 
others to know about. For one thing, it might be personally 
embarrassing or painful. For another thing, it may involve 
people besi(ie yourself, who would not want information 
divulged. Finally, believe it or not, some of the things 
you may be reporting may be against the law. This gives you 
some idea of how sensitive an area this is. So consider 
carefully whether you really want to participate. 

However, we do not want you to take risks that might 
endanger yourself or others in any way. As a matter of 
fact, we feel that you are perfectly safe in participating 
in the study, and we want to tell you the steps we are 
taking to safeguard your privacy. 

First of all, you are under no obligation to participate. 
It is not a course requirement. Much as we would like your 
cooperation, you should feel free not to fill out a 
questionnaire. In fact, if at any point while filling out 
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the questionnaire you decide you no longer wish to 
participate, you may stop wherever you are and fill out no 
more. Moreover, if there are any particular questions which 
you want to skip, you may do so. 
If you decide not to participate, you may do so discreetly. 
All questionnaires have a blank cover sheet. If you decide 
not to fill out any part, just turn in your questionnaire at 
the end of the period along with everyone else, and no one 
will be aware that your questionnaire is incomplete. 

Secondly, all questionnaires are completely anonymous. 
Nowhere on the questionnaire do we ask for your name, and we 
have carefully avoided asking questions that might identify 
you indirectly. Your questionnaire will ^e one of over 2 00 
that we will be collecting. The guestionnaires from this 
group will be mixed in with questionnaires from other groups 
so the chances of someone identifying your questionnaire is 
very low. All questionnaires will be guarded with the 
utmost of care. No one but the researchers will have access 
to them. 

Thirdly, because of the sensitive nature of the research, it 
is important that we have your fully informed consent to use 
your questionnaire. If you choose to participate, make a 
check in the box indicating consent. 

Unfortunately, if there are some of you here who are not at 
least 18, and thus still legally minors, we will not be able 
to use your questionnaire. According to law, minors need to 
obtain parental consent in order to participate in 
scientific research of this sort. If you are under 18, we 
are sorry to exclude you from the research, but 
unfortunately we have no other choice. So please turn in a 
blank questionnaire. 

Thank you for your cooperation. 

I have read the above and I agree to participate [ ] 
I have read the above and decided not to participate [ ] 
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This vignette and the others to follow are hypothetical 
events of sexual behavior. Read each vignette as a separate 
case and answer the questions that follow using your own 
opinion. MARK YOUR ANSWER ONLY ON THIS FORM BY PLACING AN 
"X" IN THE BLANK ABOVE THE APPROPRIATE CATEGORY. This is 
not a test to determine how familiar you are with legal 
definitions or opinions of "experts." Tell us what you 
think. — 

On the evening of June 11, a 16-year-old female was 
approached by a 25-year-old male. The 16-year-old was 
sitting alone at a local playground. Despite her 
efforts to push away the male's hands, he was able to 
fondle her genitals. 

a. Is this child sexual abuse? 

Definitely Definitely 
is not is abuse 
abuse 

b. Which person is the most responsible for this act? 

The male The female 

c. How harmful will this incident be to the female? 

NOT harmful Extremely 
at all harmful 

d. How masculine would you estimate the male to be? 

NOT masculine Very 
at all masculine 

e. How feminine would you estimate the female to be? 

NOT feminine Very 
at all feminine 
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VIGNETTES IN THE STUDY 

Resistant 16-year-old (16R) 

On the evening of June 11, a 16 year-old-female was 
approached by a 25-year-old male. The 16-year-old was 
sitting alone at a local playground. Despite her efforts to 
push away the male's hands, he was able to fondle her 
genitals. 

Resistant 9-year-old (9R) 

On the evening of June 11, a 9-year-old female was 
approached by a 25-year-Qld male. The 9-year-old was 
sitting alone at a local playground. Despite her efforts to 
push away the male's hands, he was able to fondle her 
genitals. 

Non-resistant 16-year-old (16N0R) 

On the evenirg of June 11, a 16-year-old female was 
approached by a 25-year-old male. The 16-year-old was 
sitting alone at a local playground. The male was able to 
fondle the female's genitals without physical resistance 
from her. 

Non-resistant 9-year-old (9N0R) 

On the evening of June 11, a 9-year-old female was 
approached by a 25-year-old male. The 9-year-old was 
sitting alone at a local playground. The male was able to 
fondle the female's genitals without physical resistance 
from her. 



125 

SECTION B 

WITH A #2 PENCIL, RESPOND TO THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS BY 
BLACKENING EITHER THE "1" (TRUE) OR "2" (FALSE) OVALS ON THE 
COMPUTER ANSWER SHEET. 

61. Before voting, I thoroughly investigate the 
qualifications of all the candidates. 
(1) true (2) false 

62. I never hesitate to go out of my way to help someone in 
trouble. 
(1) true (2) false 

63. It is sometimes hard for me to go on with my work if 
I am not encouraged. 
(1) true (2) false 

64. I have never intensely disliked someone. 
(1) true (2) false 

65. On occasion, I have had doubts about by ability to 
succeed in life. 
(1) true (2) false 

66. I sometimes feel resentful when I don't get my way. 
(1) true (2) false 

67. I am always careful about my manner of dress. 
(1) true (2) false 

68. My table manners at home are as good as when I eat out 
in a restaurant. 
(1) true (2) false 

69. If I could get into a movie without paying and be sure I 
was not seen, I would probably do it. 
(1) true (2) false 

70. On a few occasions, I have given up doing something 
because I thought too little of my ability. 
(1) true (2) false 

71. I like to gossip at times. 
(1) true (2) false 
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72. There have been times when I felt like rebelling against 
people in authority even though I knew they were right. 
(1) true (2) false 

73. No matter who I'm talking to, I'm always a good 
listener. 
(1) true (2) false 

74. I can remember "playing sick" to get out of something. 
(1) true (2) false 

75. There have been occasions when I took advantage of 
someone. 
(1) true (2) false 

76. I'm always willing to admit it when I make mistake. 
(1) true (2) false 

77. I always try to practice what I preach. 
(1) true (2) false 

78. I don't find it particularly difficult to get along with 
loud-mouthed, obnoxious people. 
(1) true (2) false 

79. I sometimes try to get even, rather than forgive and 
forget. 
(1) true (2) false 

80. When I don't know something, I don't at all mind 
admitting it. 
(1) true (2) false 

81. I am always courteous, even to people who are 
disagreeable. 
(1) true (2) false 

82. At times, I have really insisted on having things my own 
way. 
(1) true (2) false 

83. There have been occasions when I felt like smashing 
things. 
(1) true (2) false 



127 

84. I would never think of letting someone else be punished 
for my wrongdoings. 
(1) true (2) false 

85. I never resent being asked to return a favor. 
(1) true (2) false 

86. I have never been irked when people expressed ideas very 
different from my own. 
(1) true (2) false 

87. I never make a long trip without checking the safety of 
my car. 
(1) true (2) false 

88. There have been times when I was quite jealous of the 
good fortune of others. 
(1) true "(2) false 

89. I have almost never felt the urge to tell someone off. 
(1) true (2) false 

90. I am sometimes irritated by people who ask favors of me. 
(1) true (2) false 

91. I have never felt that I was punished without cause. 
(1) true (2) false 

92. I sometimes think when people have a misfortune, they 
only got what they deserved. 
(1) true (2) false 

93. I have never deliberately said something that hurt 
someone's feelings. 
(1) true (2) false 
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SECTION C 
ON THE COMPUTER ANSWER SHEET, PLEASE FILL IN THE RESPONSE 
THAT ANSWERS THE STATEMENT ACCURATELY FOR YOU USING THE 
SCALE BELOW. 

+ + + ^ ^ ^ ^ 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Strongly Strongly 
agree disagree 
94. A man should fight when the woman he's with is insulted 

by another man. 

95. It is acceptable for the woman to pay for the date. 

96. A woman should be a virgin when she marries. 

97. There is something wrong with a woman who doesn't want 
to marry and raise a family. 

98. A wife should never contradict her husband in public. 

99. It is better for a woman to use her feminine charm to 
get what she wants rather than ask for it outright. 

100. It is acceptable for a woman to have a career, but 
marriage and family should come first. 

101. It looks worse for a woman to be drunk than for a man 
to be drunk. 

102. There is nothing wrong with a woman going to a bar 
alone. 

103. A woman will only respect a man who will lay down the 
law to her. 

104. Many women are so demanding sexually that a man just 
can't satisfy them. 

105. A man's got to show the woman who's boss right from the 
start or he'll end up henpecked. 

106. Women are usually sweet until they've caught a man, but 
then they let their true self show. 
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+ + + + ^ ^ ^ 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

Strongly Strongly 
^gree disagree 
107. A lot of men talk big, but when it comes down to it, 

they can't perform well sexually. 

108 In a dating relationship, a woman is largely out to 
take advantage of a man. 

109. Men are out for only one thing. 

110. Most women are sly and manipulating when they are out 
to attract a man. 

111. A lot of women seem to get pleasure in putting men 
down. 

112. A woman who initiates a sexual encounter will probably 
have sex with anybody. 

113. A woman shouldn't give in sexually to a man too easily 
he'll think she's loose. 

114. Men have a biologically stronger sex drive than women. 

115. A nice woman will be offended or embarassed by dirty 
jokes. 

116. Masturbation is a normal sexual activity. 

117. People should not have oral sex. 

118. I would have no respect for a woman who engages in 
sexual relationships without any emotional involvement. 

119. Having sex during the menstrual period is unpleasant. 

120. The primary goal of sexual intercourse should be to 
have children. 

121. Women have the same needs for a sexual outlet as men. 

122. People today should not use "an eye for an eye and a 
tooth for a tooth" as a rule of living. 
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123. Being roughed up is sexually stimulating to many women. 

124. Many times a woman will pretend she doesn't want to 
have intercourse because she doesn't want to seem 
loose, but she's really hoping the man will force her. 

125. A wife should move out of the house if her husband hits 
her. 

126. Sometimes the only way a man can get a cold woman 
turned on is to use force. 

127. A man is never justified in hitting his wife. 
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I SECTION D 

ON THE COMPUTER ANSWER SHEET, PLEASE FILL IN THE RESPONSE 
THAT ANSWERS THE QUESTION ACCURATELY FOR YOU. 

128. I am a: 
(1) male (2) female 

129. My religious heritage is: 
(1) Protestant (Baptist, Lutheran, etc.) (2) Catholic 
(3) none (4) other 

130. With regard to religion, I consider myself to be: 
(1) Very religious (2) Moderately religious 
(3) Neutral (4) Moderately anti-religious 
(5) Very anti-religious 

131. My ethnic heritage is: 
(1) Black (2) White-non-Hispanic (3) White-Hispanic 
(4) Oriental (5) Other 

132. My age is: 
(1) 18-20 (2) 20-22 (3) 23-25 

133. I was raised in an area that was: 
(1) Farm or small village 
(2) Town of 10,000 or less 
(3) Town or 10,000 to 50,000 
(4) City of 50,000 to 200,000 
(5) City of 200,00 or more 

134. My family's total income last year was: 
(1) $10,000 or less (2) $10,001 to $20,000 
(3) $20,001 to $35,000 (4) $35,001 to $50,000 
(5) $50,001 - up 

135. My parents' educational level is: 
(1) One or both have graduate degrees 
(2) One or both graduated from college 
(3) One or both had some college 
(4) One or both graduated from high school 
(5) Neither parent completed high school 
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136. BEFORE THE AGE OF 17, were you ever sexually approached 
without physical contact (e.g., sexual invitations, 
indecent exposure, etc.) or were involved in sexual 
behaviors (sexual touching, kissing to sexual 
intercourse) with someone 5 OR MORE YEARS OLDER than 
you? 
(1) yes (2) no 

137. Do you consider the incident(s) as abusive? 
(1) yes (2) no 

138. Have you ever sexually approached (no physical contact) 
someone or had sexual contact (physical contact) with 
someone who was at least 5 YEARS YOUNGER than you AND 
was YOUNGER THAN 17 YEARS OLD? 
(1) yes (2) no 

139. Since the age of 17 years, have you ever been involved 
sexual behaviors against your will? 
(1) yes (2) no 

140. Have you ever used coercion (e.g., physical force or 
verbal threats) to obtain sexual participation from 
anyone age 17 years or older? 
(1) yes (2) no 


