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Abstract

Research bas demonstrated that for a significant minority of men.

exposure to sexually violent media results in a series of changes. These men

are more likely to be sexually aroused by sexually violent stimuli. and also

believe in certain rape myths and admit a greater likelihood to sexual

aggression. The construct Attraction to Sexual Aggression. which

comprises the affective. cognitive and behavioral responses to sexually

aggressive media. has been proposed by Malamuth (1989a.. 1989b). The

Attraction to Sexual Aggression Scale has been developed as a dependent

measure of the construct. A study by Malamuth and Check (1983) proposed

that lack of pleasurable physically affectionate experiences with women

may contribute to sexual aggression. This proposai reflects the theory put

forward by Prescott (1977), who hypothesized that lack of physical

affection at critical stages of development results in a greater propensity

towards aggressive behavior. The current study is an initial investigation

into attraction to sexual aggression and physical affection experiences.

x



• Résumé

Les recherches ont démontré qu'une minoritée significative d'hommes

réagissent d'une façon particulière aux médias sexuellement violents d'une

fa~n particuliêre. Ces hommes ont plus de chances d'être stimulés

sexuellement par ces médias, croient aux mythes sur le viol et admettent

lIne certaine attirance envers l'agression sexueIle. La théorie de l'attrait

envers les agressions sexuelles, qui inclut les réponses affectives,

cognitives, et comportementales, a été proposée par Malamuth. Ce dernier

a construit une écheIle de mesure nommée, "The Attraction to Sexual

Aggression Scale". Selon lui, le manque d'affection physique peut être en

partie responsable de l'agression sexuelle. Cet énoncé rejoint la théorie de

Prescott qui émit l'hypothèse que le manque de l'affection physique aux

étapes critiques du développement mène aux comportements agressifs. Ce

travail porte sur l'évaluation initiale des liens entre l'attrait envers les

agressions sexuelles et le vécu affectif.

XI
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Introduction

Much of what is known todayabout sexual aggression in the non­

criminal population has evolved as a result of studies into the effects of

sexually explicit rnaterials upon the attitudes and behavior of consumers.

Specifically, the concem about pomography has centered around the

contention that exposure to sexually explicit materials predisposes the

consumer to inappropriate, excessive. or aggressive sexual behavior. The

establishment of the United States President's Commission on Obscenity

and Pomography in 1968 began a series of empirical investigations whose

underlying purpose was to determine whether or not exposure to sexually

explicit rnaterials influences behavior and, if 50, to what extent that

behavior is harmful to others. The contributors to the Commission

reported that pomography was not harmful, tbat there was Iittle agreement

on what it was (Wilson & Abelson, 1972), that criminals convicted of

sexual crimes had had in fact less exposure to it than 'normals' (Goldstein

& Kant, 1974), and its main effect on subjects' behavior seemed to be a

short term rise in sexual activity (Mann, Sidman, & Starr, 1973).

In contrast 10 these early studies which relied largely on subjects' self

report, later studies adopted the more sophisticated labora1ory methods of

exposing subjects to pornographic stimuli and measuring their reactions.

Not surprisingly, the main effect of erotic and non-violent sexual stimuli is

sexual arousal which leads 10 an increase in either intercourse or

masturbation immediately following exposure for both men and women,

with few differences between the sexes (Schmidt, 1975; Schmidt & Sigusch,

1970; Schmidt, Sigusch, & Scbafer, 1973). Mann, Sidman, and Starr

(1973) noted that this increase in frequency of intercourse or masturbation

1
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• immOOiately following exposure did not alter weekly frequency rates of

sexual activity for married couples, but rather 100 to their choosing the

evening immOOiately following exposure as opposOO to any other evening.

Despite these early conclusions that exposure to sexually explicit

materials does not lead to increases in harmful behavior, the cbanging

content of pornographie materials from the merely erotic and sexual in

varying degrees of explicitness to the combination of sexual and violent

images has led 10 suggestions that exposure 10 violent sexual stimuli

conditions men to associate sexual arousaI with violence (Donnerstein,

Linz. & Penrod, 1987). Furthermore, critics charge that violent sexual

stimuli contributes to an atmosphere which at best denigrates women and

women's sexuality and, at worst promotes sexual aggression against women

(Lederer, 1980). Concern for the possible link between exposure to violent

sexual stimuli and sexually violent behavior has resulted in two more

government reports, the Attorney General's Commission on Pornography

Report (1986) in the United States and in Canada. the Report of the Special

Committee on Pornography and Prostitution (Canada. 1985). While much

of the research conductOO after 1975 bas focused upon investigating a link

between exposure 10 violent sexual stimuli and sexually violent behavior,

the Special Committee on Pornography and Prostitution (Canada, 1985)

found little conclusive scientific evidence 10 support such a position.

Despite this conclusion, pornography remains a sensitive social issue. The

Attorney General's Commission (1986) based its recommendations on

much of the same research as did the Canadian Committee (1985). In

reporting the aetivities of a special workshop convened in oroer 10 report

to the Attorney General, Koop (1987) stated that pomography does

2
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• contribute to attitudes and behavior which in tum are harmful and even

destructive to people and to society. The controversy continues.

As the content of pomography has changed over the last thirty years.

so has the nature of the research stimuli. Research conducted in the late

sixties and early seventies used still photos of partially nude or nude

women, or audio-visual stimuli, much of it developed especially for the

purposes of research (e.g., films used to assess arousal by Schmidt (1975).

Since then, however, the stimuli used in sexual aggression research has

varied considerably and includes audio-taped stories, written stories. as

weil as widely distributed feature length movies and video (Linz. 1989).

Terrnioology

The last two decades have seen a shift in social and scientific concem

from pomography to sexual aggression. Concern originally focused on

anti-social attitudes and behavior being the direct result of exposure to

sexually explicit materials. Since the early seventies, the field has

broadened to encompass a much wider range of behavior, sexual

aggression, which results from many factors. including exposure to

sexually explicit media.

3
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Review of the Literature

SexuaJ Aggression and PornQgraphy

ln looking back over the literature on sexual aggression and on

pomography, one of the impressions which emerges is that of the evolution

from a relatively simple cause and effect type model to a complex and

statistically sopmsticated interactive model which reflects a variety of

influences. The earlier univariate models tend to focus ~lpon either the

affective or cognitive components which are believed to lead to the

likelihood to sexually aggress, and have a certain sophistication from the

point of view of experimental design. The later models take the expanded

view that sexual aggression results from the interaction of a number of

variables - physiological, affective, cognitive, and developmental. As weil,

the theories underiying sexual aggression reflect the fact that it is very

much a multidisciplinary field which bas been extensively studied by

feminists, social psychologists, communication theorists, clinical

psychologists and forensic scientists. Table 1 lists the most frequently

researched variables.

Many of the experiments reviewed below foIlow similar procedures. A

subject, who may or may not have been previously provoked, is exposed to

a stimulus, usually a film or a story. Depending upon the condition, the

content of the stimulus may he either sexual, sexual and aggressive, or

neutral. A variety of dependent measures - mostly self report

questionnaires, as weIl as devices such as penile strain gauges - determine

the subject's response.

4



Affection and sexual aggression

• Table 1

Researched Variables on the Impact of Vjolent Pornograph)'.JlIl.cLSex.ual

Aggression

5

SocioculoJ[al

attitudes

sex role stereotypes

maladjustment

beliefs

.Behayiora1

Affective/Cognitiye

sexual arousal

sexual desire

fantasies

hostility

psychopathology

Sexual

frustration

motivation

Iikelihood to forcellikelihood to rape

past coercive behavior

criminal behavior

The Soclocultural Model

The sociocultural model posits that pomography is part of a larger

culture, "which promotes and condones rape, woman-battering, and other

crimes against women" (Lederer, 1980, p.20). As such, pomography may

not hé a significant contributor 10 individual aets of sexual violence but

provides an added stimulus 10 other influential factors such as belief in rape

myths, greater acceptance of interpersonal violence, sexually aggressive

fantasies, and 50 on. The feminist writers such as Lederer (1980) constitute

a very vocal lobbying group against pomography, in particular violent
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• pornography. However, they have contributed Iittle in the way of empirical

evidence to support their views.

There is substantial evidence which suggests that exposure to aggressive

pornography does result in changes in attitudes towards women and rape.

Malamuth and Check (1981) reported that male subjects who viewed a

sexually violent film as part of a campus film series expressed a greater

acceptance of interpersonal violence against women than those subjects who

saw a non-sexual and non-violent film. The subjects did not know that they

were participating in an experiment, and did not see any relationship

between the films they signed up to see and the questionnaires which they

filled out several weeks after the viewing.

In contrast to the data yielded by Malamuth and Check's field

experiment, Padgen, Brislin-Slutz and Neal (1989) found that the number

of hours of exposure to pornography did not adequately predict attitudes

towards women. In fact, the patrons of the adult theater who viewed more

pornography than the male and female college students in the sample, had

more favorable attitudes towards women than the students. In another study

reported by the same authors, attitudes towards women did not change

significantly as a result of exposure to erotica.

An experiment designed to explore the consequences of continued

exposure to pomography on beliefs in general and attitudes towards

women conducted by Zillman and Bryant (1982) showed a number of

significant changes in attitudes and perceptions. Massive exposure to stimuli

which showed "uncommon" sexual practices such as group sex, led subjects

to believe that these practices were much more common than reported by

either Kinsey or Hunt (Zillman & Bryant, 1982). Furthermore, exposure

promoted what the authors termed "sexual callousness toward women", in

6
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• the sense of loss of compassion and support for women's causes and

recommendations for reduced sentences for rapists.

Malamuth and Check (1985) tested the hypothesis that men exposed to

pornography which depicted women as enjoying rape would express a

belief in similar types of rape myths. Portraying women as enjoying rape

does increase males' belief in this rape myth. As weil. pornography which

not only shows that the woman enjoys the rape but also becomes arousecl.

may help support attitudes and beliefs generally in favour of rape and

sexual force (Malamuth & Check 198Oa; Malamuth & Check. 1985).

Exposure to violent sexual stimuli also serves to justify men's sexual

aggression (Malamuth, 1984). Hall and Hirschman (1991) refer to belief in

rape myths and justifications for rape as cognitive appraisals which may be

conditioned through cultural or social processes. The process is as follows:

the more a man views stimuli which depict sexually aggressive behavior

towards women in a neutral or positive fashion, the less likely he is to view

that behavior as morally wrong. Given the assurance that he will not be

caught by authorities, he may admit an increased likelihood to rape or

force.

Yet another cognitive variable which apPears to be related to both the

likelihood to rape or force, and past coercive behavior, is coercive sexual

fantasies (Greencilinger & Bryne, 1986). At least one study demonstrated

that exposure to sexually violent stimuli produces sexually violent fantasies

(Malamuth, 1981). Greencilinger & Bryne (1986) explored the role of

coercive sexual fantasies in men and the link with past sexual aggression.

Coercive fantasies were significandy correlated with likelihood to rape,

rape myth acceptanee. and aggressive tendencies. As weil, past coercive

sexual behavior correlated significandy with coercive sexual fantasies and

7



Affection and sexual aggression

• aggressive tendencies. However, Greendlinger and Byrne report that past

coercive sexual behavior and Iikelihood to rape were not significantly

associated with each other. The authors acknowledge that the Iink between

a coercive sexual fantasy, attitudes supporting rape, and actual coercive

sexual behavior is tenuous and to date, poorly understood.

I.jkeljbood to Rape or Force

Malamuth and Check (198Oa, 1980b, 1983) identified a group of men

within the "normal" population of males (as opposed to convicted sex

offenders) who acknowledge a likelihood to rape or likelihood to force.

Likelihood to rape is defined as the self reported inclination to rape or

aggress against a woman if the subject is assured that he would not be

caught or punished. Likelihood to force is defined as the self reported

Iikelihood to force a woman to do something sexual that she doesn't want to

do if given the same type of assurances. In reviewing a number of studies,

Donnerstein, Linz and Penrod (1987) state that high likelihood to rape or

force ratings occur consistently in up to 30% of subjects tested.

The two characteristics which appear 10 best differentiate men who

admit a certain Iikelihood from men who admit no likelihood at ail are 1)

havjng call0us attitudes about rape and belief in rape myths (e.g., agreeing

with a statement such as, "Women like 10 be raped") and, 2) to be sexually

aroused by rape depictions (Malamuth & Donnerstein, 1984).

Several studies have looked at why some men acknowledge likelihood 10

rape or force. Briere and Malamuth (1983) tested alternative hypotheses

that the likelihood was related either 10 sociocultural factors such as

attitudes and beliefs. or 10 sexual factors such as sexual frustration or

8
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• maladjustment. These results indicate that sexual factors do not explain a

high likelihood to rape or force. Briere and Malamuth (1983) concluded

that likelihood to rape or force was consistent with calloused attitudes

towards rape and belief in rape myths. A later study (Malamuth, Check &

Briere, 1986) rejected the importance of sexual factors in explaining sexual

arousal to aggression and supported the sociocultural mode\.

When referring to likelihood to rape or force. it is important to

distinguish between those men who become sexually aroused by rape

depictions in which the woman becomes sexually aroused and appears to

enjoy the sexual act, and those in which the rapist clearly acts against the

woman's will. While sorne men become sexually aroused by rape depictions

where the woman becomes aroused as well, other men become aroused and

admit a likelihood to rape or force when the woman professes disgust

(Check & Malamuth, 1983). This distinction is important for several

reasons. First, it serves to differentiate those men who admit a likelihood to

rape or force despite the negative reactions of the V/oman. Second, it

demonstrates the importance of the portrayal of the woman's response to

sexual aggression. A positive response on the part of the woman increases

sexual arousal in sorne men (Malamuth & Check, 1983). As well, assigning

negative charaeteristics to the woman such as the reputation of being

sexually "loose" enhances likelihood to rape or force (Smeaton & Bryne,

1987).

9
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• ArousaLModels

"Sexual arousal in the male perpetrator is an obvious and important

component in Most acts of rape" (Barbaree & Marshall, 1991, pg.622).

Equally obvious is the l'Ole that emotional arousal - anger in particular ­

plays in rape. Sexually aggressive behavior results from the complex

interaction of both sexual arousal and arousal to anger, according to

Barbaree and Marshall, who proposed a 6 model explanation of arousal in

rape. Each of these models focuses upon a different relationship between

the aggressive aspects of rape and the rapist's sexual response. Briefly, the

control models postulate that the rapist is unable to suppress his sexual

arousal, and/or has a preference for coercive sex, as opposed to the non­

rapist who May in fact be aroused but is able to control or suppress his

arousal. The excitatory model assumes that the violence excites the sexual

aggressor.

ln particular, two models have provoked a number of studies: the

disinhibition model and the inhibition model. Basically, the inhibition

model proposes that emotional and/or cognitive responses 10 the rape

descriptions inhibit the subject's arousal to the sexual aggression in some

way. On the other band. the disinhibition model proposes the reverse - that

the subject's emotional state or cognitive set increases the sexual arousal.

Inhibitors to sexual arousal 10 rape include positive attitudes towards

women and sensitivity to her pain and suffering. The effects of these

variables upon the likelihood 10 rape or force scales have been enumerated

in previous sections of this review.

The-disinhibition model of sexual aggression best explains acquaintance

rape or date rape, and thus MaY account for the greatest number of rapes

(Barbaree & Marshall, 1991). Check and Mala."'Duth (1983) noted some

10
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• interesting reactions to differences between acquaintance and stranger rape.

Their subjects reported greater arousal to the acquaintance rape story. and

perceived the woman's response to rape more favorably in the acquaintance

rape story than in the stranger rape story. Other disinhibitors include

anger. negative attitudes towards women. exposure to violent sexual

stimuli. and alcohol.

Physiological Amnsal

The physiologica1 arousal aspect of sexual aggression has been

extensively studied in both convicted sex offenders and in so-called

"normal" males. As Hall and Hirschman (1991) point out. the physiologica1

arousal model implies tbat in some men arousal is so compelling that they

lose control of their bebavior. Probably the best argument against arousal

as the most important predisposing factor in sexual aggression is the

finding tbat many sexual offenders are not highly aroused. together with

the faet that ManY nonsexually aggressive males experience a degree of

sexual arousal to sexually violent stimuli.

An early hypothesis to be tested involved the potential differences in

sexual arousal between convicted rapists and sex offenders, and "normals"

who professed a strong inclination to rape. Abel, Barlow, Blanchard and

Guild (1977) found that men who admit a strong inclination to rape but

who have not raped. are sexually aroused by the same materials as those

which arouse convicted rapists. The finding tbat a significant minority of

otherwise "normal" men bave a strong inclination to rape, who respond to

sexually violent stimuli by becoming sexually aroused. and who thus

resemble convicted rapists in some ways. is important. This suggests tbat

there is something unique to the perceptions and/or experience of sexual

1 1
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• violence that differentiates the two groups. One of these differences may be

the ability to respond to both sexual and aggressive cues simultaneously, a

response which is inhibited in most men (Barbaree & Marshall, 1991).

Studying convicted sex offenders and comparing their reactions to other

men poses a number of methodological problems, not the least of which is

the reliability of the offenders to report accurately what induced them to

rape. The conclusion reached by Abel (cited in Barbaree & Marshall) as

well as by Malamuth (1983, 1986) and Malamuth and Check (1983) was

that the inclination to rape and/or sexually aggress is a variable which

occurs across the general population of males. A much earlier study by

Goldstein and Kant (1974) noted that convicted sex criminals had had less

exposure to pomography and came from repressive sexual backgrounds.

The finding that sexual arousal to violc::nt stimuli occurs in the non­

crirninal population has led to considerable research, in particular amongst

university students. In particular, the laboratory studies conducted by

Malamuth and his associates allowed the comparison between objective

measures and self report scales of sexual arousal to sexual aggression.

Malamuth. Check and Briere (1986) conducted two experiments in which

they studied the relationship between aggression and sexual arousal, and

compared penile strain gauges and/or self reported degree of arousal. They

identified two distinct groups. For the first group, who represent 70% of

the sample, the presence of aggression in conjonction with sexually

stimulating rnaterial inhibited arousal. In the remaining 30% of subjects

who reported a relatively high level of arousal to sexually violent stimuli,

the presence of aggression enhanced the level of sexual arousal,

particularly when it as measured by penile tumescence. Malamuth et al.

(1986) also concluded that men who report a high sexual arousal to rape

12
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• aIso acknowledge a greater acceptance of violence against women and wish

to dominate women than those who are not aroused by sexual force or

rape. This study confirmed the usefulness of the self reported sexual

arousaI scale, as opposed to penile tumescence strain gauges.

Anger and AggressiQn Srndjes

The hypothesized relationship between sex and aggression dates back to

Freud, aIthough the effects of sexuai arousal on behavioral aggression have

not been widely investigated. Indeed. it is presumed that in the so-called

"normal" male, sexuai arousal and anger cannot occur simultaneously

(Barbaree and Marshall, 1991). A very early study by Jaffe. Malamuth.

Feingold and Feshbach (1974) looked at the potential effects of sexuai

arousaI on behavioral aggression in order to assess the relative importance

of sexuai arousaI versus general arousaI to stimuli. Unlike later studies.,

this one used only erotic and neutral stimuli, as opposed to sexually violent

stimuli. Behavioral aggression was measured by electric shocks

administered by a bogus shock machine. The results, that sexuaily aroused

men and women delivered more intense shocks than nonaroused subjects,

suggest a link between sex and aggression.

One of the predominant characteristics of rapists, according to Groth

(1979) is hostility towardc; women. Check and Malamuth reported the

initial development of the thirty item Hostility Towards Women Scale in

1983. The scale became the subject of Check's (1985) unpublished doctoral

thesis. Items included statements such as "Women irritate me a great deai

more than 1 am aware of", and "When 1 look back at what's happened to

me, 1 don't feel at ail resentful towards the women in my life". Closely

related to hostility are personality factors, such as antisocial characteristics.

13
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• J lIc:>e uave ue::en measurea oy me l'sychotlcism S~:~ of the Eysenck

• """"lIdm} \lueSLlonnalfe. AS MaIamuth (1986) states, the P scale reflects a

variable which stretches across the nonnal, non psychiatrie population, and

has been shown to relate closely to sexual aggression.

While Malamuth and his associates have looked at variables such as the

sexually violent content of pomography, attitudes, and some personality

traits such as hostility, as potential predictors of sexual aggression, another

series of studies have focused upon the affective factors such as anger as the

predominant contributors to sexual aggression. An experiment by Baron

and Bell (1977) provides a good example of how anger bas been

investigated.

Baron and Bell hypothesized that exposure to mild erotica would inhibit

aggression and conversely, that exposure to more arousing stimuli would

facilitate aggression. Male subjects were first either angered or treated in a

neutral manner by a confederate, and then exposed to different types of

pictorial stimuli, including mildly erotic and explicit sexual pictures.

Subsequent to viewing the pictures, subjects were given the opportunity to

aggress by means of administering an electric shock against the confederate

who had initially treated them. Interestingly, Baron and Bell found that

exposure to mild erotica facilitated aggression, while exposure to more

explicit sexual stimuli had no apparent effect upon subject's aggressive

behavior.

Mueller and Donnerstein (1981) investigated the effects of film

facilitated arousal upon pro or antisocial behavior in two similar

experiments. Again, subjects were first treated in a positive or neutral

fashion by a confederate, and then exposed to either an arousing or neutral.

i.e., nonarousing, film. Following exposure. subjects were instructed to
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• either reward or punish the confederate by means of a modified Buss

machine. The second experiment replicated the first. except that the neutral

condition was made less positive. The data strongly support the notion that

arousal from one source transfers to another: in the first study. subjects

who viewed the arousing film rewarded the confederate. regardless of the

treatment. The second study confirmed the excitation transfer model in that

subjects who were treated in a positive fashion and shown an arousing film

rewarded more. while subjects who received negative treatment and viewed

the arousing film rewarded less.

Donnerstein (1983) maintains that the aggression in violent sexual

stimuli triggers aggressive responses in subjects. and that they associate

aetual women with women in films. In a study designed to assess the

influence of aggressive erotica on aggressive behavior towards women.

Donnerstein found an increase in aggression towards women in previously

angered males only after exposure to the aggressive erotic film. He

suggests tbat the combination of anger arousal and sexual arousal lead to

heightened aggressive responses towards women. and speculates that the

men unconsciously transfer their angry feelings towards the confederate

and/or towards the woman in the film on to 'whatever woman with whom

they are subsequently paired.

According to Donnerstein (1983). previously angered subjects respond

differently to vietim pain eues. He cites a 19r] study by Baron in wbieh

victim pain eues actually inereased aggression in higbly provoked subjects.

whereas in non-angered subjects. vietim pain eues reduced aggression. A

possible explanation for this is what Hall and Hirschman (1991) refer to as

affective dyscontrol whieh occurs in individuals who have diffieulty

modulating affect.
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• The conclusions drawn by Donnerstein (1983) consistently point to a

number of factors which Malamuth and his associates have aiso isolated.

They also specifically point to violent content as opposed to sexual content

as the primary trigger of sexual aggression. As Donnerstein (1983) writes,

[These studies] point to the importance of the female's association

with observed violence as a critical component in the facilitation

of aggression toward women. As we have seen, aggression toward

male targets is not affected by exposure to aggressive erotica in

which a female is the victim. Furthermore. while anger instigation

does tend to heighten the level of aggression, facilitated

aggression can occur in the absence of prior instigation. These

findings suggest that even nonsexual images of aggression toward

women can act to increase the Iikelihood of subsequent aggressive

behavior towards female victims.

Second, these studies point to the role of the victim's reaction

in the film as a crucial factor in how male subjects behave toward

a female. As we noted earlier, a common theme in pornography is

that women enjoy aggression (p.233).
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• Multiyariate Models

Looking back over the research cited so far in this review. a number of

variables emerge fairly consistently as being related to sexual aggression.

To begin. the sexually violent content of the stimulus. as weil as

characteristics of the woman in the stimulus. i.e.• ·that she enjoys the

violence, and that she knows the perpetrator, may provoke aggressive

responses in sorne subjects. As weil, subjects who espouse attitudes which

generally favour sexual aggression, who become aroused by sexual

violence, and who believe that sexual violence is arousing to others. also

contribute to a self reported Iikelihood to sexually aggress. Other work bas

emphasized childhood experiences (Groth, 1977).

Much of the research which has so far been cited in this review focuses

on direct effects of media violence, namely the thought patterns and

affective responses to certain types of media depictions. It has been c1early

demonstrated that exposure to sexually violent materials results in anti­

social attitudes and aggressive behavior in a small but statistically

significant group. of men (Donnerstein, Linz, & Penrod, 1987). A major

question to emerge from ail the different studies on sexual aggression and

sexually violent pornography is: if and how do ail these variables interact

to produce sexually aggressive behavior?

Malamuth (1986) tested the predictive value of three theoretical models

of the causes of sexual aggression: the single factor model, which postulates

that sexual aggression stems from a single factor; the additive model, which

suggests that several factors combine sequentially; and the interactive

model, which presumes that a number of factors interact. The dependent

measure consisted of self reported past sexual aggression with

acquaintances. Predictors included arousal, hostility towards women, the
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• urge to dominate. attitudes facilitating aggression. and sexual experience.

As expected. ail of the factors significantly contributed to predicting

naturalistic (self reported past acts. as opposed to likelihood to aggress

models or laboratory aggression) sexual aggression. Furthermore. the

interactive model in which factors combine in a synergistic fashion. results

in high levels of sexual aggression. By contrast, any single factor operating

alone is extremely unlikely to produce sexual aggression.

Two models of sexual aggression have been proposed which integrate

many of the previous findings. Recently, Hall and Hirschman (1991)

proposed a complex multivariate model of sexual aggression which

incorporates many of these earlier findings. The theory rests upon four

important components: physiology, cognitive appraisal, affective

dyscontrol. and specific developmentally related personality factors.

According to the theory, séX'Ually aggressive behavior results from the

complex interaction of ail of these components.

The physiological aspect of sexual aggression has been extensively

studied in both convicted sex offenders and in the so-called "normal"

environment. As Hall and Hirschman (1991) point out, the physiological

arousal model implies that in sorne men arousal is so compelling that they

lose control of their behavior. Probably the best argument against arousal

as the most important predisposing factor in sexual aggressi~n is the

finding that many sexual offenders are not highly aroused, together with

the fact that many non sexually aggressive men admit to a certain arousal to

sexually violent stimuli.

The factors which have been consistently found to influence sexually

aggressive tendencies are the cognitive factors - belief in rape myths and

rape supportive attitudes. Hall and Hirschman (1991) suggest that the
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• decision to rape may be based upon cenain cognitive appraisals: negative

perceptions of women. the belief that women enjoy rape. excuses such as

over indulgence in alcohol. Many of the studies cited here point to the

importance of cognitive factors. in particular negative attitudes towards

women and rape-supportive attitudes.

The third component cited by Hall and Hirschman is affective

dyscontrol. Theoretically. negative affective states such as depression.

anger and hostility may provide the basis for sexual aggression in sorne

males. The role that affective dyscontrol plays in sexual aggression has

been clearly delineated by researchers such as Donnerstein. and Barbaree

and Marshall.

Developmental issues may weIl be the cause of cenain personality traits

which may interact with the other three factors in producing sexually

aggressive behavior. In particular. family violence. parental neglect.

physical and/or sexual abuse and other negative aspects of the family of

origin may weil help to create antisocial personality characteristics. which

in tum influence sexual aggression. This component is considered widely

responsible for cenain types oT'lii;XUal offenders (Hall & Hirschman. 1991).

Malamuth and Briere's (1986) modellooks at the influence of both non­

sexual and sexual violence in the media as being major influences in the

cultural forces which form attitudes and beliefs regarding male-female

relationships. They cite a number of content analyses which point to a

substantial amount of nonsexual media violence, which in conjunction with

an increase over the past decade in the sexual media violence, provides a

global environment which supports violence in general against women.

The other half of the model looks at individual experiences, such as home

environment and traumatic events. The indirect effects model posits tbat
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• underlying each of these two major originating variables, namely cultural

forces and individual experiences, lie intennee!iate variables which have a

major indirect influence on sexually aggressive behavior.

Malamuth, Sockloskie, Koss, and Tanaka (1991) conductee! a large scale

study of the characteristics of aggressors against women, which testee! a

structural equation model incorporating direct and indirect effects of both

sexual and nonsexual aggression. With a sample of 2,652 college men

from across the Unitee! States, the stated goal of this research was to

develop "a parsimonious model encompassing the "central" causes of

aggression against women" (p.671). The model consistee! of two main

paths, delinquency being the central focus of one and sexual acting out

being the focus of the other. Ali of the variables includee! in the model

were hypothesized to belong to latent factors, and all of the variables were

derivee! from the results of previous studies. Of these, the most frequently

citee! in past research are attitudes supporting aggression and hostile

masculinity. The dependent measures for these factors includee! Check's

(1985) Hostility Toward Women Scale and Burt's (1980) Rape Myth

Acceptance Scale, Acceptance of Interpersonal Violence Scale, and the

Adversarial Sexual Beliefs Scale.

The model also included two variables measuring hostile childhood

experiences, which are presumed to influence the delinquency path in

particular. The inclusion of variables measuring the home environmerit in

the family of origin represents an important step in beginning to

understand the etiology of sexual and non-sexuaI aggression. According to

the authors, the general framework of the model reflects the ecological

approach to human development which moves from smaller 10 greater

units of influence, beginning with the home environment and ending with
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• broad cultural values. The home environment variables measure parental

violence and child abuse. which in turn reflects the often reported fact that

sexual abusers have been themselves victims of physical and sexual abuse.

Overall. the results of this study confirm the model's usefulness in

explaining both sexual and nonsexual aggression. Of particular importance

to the current study are the findings to do with home environment. Child

abuse and family violence significantly affected both sexual and nonsexual

aggression. The authors conclude that the variables in the model constitute

important parts of the puzzle. and that a comprehensive theory is needed

which incorporate ail the factors identified by different researchers as

contributing 10 sexual aggression.

Attraction to Sexual AggressioD

A series of conclusions can be drawn from the research on violent

pornography. First has been the identification of certain cognitive.

affective. and behavioral components of sexual aggression which may be

altered or evoked due to exposure to sexually violent stimuli. A second

conclusion to be drawn from the likelihood to rape studies is that the

tendency to sexually aggress is a continuum involving the complex

interaction of a number of factors. At one end of this continuum is little or

no inclination to rape, characterized by rape negative attitudes and beliefs

and no sexual arousal to sexual violence, and at the other end, a high

inclination to rape with attitudes, beliefs and sexual arousal patterns

reflecting sexual violence. A third conclusion involves the lack of a single

dependent measure to succinctly assess the affective, cognitive, and

behavioral components of sexual aggression.
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• Much of the research cited above has used the same instrumentation and

dependent measures. The attitude scales most widely used include Burt's

Rape Myth Acceptance Scale, the Adversarial Beliefs Scale, Acceptance of

Interpersonal Violence, and Check's Hostility Toward Women Scale.

Sexual arousal has been assessed objectively by penile strain gauges, and as

weil by subjective self repo:t on percentage of arousal. Past sexual

aggression and likelihood to aggress bas been largely self report as to past

experiences or likelihood, in the form of one or two questions on a

questionnaire.

In response to criticisms (Brannigan & Goldenberg, 1987; Mould,

1988) of the validity of measures such as likelihood to rape and likelihood

to force, Malamuth (1989a, 1989b) proposed a broad construct, attraction

to sexual aggression, and a scale (see Appendix A) designed to measure the

complex lure of sexual aggression and the likelihood to engage in a series

of sexual behaviors.

The construct of attraction to sexual aggression refers to the

belief that aggressing sexually is likely to be a sexually arousing

experience, both to aggressors and victims, so that the

respondent believes that he might aggress in were it not for fear

of punishment or other inhibitory factors. The scale is

particularly designed to identify those men for whom the idea of

sexual coercion is sexually arousing, beyor.d that which would

occur with a willing partner (Malamuth, 1989a, p.30).

Malamuth (l989a, 1989b) reported on the development and validation

• of the Attraction to Sexual Aggression Scale or ASA Scale, which was

tested on over 300 subjects in a series of three experiments. The ASA scale
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• consists of a series of scales which measure attraction to the following:

conventional sex. deviant sex. homosexuality. sexual aggression. bondage

without consent and unconventional sex. Malamuth (1989a) reponed high

significant correlations between the different scales which together make

up the ASA Scale (see Table 3). as weil as high significant correlations

between the ASA scale and predictor variables known to contribute

significantly to various aspects of attraction to sexual aggression (see Table

4). The attitude composite refers to the Rape Myth Acceptance Scale. the

Acceptance of Interpersonal Violence Scale and the Adversarial Sex Beliefs

Scale, all of which have been shown to be predictive of sexually aggressive

tendencies and likelihood to rape.

SQmatosensO[y Tbeory

In attempting to explain the inverse relationship between sexual

experience and sexual arousal to rape depiction noted in a study reponed in

1983, Malamuth and Check proposed that this relationship might be caused

by a lack of somatosensory pleasurable experience with the opposite sex

(Prescott, 1975,1977). The somatosensory theory as proposed by Prescott

(1975, 1977) suggests that the presence of saiisfactory, physically

affectionate bonds in human relationships precludes the possibility of

developing hostile relationships and/or aggressive tendencies. Prescott

(1977) writes that " the failure to develop affectional bonds in human

relationships is the primary cause of human violence" (p.431) and suppons

this theory with results from animal and child abuse studies, and with

cross-culturaI data.

The forming of affectional bonds lies at the center of attaehment

behavior, which Bowlby (1981) considered to be instinctive behavior for
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humans. Affection is the result of a complex series of behaviors and

feelings. Harlow (cited in Bowlby, 1981) distinguished five affectional

systems which inc1ude infant-mother and mother-infant attachment

behaviors, age-mate or peer relations, sexual and heterosexual interactions,

and paternal affectional systems. The primary way in which affection is

expressed is through physica1 touch, a1though the quality and quantity of

the physica1 contact changes due to the type of affectional relationship. The

work of Harlow (1974), and that of Ainsworth (cited in Schwartz, Money

& Robinson, 1981) and Bowlby (1981) conc1uded that the development of

affectional bonds must hegin at the infant-mother and mother-infant stage,

and that disruption at any stage of development results in problems in later

stages.

According to Schutz (1967), affection is one of three dimensions

according to which human heings relate. The other two are inclusion and

control. Schutz (1967) stated that affection must first he experienced in the

parental relationship in order for it to he experienced in other

relationships.

Since affection is based on the building of emotional ties, it is

usually the last phase to emerge in the development of a human

relation, following inclusion and control. In the inclusion phase,

people must encounter each other and decide to continue their

relation; control issues require them to. confront each other and

work out how they will he related; then, to continue the relation,

affection ties must form and people must embrace each other to

form a lasting bond (pg.I96).
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• While Bowlby (1981) theorized that anachment behavior. including the

forming of affectional bonds. was a separate class of behavior with its own

dynamic. as opposed to either feeding behavior or sexual behavior. there

exists substantial evidence to suggest that physical contact. sexual

adjustment, and aggressive or affectionate behavior are related to each

other in fundamental ways in primates and in humans. Montagu (1986)

claimed that physical contact or touching is of prime importance to the

development of the human being. The skin is by far the largest organ of the

human body, as weil as being the most sensitive sensory organ. As weil,

touch is the primary method of communication at birth between parent or

care giver and child. As Schwartz, Money, and Robinson (1981) noted. the

human neonate's central nervous system is comparatively speaking

immature at birth, and it seems likely that fondling, stroking, and touching

play critical roles in post-natal brain development which may have serious

psychological ramifications. Bowlby and Spitz (cited in Schwartz. Money.

& Robinson, 1981) both observed that amongst institutionalized children

there was a critical period during which children who are deprived of

parental affection risked long term negative effects on their ability to form

attachments as adults. Physical contact and affectional bonding have been

studied in primates (Harlow, 1974; Seay, Hansen, & Harlow, 1962).

Harlow and bis associates (Harlow, 1974) noted that contact comfort is the

primary factor in the infant-mother relationship amongst rhesus monkeys;

successful mothering depends in part upon maximal ventral contact and in

experiments, baby rhesus monkeys consistently chose cloth mothers who

offered contact comfort over wire mothers who offered food (Harlow,

1974).
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• Lack of sufficient sensory stimulation in the form of touching definitely

affects the sexual adjustment in primates (Harlow, 1974) and tangential

evidence points to links between the quantity and quality of childhood

affectionate experiences and later sexual adjustment in humans as weil. The

so-called motherless monkeys who were deprived of physical contact as

infants grew up to be incompetent adults who were unable to tolerate

physical contact from peers or achieve satisfactory coitus. Socially

deprived females did not know how to adopt a position enabling

intromission (Harlow, 1974).

For humans, the relationship between physical affection and sexual

adjustment is less obvious, although sorne data exist to indieate a potential

relationship. Normal sexual functioning in nondysfunctional couples

incorporates a lot of nongenital as weil as genital touching which is aimed

at giving sexual pleasure. Masters and Johnson (cited in Schwartz, Money,

& Robinson, 1981) have noted the difficulties with intimate touching in

couples who are experiencing sexual dysfunctions, and suggested that

discomfort at being stroked by one's sexual partner may have to do with

early somatosensory deprivation. Schwartz, Money, and Robinson (1981)

explained this phenomenon biologically: sexual and genital responses are

innate, while the integration of the neuromuscular reflexes necessary to

initiate and complete sexual intercourse which would result in competent

adult reproductive and sexual behavior must be developed through

experience. Schwartz, Moneyand Robinson (1981) cited Masters and

Johnson's (1970) claim that the inhibition of physical touch and sexual

rehearsal may contribute to the relatively high rate (50%) of couples

: .. experiencing intimacy disorders.
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• A study (Oison & Worbey. 1984) of perceived mother-daughter

relations as a factor in adolescent pregnancy underlined the complex

relationship between sexual functioning. intimacy and c10seness and

affectional bonding between parent and child. Oison and Worbey (1984)

cited LeShan's (1982) assertion that teenagers who have troubled

relationships with parents. who do not feel loved. seek intimacy and

closeness with their partners and that sexual relations are termed "difficult

and unpleasant" (p.782). As hypothesized, OIson and Worbey's pregnant

adolescent subjects perceived less love in their relationships with their

mothers than their non-pregnant counterparts. although interestingly

enough. the two groups did not differ in their perceptions of maternai

affection.

Wallace (1981) studied the importance of affectional climate in the

family of origin and the experience of subsequent sexuaI-affectionaI

behaviors. The results drawn from a small sample ( N = 32 males and 25

females) of volunteer subjects who phoned a sex information number point

to sorne interesting relationships which support somatosensory theory. Men

reported less physical affection in their families of origin. and are less

receiving and giving of physical affection in the present than women. On

the other band. women reported more physical affection in the past and are

more prone to express affection both verbally and physically than the men.

Another interesting finding that is particularly relevant to this study is tbat

amongst men, attitudes towards physical punishrnent act as a significant

rnediator of current sexuaI experience.
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• The Statement of the Problem

The research reviewed earlier in this paper points to sexual aggression

as a continuum, with little or no inclination to aggress and negative

attitudes towards rape at one end of the scale, and sadistic rape at the other.

Variables such as the motivation to have sex for physical pleasure as

opposed to the need to dominate or inflict pain contribute significantly to

sexual aggression. Studies cited earlier by Malamuth and

Check(l983,l985), as weil as by Malamuth (1988) clearly show that men

who are attracted to sexual aggression do not seek out sexual relationships

because they wish to give or receive sexual pleasure, but rather because

they wish to dominate women. Sexual arousal to a woman's expression of

disgust at being raped is an important factor in attraction to sexual

aggression. Furthermore, Donnerstein (1983) observed that when

individuals are highly provoked prior to exposure, victim pain cues

actually serve to increase aggression. This finding among the so-caIled

normal population is ref1ective of findings amongst the population of

convicted rapists (Cohen, Garofalo, Boucher, & Seghom, 1977; Groth,

1979). Cohen and his associates observed that rapists often had a long

history of difficulties with relationships with women, combined with an

active sex life. The relationships were marked byperiodic violence, and in

general, the rapists tended to experience women as hostile, demanding, and

unfaithful. Earlier physical experiences with women in a striking number

of cases involved pre-pubertal sexual abuse with older women, frequently

the mother. "These experiences appear to be directly associated not only

with the generalized aggressive display, but also with the development of

rape fantasies and with the rape itseIf "(Cohen et al., 1977, p. 3(0). It May

weil he that the anger mobilized in some men by inappropriate physical
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• contact underlies the urge to rape. As weil. the life histories of many of

the convicted rapists interviewed by Groth (1979) almost inevitably point

to a lack of any close. emotionally intimate relationship with other persons.

either male or female. The rapists almost unanimously claim that rape is

not motivated by sexual arousaI or desire. but rather by an overpowering

rage. They frequently experience sexual dysfunctions during the rape in the

form of premature or retarded ejaculation. impotence. or lack of sexual

satisfaction (Groth. 1979).

In view of the weil documented evidence that physical touching and

affection is fundamental to personality and sexual development, it is indeed

surprising that variables deriving from somatosensory theory have not

been examined in order to determine their relationship with sexual

aggression. Severa! studies (Malamuth.l986; Malamuth &

Check,l983,l985) have noted positive relationships between anti-social

personality traits as measured by the Eysenck Psychoticism Scale and the

motivation to have sex in order to dominate women, as opposed to the wish

to give and receive sexual pleasure, and attitudes favoring sexual

aggression. Malamuth and Check (1983) refer to somatosensory theory as a

possible explanation as to why men who have had negative sexual

experience are aroused by rape depictions, but the theory has in fact not

been investigated further with regard to its possible link to ~xually

aggressive reactions to violent pomography. Lack of physical affection

during early childhood may in fact account for some of the anri-social

tendencies noted in men who express a high likelihood to rape, or who

have raped, and/or who become sexually aroused by sexually violent'

stimuli.
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• The Purpose of the Study

The purpose of this study was to investigate the relationship between the

new construct proposed by Malamuth (1989a, 1989b), attraction to sexual

aggression and physical affection variables. Other models which have

attempted to explain why sorne otherwise normal men respond aggressively

to violent sexual stimuli have been either unsuccessful (e.g., the

psychopathology model, or sexual factors such as sexual frustration or

dysfunction) or are limited in their ability to explain the presence of sexual

aggression (e.g., the sociocultural model).

The current study looked at the possible relationship amongst the

variables physical affection in the family of origin, current sexual pleasure,

attitudes towards women and attitudes towards rape, attitudes favoring

physical punishment and attraction to sexual aggression. The data obtained

from this experiment will help explain why sorne men are more prone to

coerce others, as weIl as to explain why sorne men are not prone to

coercion. Sexually aggressive responses were measured by the Attraction

to Sexual Aggression Sca1e (Malamuth, 1989a, 1989b) (Appendix A), and

affection was measured by the Index of Human Affection (Prescott &

Wallace, 1981)(Appendix B) and the Affectional History Questionnaire

(Wallace, 1979) (Appendix C).
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Basis for the Current Study

The foUowing are predictions which are based upon theoretical

considerations or past research. and which were tested:

1) that there is a linear relationship between physical affection and

attraction to sexual aggression;

2) that a significant minority of subjects will acknowledge a high attraction

to sexual aggression following exposure to sexually violent stimuli;

3) that a majority of subjects will not acknowledge a high attraction to

sexual aggression following exposure to sexually violent stimuli;

4) that the minority of men who acknowledge a high attraction to sexual

aggression will have positive attitudes towards rape and physical

punishment, less current sexual pleasure, and will have received less

physical affection in their families of origin;

5) that the majority of men who are not attracted to sexual aggression will

have negative attitudes towards rape and towards physical punishment, will

experience more current sexual pleasure, and will have receivecl more

physical affection in their families of origin;

6) that attitudes towards rape and towards physical punishment, current

sexual pleasure, and affection in the family of origin ail contribute to

attraction to sexual aggression.
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Method

Sub~

Subjects were recruited from the general population of anglophone

males in Montreal, as weil as from different segments of McGill and

Concordia Universities. Ads were placed in two campus newspapers, as

weIl as a weekly newspaper serving the downtown area of the city. The ad

read as follows:

Doctoral candidate in Counselling Psychology needs subjects for

research in sexual hehavior. Subjects must he male, over the age

of 18, English speaking and willing to spend approximately 2

hours reading sexually explicit material and filling in

questionnaires. Responses will he kept strictly confidential.

Subjects must he available on January 22nd or 24th. 1991 from 6

to 8 p.m.

ln addition to the ad, classes were visited and volunteers were asked to sign

up for either one of two experimental sessions. A total of 20 subjects

turned up at the first two experimental sessions which took place in an

auditorium of the McGill University Faculty of Education Building.

In order to facilitate recruitment, McGill University fraternities were

contacted, and the president was asked to soHcit volunteers to participate on

the evenings during which regularly scheduled meetings were held. As

weil, two groups of businesl'l executives participated in the study. These

sessions took place in large meeting rooms in the subjects' fraternity bouses

or office.

Initially, the decision to recruit volunteers from the Englisb speaking

population was based on the assumption that cultural and religious factors

influence sexual attitudes and child~rearing practices. In view of Québec
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• being a francophone. Catholic province with potentially different values

and traditions from those of other linguistic or religious groups. it seemed

quite possible that differences in both physical affection and attraction to

sexual aggression might be attributable to differences in mother tongue. As

weil. subjects had to have a sufficient command of the language in order to

read the passages and answer the questions. However, difficulties in

recruiting adequate numbers of subjects and the relatively small number of

subjects whose mother tongue was not English resulted in their inclusion in

the study.

In total, 138 subjects completed the experiment. Demographie

characteristics of 135 subjects are Iisted below in Table 2. 3 subjects did

not fill out the demographic information. Ali subjects whose mother tongue

was not English had sufficient command of the language to read severa!

passages and answer questions in the language. The "Other" category under

the heading Religion includes all those subjects who do not practice

religion. but who nonetheless· come from Judeo-Christian traditions.

Subjects' age ranged from 18 to 67, with a mean of 24.7 and a standard

deviation of 9 years. 94 out of 138 subjects were between 18 and 22 years

of age.
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• Table 2

Sam pie Demographies N-135
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Occupation Mother tongue Religion

Student 105

Executives 27

English

French

Other

115

11

8

Protestant 43

Catholic 37

Jewish 12

Other 43

Age 18-22

96

23-29

18

30-39

9

40-50

8

55-67

4

Design

The design closely resembled the design of many of the studies into

sexual aggression and the two stories (sec Appendices D and E) which

constituted the experimental conditions were those used by Malamuth

(1989a,I989b, 1986), Malamuth and Check (1983, 1985), and Abel and bis

colleagues (Abel, Barlow, Blanchard, & Guild, 1977). The resemblance

was deliberate in order 10 be able 10 compare these results with those of

other studies.
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• Procedure

The experimental sessions took place either in the large auditorium in

the Faculty of Education Building at McGil\ University. or in large

meeting rooms in subjects' fraternity house or place of business. Ali

sessions transpired in January or February 1991. The experimenter for ail

but 10 subjects was the same; both experimenters were professionally

attired men who were instructed to adopt a neutral but firm attitude when

giving the instructions.

When all the subjects had arrived in the room, the experimenter

thanked subjects for their participation. He then told them that the purpose

of the experiment was to look at sexual behavior and that if they wanted

more information, they could talk to the researcher after the experiment

was over. He reminded them that their participation was voluntary. that

their responses were both anonymous and confidential. and that they could

leave at any time. Subjects were also told that it was important to try to

answer ail the questions, even though some might look the same, and that

they complete envelopes 1, 2 and 3 in that order. Only one person out of

138 subjects left before finishing the study, although there were a number

of partially completed questionnaires. The experimenter then handed out in

numerical order even and odd numbered packages which consisted of three

envelopes.

Each package consisted of three brown envelopes which were encoded

with either an even or an odd number which corresponded to the encoded

questionnaires. Envelopes were numbered l, 2, or 3 to reflect the order in

which they were to be completed. Envelope 1 contained items relating to

demographics such as age and religious preference, a short passage of

sexually explicit material describing a woman masturbating (see Appendix
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• F) and the baseline measures. These were the Index of Human Affection

(Prescott & Wallace, 1981), the Affectional History Questionnaire

(Wallace, 1979), and the short form of the Attraction to Sexual Aggression

Scale (Malamuth, 1989a). Once these were completed, subjects opened

envelope number 2, which contained a story of approximately 1000 words

describing either consenting sex or acquaintance rape (see Appendices D

and E). Subjects who received even numbered materials read the rape

condition first, while those who received odd numbers read the consent

condition first. Ali subjects received the sarne treatment, although in a

different order. After reading the story, subjects filled in the Attraction to

Sexual Aggression Scale and were asked to indicate their perceived level of

sexual arousal in increments of 10% (see Appendix G). Subjects then

opened envelope 3 and read either the rape ur the consent story, filled out

another Attraction to Sexual Aggression Scale and indieated their level of

sexual arousal. As weil, Envelope 3 contained a debriefing sheet (see

Appendix H) and a letter thanking them for their participation. Subjects

could leave when they had finished, which was under an hour for Most

subjects.

The decision not to use a physiological measure of arousal was

motivated by severa! factors. As Malamuth, Check and Briere (1986) state,

the benefits of including such a measure are unclear despite considerable

debate amongst researchers. Furthermore, the oost of these devices and the

polygraph to read the changes in penile tumescence, as weil as the time

which it takes to instruet subjects as to their use, did not justify their

inclusion. Because sexual arousal to aggression differentiates subjects with

a higher attraction to sexual aggression, it was decided to include a self
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• reported sexual arousal scale which measures sexual arousal in increments

of 10%.

The dependent variables are factor variables derived from the

Attraction to Sexual Aggression Scale (Malamuth. 1989a). while the

independent variables are physical affection in family of origin. current

sexual pleasure. attitudes towards women. and attitudes towards rape. and

attitudes towards physical punishment. The goal of the study was first of ail

to see what role, if any, the physical affection variables play in explaining

attraction to sexual aggression, as weil as to explore the possible

relationship between exposure to sexually pleasurable stimuli, sexually

aggressive stimuli, physical affection and attraction to sexual aggression.

Design Validity

The design is basically a repeated measures factorial design. Ali

subjects were exposed to both the consenting sex and the rape conditions

and their responses were measured after each exposure. There have been

no studies to date on physical affection variables in response to exposure to

sexually explicit and/or sexually violent materials. Hence, a repeated

measures design in which each subject served as his own control allowed

the possibility of isolating the variance due to individual differences on

both the sexual aggression and the human affection factors across ail the

treatments.

The major threats 10 the validity of such a design arise from practice

effects due to repeated testing, sensitization to stimulus materials, and

carry-over effects from one potentially arousing condition to another. With

reference to carry-over effects, Malamuth (l989a,l989b) bas clearly

shown that sexual arousaI enhances the effects of attraction to sexual
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• aggression in the group of men who respond positively to sexuaily violent

mat~rials. However, attraction to sexual aggression is a relatively stable

trait and men who are aroused by depictions of consenting intercourse tend

not to be aroused by sexually aggressive stimuli (Malamuth, Check &

Briere, 1986).

The design does remain vulnerable to both practice effects of repeated

testing and over-exposure to similar conditions. For this reason, the

decision was made to use the short (10 items instead of 14) version of the

Attraction to Sexuai Aggression Scale. This version bas been shown to be

reliable in shortened form. Malamuth (1989a) reported that the short

version (10 items instead of 14) of the scale correlated .93 with the longer

version, and the test-retest correlation between the two short versions was

.76. The short version of the A~tion to Sexual Aggression Scale

eliminates the first 4 items which subjects most often did not answer.

The 3 studies conducted by Malamuth in order to validate the Attraction

to Sexual Aggression Scale (Malamuth 1989a, 1989b), as weIl as the

investigation into the factors contributing to naturalistic sexual aggression

(Malamuth, 1988) have been repeated measures designs in which the

subjects have ail been exposed to virtuaily identical stories. The stories used

in the current study closely resemble those used in earlier studies. If iliere

is any carry-over effect, or fatigue resulting from reading the same

material more than once, it does not appear to have influenced previous

results.

Mould (1988) bas charged that laboratory induced aggression lacks

extemal validity and that subjects may in fact respond aggressively in order

to please the experimenter, a phenomenon referred to as demand

characteristics. ln response to the latter criticism, evidence cited by
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• Berkowitz and Donnerstein (1982) and by Donnerstein and his colleagues

(1987) suggests that subjects in the laboratory setting may temper their

aggressive responses to sexually violent stimuli. rather than exaggerate

them. in order not to appear abnormal. As weil. Moulcl (1988) questions

the validity of measures such as likelihood to ra~ and rape proclivity as

valid predictors of actual aggressive behavior. and expresses a deep

concem that Malamuth. Donnerstein and Linz claim a stronger relationship

between the researched variables than their results warrant. ln response to

Mould's (1988) criticisms. Malamuth (1988) and Donnerstein and Linz

(1988) point to actua1 changes in bebavior as a result of exposure to

sexually violent stimuli and argue that Mould (1988) is more concerned

with their interpretation of their results. rather than with the results

themselves.

In order to test the construct validity of attraction to sexual aggression

and the self-reported likelihood to rape. Malamuth (1986.1988. 1989b)

conducted 3 studies into the predictive ability of attraction to sexual

aggression. self-reported intent to coerce and actual behavioral aggression.

In one study (Malamuth. 1988) which was conducted over a period of 2

years. variables such as sexual arousal to rape; acceptance of interpersonal

violence. and dominance as a sexual motive were highly predictive of

incidents of laboratory aggression against a female. as opposed to a male.

target. Another study by Malamuth (1986) which looked at potential

predictors of self-reported sexual aggression concluded tbat sexual arousal

to rape, self-reported sexual arousal to rape, the wish to dominate women.

acceptance of interpersonal violence against women. and actua1 sexual

experiences were all significantly related to self-reported incidents of

sexual aggression. These findings suggest that the variables self-reported
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• likelihood to rape. sexual arousal to sexual aggression and attitudes

favouring sexual violence are in fact valid predictors of sexually aggressive

behavior. The construct validity of attraction to sexual aggression was

extensively tested by Malamuth (1989b) in a series of three studies. These

data confirm the usefulness of the self-reported Iikelihood to coerce

measures and suggest that attraction to sexual aggression is an even better

measure.

I.imitations

The study was necessarily Iimited to English speaking men who Iived in

Montréal at the time of the experiment. Furthermore. it was Iimited by the

lack of behavioral measures of either sexual affection or sexual aggression.

As weil. the impact of such factors as age, cultural differences, and

physical health upon the dependent variables is not known.

Material.s

Research into responses to sexually explicit material has used a variety

of different stimuli, including videotapes, audiotapes, full length feature

films. and films developed expressly for the purposes of research_(Linz,

1989). The nature and content of the stimulus bas changed according to

perceptions of the content of mass-market pomography, from "cheese­

cake" still photographs to extremely explicit sexually violent video-clips.

To date. no studies have been conducted into the changes due to the

different communications media. Linz (1989) in bis extensive review of

changes in attitudes towards rape and sexually explicit stimuli does not

indicate that changes in attitudes differ aeross media, but are evoked
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• primarily as a result of the content of the media. The decision to use stones

for the current study was motivated primarily by the ease with which the

content cao be controlled. A story cao be identicaI. except for key passages

which manipulate variables which contribute to attraction to sexual

aggression such as rapelconsenting sex. arousal/disgust. acquaintance/

stranger and so on. The stories which constitute the experimental

conditions closely resemble those used by Abel and his associates (Abel.

Barlow, Blanchard & Guild, 1977). and those used by Malamuth (1989a,

1989b) in order to develop the Attraction to Sexual Aggression scale.

Hence, these stories have effectively differentiated those men who are

attracted to sexual aggression from those who are not.

Past research indicates that men who admit the greatest likelihood to

rape or force, who are most aroused by sexual violence, are aroused even

when the woman professes disgust at being raped. Attraction to sexual

aggression is further enhanced when the rapist knows the victim

(acquaintance rape) (Check. personal communication, April 1990). Because

only 15-20% of men acknowledge an attraction to sexual aggression

(Malamuth, 1989a,1989b), stories containing elements which are known to

enhance the aggressive effect were chosen.

InstOlments

The Attraction to Sexual Aggression Scale (Malamuth, 1989a, 1989b)

was developed in order to measure the construct, attraction 10 sexual

aggression. The instrument responds to criticism levelled at previous

attempts at measuring likelihood toTorce and likelihood te rape (Mould,

1988) in that it is a compilation of several scaIes which combine to form

the construct, attraction to sexual aggression. The intercorrelations
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• amongst the scales are reported in Table 3. Furthermore, it avoids a single

item assessment of likelihood to force or rape (Malamuth, 1989a).

Malamuth (l989a) reports that on ail 14 items the Attraction to Sexual

Aggression Scale yields high internai consistency, alpha coefficient = .91.

The other scales included also yield high alpha coefficients:

Attraction to Bondage (without consent) scale =.92, Attraction to

Unconventional Sex = .85, Attraction to Conventional Sex = .89, Attraction

to Deviant Sex =.83 and Attraction to Homosexuality =.78.

Malamuth (1989b) reports that the scaIe is useful in difIerentiating

those men who are prone to sexual aggression and those who are not. Table

4 presents tbe correlations between variables known to contribute to sexual

aggression and tbe Attraction to Sexual Aggression Scale. Data from three

studies (Malamuth 1989b) indicate that 83% to 97% of subjects report no

likelibood to commit pedopbilia, transvestism, or murder, while between

80% and 84% indicate no likelibood to rape. When the tenn "forced sex" is

used, a significantiy larger number of men indicate sorne likelibood to

committing it than pedophilia, murder, rape, transvestism, homosexuality

and armed robbery. Frequency distribution for reported likelihood of

sexual and violent acts across two studies are presented in Table 5. Tbe

original version of the Scale contained 14 items, tbe first four of which

are excluded from the sbort fonn. Malamuth (1989b) found that deleting

tbese items did not significantiy alter the findings and that although the

response rate to ail items was excellent, the tendency was for some subjects

to leave these four items unanswered. The attraction scaIes are 5 point

Likert sc:ileswbich range from Not at AU (1) to Very Uke!)' (5) •

--.J
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Table 3
Pearson Correlations "mong the Attraction ScaJes
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IScale
1. Conventional
2. Deviant Sex
3.Homosexuality
4. Sexual Aggression
5. Bondage
6. Unconventional Sex

1
1.00

2
.02

1.00

3 4
.09 -.05
.32*** .48***

1.00 .21 **
1.00

5 6
.15* .39***
.34*** .17
.23** .25**
.55*** .30***

1.00 .47***
1.00

* p< .01; ** P < .001; *** p< .0001; **** p< oo1סס.

Table 4
Pearson Correlations Between Predictors and Criterion Measnœs

Preclictors
ASA LF LR

Attitude Composite .41 **** .29**** .33***
Perceptions Composite .28** .19* .22**
Behavioral Items

Did Force Sex .33**** .34**** .16**
.30***

Will Rape .30**** .25*** .28****
Will Force Sex .58**** .60**** .44****
Enjoyed Forcing .31* .34* .12

LFR

.29***

.11

.21***

.49****

.35*

ASA = Attraction to Sexual Aggression scale; LF = Likelihood to Force
item; LR =Likelihood to Rape item; LFR - Likelihood to Forœ/Rape
index.

* p < .05; ** p< .01; *** P < .0001; **** P < oo1סס.
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Table 5
Eœquency distribution of "reported likeljhood" of sexllaJ and violent acts.

Study l, N=189 subjects
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not at
alllikely

1 2 3

Very
likely

4 5 Mean

Armed robbery
139 (74%) 18 (10%) 16 (9%) 6 (3%) 10 (5%) 1.58

Bondage
(without
consent)

106 (56%) 28 (15%) 26 (14%) 15 (8%) 12 (6%) 1.93
Whipping,
spanking

126 (67%) 25 (13%) 16 (9%) 12 (6%) 10 (5%) 1.71

Rape 159 (84%) 10 (5%) 4(2%) 8(4%) 8(4%) 1.39

Forced sex 118 (62%) 32 (17%) 21 (11%) 10 (5%) 8(4%) 1.72
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Table 5 Cont'd
freqnency djstributjon of "rep< ::;:e.dJikeli.h.o.o<t...-oLsexuaLan<LriolenLacts.

Study 2. :rs:=155 subjects
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not at
alllikely

1 2 3

Very
Iikely

4 5 Mean

Armed robbery
110 (71%) 24 (16%) 9 (6%) 4 (3%) 8 (5%) 1.55

Bondage
(without
consent)

76 (50%) 21 (14%) 29 (11 %) 12 (8%) 17 (11 %) 2.17

Whipping,
spanking

100 (65%) 21 (14%) 22 (14%) 6 (4%) 6 (4%) 1.70

Rape 124 (80%) 15 (10%) 8 (5%) 2 (1%) 6(4%) 1.39

Forced sex 86 (56%) 36 (24%) 21 (14%) 6 (4%) 6(4%) 1.78

The Index of Human Affection (Wallace, 1981) is a revised version of

the Somatosensory Index of Human Affection developed by Prescott

(1975,1977) and Wallace in orcier to measure dimensions of somatosensory

experience. It consists of 100 items which tap into dimensions of human

affection, exposure to media violence, physical contact in family of origin,

and beliefs and attitudes about physical punishment and violence. Subjects

answer each question with a number ranging from 1 Agree Strongly to 6

Disagree Strongly. The present version of the scale consists of items which

have been tested and retained over years of study, which ~ogether make up

factors such as family of origin and parenting (alpha coefficient =.90),
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• nonsexual physical violence (alpha coefficient = .69) , attitudes favoring

physical punishment, and attitudes towards rape (alpha coefficient = .76) .

Prescott (1975) demonstrated that among college students, factors such as

favorable attitudes to physically violent punishment correlate strongly with

negative attitudes to sexual pleasure and the belief tbat violence is necessaly

to solve problems. Using the first 100 items of the Index, as weil an

Affectional History Questionnaire, Wallace (1981) found further support

for Many of the scale items sucb as current physical affection and affection

in family of origin as predictors of sexual experiencing, in particular

among males. In a personal communication (November 26, 1989), Wallace

stated that the current version of the Somatosensory Index of Affection has

both content validity and discriminant validity. It has been used with sexual

offenders and convicted criminais, the Most recent study being doctoral

research in the state of Washington.

The Affectional History Questionnaire (Wallace, 1981) was derived

from a questionnaire developed by Lieber, Plumb, Gerstenzang, and

Holland (1976) to look at the communication of affection between cancer

patients and their spouses. It consists of 27 questions which tap into various

aspects of expressing affection amongst family members and friends, past

and current. Questions such as "Did your parents show affection for you by

hugging or kissing you, by telling Y0ll, doing things for you, or giving you

presents?" ask subjects to differentiate between physical and nonphysical

affection. It was developed in order to provide greater information about
J

affectional climate in the family of origin. The response format is a 6 pqint

agree-disagree Likert scale. 1

• Wallace (1981) reported significant differences between men and

women on certain questionnaire items which he claims reflect traditional
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• sex-role scripting. The means and standard deviations for men on

questionnaire items pertaining to this study are presented in Table 6. Factor

analysis of the questionnaire items pertaining to affectional history yielded

nine factors. The first factor, which Wallace (1981) labelled General

Affectional Interaction, accounted for over 57% of the variance, and

consists of items directly related to physically expressed affection. Other

modes of expressing affection which are less intimate and more physically

distant, süch as giving gifts or doing things for someone loaded on separate

factors and accounted for significantly less variance (Wallace, 1981).
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Table 6
AffectionaJ History Means and SDs for Men
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•

Item

Parents showed affection
by doing things for you

You showed affection for
parents by kissing them

You show affection to partner
by telling him/her

You make physical contact
with close friends

1 tolerate pain weil

Physical punishment should
he allowed in schools

1 have orgasms less than
once a week

1 would Iike to he held and
hugged without having to
have sex

mean

2.34

3.78

1.90

2.65

3.22

5.22

5.27

2.13

SD

1.15

1.58

1.08

1.50

1.48

1.10

1.44

1.02
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• Results

Both the descriptive and the results of the inferential statistics will he

presented in this chapter. Statistical analysis was performed using Systat S.I

and SPSS. Results will focus first on the development of the dependent

variables, derived from the pretest Attraction to Sexual Aggression Scale,

the rape condition Attraction to Sexual Aggression Scale, and the consent

condition Attraction to Sexual Aggression Scale.

Then attention will tum to the development of the independent

variables, consisting of factors obtained from the analysis of responses to

the Index of Human Affection and the Affectional History Questionnaire.

The results of the inferential statistics will he presented according to the

predictions or assumptions which guide the study.

Sorne questionnaires were not completed, with the result that there are

missing data. For this reason, the numher of cases used in each calculatio:l

will be noted when applicable.

The Dependent variables

The Attraction to Sexual Aggression Scale is the latest in a series of

dependent variables used in the research into the effects of exposure to

sexually explicit materials. Previous experiments have used a variety of

behavioral and/or paper and pen instruments whose purpose has been to

measure variables believed ta contribute ta sexual aggression. Ali of the

measures fall short of perfect prediction of sexual aggression for very

obvious ethical reasons - social scientists cannot be seen as encouraging in

any way anti-social behavior.

Many of the studies done by Donnerstein and his associates which are

reviewed in The Question of pornQgraphy (Donnerstein, Linz & Penrod,

49



•
Affection and sexual aggression

1987) use the Buss paradigm in order to measure aggressive behavior.

Simply put, the Buss paradigm assumes that administering an e1ectric shock

or other adverse stimuli somehow simulates aggressive behavior which can

be generalized to situations outside the laboratory. Other experiments have

attempted to see the relationship between physiological and sexual arousal

and arousal to anger by somehow or other provoking the subject to

verbally aggress a confederate. A good example of this type of study is that

reported by Mueller and Donnerstein (1981) in which subjects were first

treated in either a positive or a neutral fashion and then shown an arousing

erotic film or a nonarousing control film. Then they either punished by

means of a modified Buss machine, or rewarded a confederate for

performance on a memory task. The first experiment did not support the

hypothesis that the arousing film would increase punitive behavior. The

second experiment, in which the subject was treated in a negative (as

opposed to neutral) manner, confirmed that previously provoked subjects

will react more punitively after viewing sexually arousing stimuli.

While laboratory studies provide the opportunity to study phenomena in

isolation, and consequently tend to yield consistent results. they are

nonetheless subject to "demand characteristics" and to charges that the lab

is an artificial environment which bears little resemb1ance ta "normallife".

In response to these criticisms, Malamuth and Check (1983) conducted a

field experiment in which subjects viewed feature films as part of a campus

film series. Results showed that there were few differences between

laboratory and field experiments with regard to changes in attitudes and

beliefs about rape. While Donnerstein. Linz and Penrod (1987) stand by

the validity of laboratory investigations into aggressive behavior. Eysenck
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• (1984) suggests that any experimentally induced behavior should be viewed

with caution.

Assessment of sexual arousaI to sexually violent stimuli in male subjects

has also been the focus of sorne controversy. A number of studies

conducted by researchers such as Abel. Barlow. Blanchard and Guild

(1977) and Malamuth and Check (1983) used penile tumescence and self

report measures. Measuring penile tumescence requires the subject to

lower his pants and attach a strain gauge, which measures penile

circumference, around his penis. Apart from the obvious difficulties in

terms of cost of equipment and ensuring adequate privacy, as weIl as

tracking down subjects willing to comply 10 this invasive procedure.

Malamuth and Check (1983) cite substantial evidence that change in penile

circumference represents a lirnited measure of physiologica\ arousaI. A

videotaped study by Farkas, Evans & Sine (1 'i179) provides evidence that

change in penile length occurs before change in penile circumference.

Thus, a subject may be in fact quite aroused before his penis circumference

reflects that state. Consequently, assessment of sexual arousaI bas been done

by means of an 11 point scale ranging from 0% (not at all sexually

arousing) to 100% (very sexually arousing) on which the subject rates his

own perception of bis arousaI.

The most consistent and reliable measures of components which appear

to contribute to sexual aggression have been the cognitive measures. These

assess attitudes and beliefs about rape and sexual violence against women.

Burt (1980) developed severa! of the more widely used instruments: tne

Acceptance of Interpersonal Violence Scale, the Rape Myth Acceptance
-Sca\e, and the Adversarial Beliefs Sca\e. These are multi-item scales,

wbich require the subject to respond from 1 (strongly disagree) 10 7
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• (strongly agree) to statements such as, "Many women have an unconscious

desire to be raped and may then unconsciously set up a situation in which

they are likely to be attacked," and "A woman will only respect a man who

will lay down the law to her" (Malamuth & Check, 1981).

Yet another scale measuring a variable which has appeared to

contribute substantially to sexually aggressive behavior is one developed by

Check (1985), the Hostility Toward Women Scale. Subjects answer 30 true

or false statements such as, "1 feel upset even by slight criticism by a

woman" and, "1 rarely become suspicious with women who are more

friendly than 1 expected". Check (1985) reports reliability and validity data

in his unpublished doctoral thesis.

The purpose of ail these investigations has ultimately been to identify

characteristics of men who admit sorne likelihood to commit sexuaily

aggressive acts. The acts include both rape and forcing a woman to do

something sexual that she does not want to do. Malamuth and his associates

have labelled these tendencies likelihood to rape, likelihood to force, and

likelihood to force or rape, (Malamuth 1989a). The likelihood to engage in

sexual aggression has been measured by items which ask the subject to

indicate from 1 (Not at alilikely) to 6 (Very likely) the possibility of

engaging in certain acts if they were given the assurance that they would

not suffer any negative consequences. Briere and Malamuth (1983) report

substantial evidence in favor of likelihood to rape and likelihood to force

as valid measures of sexuaily aggressive tendencies. Twenty- eight percent

of their sample of university students acknowledged sorne likelihood to

both force and rape. Scores on measures snch as the Rape Myth

Acceptance Scale, Acceptance of Interpersonal Violence Scale and the
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• Adversarial Beliefs Scale (Burt, 1980) predict Iikelihood to rape and

Iikelihood to force (Briere & Malamuth, 1983).

While Iikelihood measures appear to have considerable credibility, they

have been the object of a number of criticisms. An obvious one concerns

the weIl known propensity of subjects in sex research to misrepresent

themselves in sorne way. Brannigan and Goldenberger (1987) question

whether or not the self reported likelihood to sexually aggress differs from

the self reported likelihood to commit other socially undesirable acts. The

implication of this criticism is simply that many individuals might

acknowledge a greater likelihood to a variety of acts if given the assurance

of not being caught. Another concern raised by Mould (1988) has been the

reliance on a one or two item assessment of attraction to sexual aggression,

such as likelihood to rape or force statements.

In order to respond to these and other criticisms, Malamuth (1989a,

1989b) proposed the construct. attraction to sexual aggression, which

reflects the belief that sexual aggression is a sexually arousing experience.

The Attraction to Sexual Aggression Scale is designed to measure the

degree to which a man might find sexual aggression appealing. The scale

addresses sorne of the problems posed by previous research. First. it is a

multi-item scale which contains questions concerning a number of

conventional and unconventional sexual practices. Second, studies

validating the scale (Malamuth 1989b) contained questions as to subjects'

likelihood to commit armed robbery and murder, in order to compare rape

and forced sex with other socially undesirable but non-sexual behaviors.

Malamuth (l989b) reported that there ap~ to be a tendency towards

deviance - men who admit sorne likelihood to one type of socially

prohibited behavior such as murder, also admit a likelihood to another such
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• as pedophilia. Frequency data for the likelihood to commit various

antisocial acts collected by Malamuth are listed in Table 5.

The Attraction to Sexual Aggression Scale consists of four different

sections. The first section asks the respondent to estimate the percentage cf

men who would find certain sexual activities to be sexually arousing; the

second section focuses on the percentage of women the respondent believes

to find the same activities to be arousing. The third section asks the

respondent to estimate his own percentage of sexual arousal with reference

to these activities. For each of the first three sections of the scale, the list of

sexaal aetivities is the same: necking, petting, oral sex. heterosexual

intercourse, anal intercourse, male homosexual acts, group sex. bondage

(without consent), whipping and spanking, rape, and forcing a woman to

do something sexual she didn't want to do. The range of possible answers is

from 0% to 100% for the perccntage of men and women who would find

these activities arousing, and for the respondent's estimate of the

percentage of his own sexual arousal.

The last section of the scale asks about the Iikelihood to engage in

certain activities if one were given the assurance that one would not be

caught. These consist of the following activities: anal intercourse, group

sex. homosexuality, bondage, whipping and spanking, rape, forcing a

woman to do something she didn't want to do, transvestism and pedophilia.

The range of possible answers is from 1 (not at all) to 5 (very Iikely).

There does not appear to be any evidence in the literature to suggest

that attraction to homosexual sex or to transvestism or 10 pedophilia have

any relationship to attraction 10 sexual aggression. Therefore. the focus is

on the scales directly linked to the research assumptions - attraction to

sexual aggression and likelihood to sexual aggression. The attraction to
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• conventional and unconventional sex scales and the likelihood to

conventional and unconventional sex scales were included in sorne tables in

oroer to highlight potential differences between the high and low physical

affection groups. Previous research has c1early demonstrated that self

reported sexual arousal to sexuaIly violent stimuli contributes to attraction

to sexual aggression. After reading each story, the subjects estimated their

sexual arousal on a scale of 0% to 100%. This scale was also included in

the study.

Malamuth (1989a) reported high internal consistency for the scales. The

Attraction to Conventional Sex scale which included items to do with

necking, oral sex, and heterosexual intercourse, yielded an alpha of .89.

The Attraction to Unconventional Sex, composed of items concerning anal

intercourse and group sex, had an alpha of .85. The Attraction to Sexual

Aggression scale consists of items referring to rape and "forcing a woman

to do something she didn't want to do", an alpha of .91. As weIl, Malamuth

(1989a) reported that factor analyses confirmed the validity of the sca!.es.

Common factor analyses on responses to items on the pretest, the rape

and the consenting sex Attraction to Sexual Aggression Scales indicated that

the factor structure closely resembled the attraction scales described by

Malamuth (l989a). Consequently, the decision was made to create new

variables for each attraction scale, which were composed of the means of

the items presented in Table 7. The scales are a) Attraction to Conventional

Sex b) Attraction to Unconventional Sex c) Attraction to Sexual

Aggression.The range of these subscales is 1 to Il. As well, two variables

were created as a composite of the likelihood items, narnely Likelihood to

Unconventional Sex and Likelihood to Aggressive Sex . The range of the

likelihood subscales is 1 to 5. The Pearson correlations of individual items
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which contribute to the new variables created are presented in Appendix 1.

Means and standard deviations of these new variables are found in Table 8.

Pearson correlations of the new variables are reported in Table 9.

The likelihooc! scales range from 1 (not at aIl) to 5 (very Iikely). As

Malamuth (1984,I989a) suggests, the most useful method of looking at

these data is to divide subjects between those who admit no likeIihood of

committing certain acts or l, and those who cao conceive of possibly

engaging in them or 2 to 5. Frequency data on the self reported IikeIihood

to commit various acts if given the assurance of not being caught are

reported in Tables 10, 11, and 12. As cao be seen from the frequency data

on the pretest Attraction to Sexual Aggression Scale, 35% of subjects

responded by "Not at all" when asked their likelihood to bondage, 50% for

whipping and spanking, 82% for rape, and 60% for forcing a female to do

something she didn't want to do. These percentages compare favorably

with those reported by Malamuth (1989a), which are listed in Table 5.

The baseline measure which differentiates between those subjects with

high attraction to sexual aggression and those with low attraction to sexual

aggression is the mean of the Z-transformed pretest attraction scale, and

the pretest likelihood to aggress. The range of this baseline measure is 1 to

6. Finally, in order to sec whether or not individuals with low, medium or

high levels of attraction to aggression and likelihood to aggress differed

with respect to their responses on the physical affection measures, this

measure was divided into three levels of attraction to sexual aggression

groups: Level 1 consists of those subjects with low attraction to sexual

aggression and ranges from 1 to 2; level 2 consists of 3 and 4 and

comprises the mid range of subjects; and level 3 is 5 and 6 and contains

those subjects who admit to a high attraction to sexual aggression. Means
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and standard deviations of the baseline measure of attraction to sexual

aggression and the 3 levels of aggression group are Iisted in Table 13.

Table 7
Items Contributing te New Vatiables-Repœs.enring Attrae.tiOD.-S.ubscales

57

Pretest Attraction Scales Scale items inc1uded in new variable

Conventional Sex 1,2,3,4,14,15,16,17.27,28,29,30

(items include necking, petting,

oral sex and heterosexual intercourse)

Unconventional Sex 5,6,7,18,19,20,31,32,33

(items include anal intercourse,

male homosexual acts, and group sex)

Sexual Aggression 8,9,10,11,21,22,23,24.34,35,36,37

(items include bondage, whipping,

spanking, rape and force)

Likelihood to

Unconventional Sex 40,41,42

Likelihood to Sexually

Aggress 43,44,45,46
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• Table 7 Cont'd
ltems_Contributing to New Variables Representing Attraction SnbscaJes

58

Rape Attraction Scales Scale items included in new variable

Conventional Sex 1,2,3,4,14,15,16,17,27.28,29,30

(items include necking, petting,

oral sex and heterosexual intercourse)

Unconventional Sex 5,6,7,18,19,20,31,32,33

(items include anal intercourse,

male homosexual acts, and group sex)

Sexual Aggression 8,9,10,11,21,22,23,24,34,35,36,37

(items include bondage, whipping,

spanking, rape and force)

Likelihood to

Unconventional Sex

Likelihood to

Sexually Aggress

40,41,42

43,44,45,46
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Table 7 Cont'd
Items Contriburin o 10 New Varjables RepresentÏno A.tttaction....-Subscalesc e
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Consenting Sex Attraction Scales Scale items included in new variable

Conventional Sex

(items include necking, petting,

oral sex and heterosexual intercourse)

Unconventional Sex

I.2.3.4,14,15,16,172728,29.30

5,6,7,18.1920.31.32.33

(items include anal intercourse,

male homosexual acts, and group sex)

Sexual Aggression

(items include bondage, whipping,

spanking, rape and force)

Likelihood to

Unconventional Sex

Likelihood to

Sexually Aggress

8,9,10,11,21,22,23.24.34.35.36.37

40,41,42

43,44,45,46



Affection and sexual aggression

• Table 8
Means and ~tandard Deyiations (SO) of New Attraction and 1 ikelihood
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Pretest Mean SD

Attraction to Conventional Sex (PeON) 8.97 1.32

Attraction to Unconventional Sex (PUNCON) 3.75 1.27

Attraction to Sexual Aggression (PAGG) 2.87 1.25

Likelihood to Unconventional Sex (PLKUNC) 2.32 .97

Likelihood to Sexual Aggression (PLKAGG) 1.87 .91

Rape Mean SD

Attraction to Conventional Sex (RCON) 8.59 2.52

Attraction to Unconventional Sex (RUNCON) 3.36 1.55

Attraction to Sexual Aggression (RAGG) 2.36 1.40

Likelihood to Unconventional Sex (RLKUNC) 2.16 1.12

Likelihood to Sexual Aggression (RLKAGG) 1.62 .96

Consenting Sex Mean

Attraction to Conventional Sex (CCON) 8.71

Attraction to Unconventional Sex (CUNCON) 3.35

Attraction to Sexual Aggression (CAGG) 2.34

Likelihood to Unconventional Sex (CLKUNC) 2.16

Likelihood to Sexual Aggression (CLKAGG) 1.68
Table 9

SD

2.35

1.51

1.24

1.11

.97
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E.earson Correlatjons Amang...NelY_Yariables-oLthe..EretesLthe_Consenùug

Sex...anclthe...Rape...Attraction-to...SexuaLAggression-Scales. (n.=138)

PCON PUNCON PAGG PLKUNC PLKAGG

PCON 1.00

PUNCON 0.278 1.00

PAGG 0.154 0.639 1.00

PLKUNC 0.209 0.633 0.431 \.000

PLKAGG 0.163 0.400 0.692 0.614 1.00

CCON 0.600 0.143 0.062 0.111 0.112

CUNCON 0.175 0.712 0.489 0.554 0.379

CAGG 0.125 0.457 0.752 0.394 0.655

CLKUNC 0.160 0.529 0.334 0.770 0.494

CLKAGG 0.155 0.318 0.559 0.491 0.761

RCON 0.568 0.229 0.145 0.241 0.205

RUNCON 0.217 0.734 0.505 0.599 0.393

RAGG 0.111 0.501 0.779 0.439 0.675

RLKUNC 0.169 0.560 0.354 0.831 0.518

RLKAGG 0.139 0.380 0.616 0.531 0.818

Note. Acronyms are usee! in the correlation tables in order to preserve

space. Refer to Table 8 in order to see the full name of each variable.
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Table 9 (Cont'd)
&:arsOD...-Correlatjons Among New Variables of the pretest the Consenting

Sex_and_the_Rape-Âttractioal<LSexualAggœssiOlLScal~8)

CCON CUNCON CAGG CLKUNC CLKAGG

CCON 1.00

CUNCON 0.503 1.00

CAGG 0386 0.702 1.00

CLKUNC 0.466 0.760 0.552 1.00

CLKAGG 0.407 0.566 0.769 0.687 1.00

RCON 0.741 0.432 0.341 0.365 0.350

RUNCON 0.424 0.914 0.661 0.689 0.521

RAGG 0.261 0.639 0.899 0.494 0.702

RLKUNC 0.316 0.656 0.462 0.848 0.569

RLKAGG 0.304 0.522 0.751 0.599 0.879

RCON RUNCON RAGG RLKUNC RLKAGG

RCON 1.00

RUNCON 0.544 1.00

RAGG 0.404 0.718 1.00

RLKUNC 0.510 0.724 0.550 1.00

RLKAGG 0.430 0.574 0.804 0.646 1.00.
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Table 10
Frequeocy Data 00 Self Reported I.ikelihood.ltems 00 Pretest A.ltraC.tion...lO

S.cxual Aggressio.ILS.calc-(.N=l35)

63

not al ail

1 2 3 4

very likely

5

Bondage 48 40 24 12 Il

Whipping, Spanking

68

Rape

III

36

12

15

5

8

3

8

4

Forcing a female to do something she didn't want to do

•

82 34 11 4 4
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• Table Il
Ere.quenc)é..D.ata....on Self Reporte<! I.ikel;hood Items on Rape Attractjon to

SexualAggression..Scale_(Nill.5)

64

not at ail

1

Bondage (7 no answers)

Rape-Consent 28

Consent-Rape 34

2

16

19

3

10

9

4

6

2

very Iikely

5

3

1

Whipping. Spanking (7 no answers)

Rape-Consent 35 14

Consent-Rape 40 15

7

5

2

3

5

2

Rape (8 no answers)

Rape-Consent 51

Consent-Rape 55

5

6

3

2

1

o
3

1

Forcing a female to do something she didn't want to do (7 no answers)

Rape-Consent 41 9 8 1 4

Consent-Rape 40 18 4 1 2
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Table 12
Eœq.ue.ncy Data on Self Reported 1 ikeljhood Items OILCons.enting Sa
AttractiOlLtQ...SexuaJ A. ggression...Scal~(&l35)

65

not at ail

1

Bondage (7 no answers)

Rape-Consent 27

Consent-Rape 31

2

18

19

3

9

10

4

5

2

very Iikely

5

5

2

Whipping. Spanking (8 no answers)

Rape-Consent 37 13

Consent-Rape 30 20

7

9

3

3

4

2

Rape (7 no answers)

Rape-Consent 54

Consent-Rape 53

2

5

5

2

1

3

2

1

Forcing a female to do something she didn't want to do (7 no answers)

Rape-Consent 45 6 7 3 2

Consent-Rape 40 14 5 3 2
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Table 13
Descripliv-.e,s...::...AttractjOD to Sex!lal Aggression Gronping Variable

Attraction to Sexual AggressioD Grouping Variable = Mean of the Z­

transfonned Pretest Attraction to Sexual Aggression Variable (PAGG) and

the Z-transformed Pretest Likelihood to Aggress Variable (PLKAGG)

66

No.

Minimum

Maximum

Mean

Standard dey

136

1

6

2.64

0.920

Means and Standard Deviations of 3 leyels of Am-actjon to Sexnal
AggressiOILGronping Variable (N=136).

Level Mean SD Minimum Maximum N

1 Low Attraction: 1.87 .338 1 2 77

2 Mid Attraction: 3.27 .45 3 4 48

3 High Attraction: 5.27 .47 5 6 11
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The Independent YariabJes

The independent variables were derived from factor \'ariables

created from the means of items contributing to factors on two different

questionnaires. the Index of Ruman Affection and the Affectional History

Questionnaire. As Prescott. Wallace. and Vandervoort (1974) write. the

first of several versions of the Somatosensory Index of Affection was

designee! to measure the effects of inadequate physical affection on

behavior. This qUt:stionnaire contained 43 items which focused on parent­

child physical affection and physical violence. the role of pleasure and

violence in society, and attitudes and behaviors towards sex and drug use.

The scale was administered to roughly 100 college students in the San

Francisco-Berkeley area. Prescott, Wallace and Vandervoort (1974)

presented the results of a principal components factor analysis to the annual

meeting of the National Council on Family Relations in St. Louis in

October, 1974. In 1976, Prescott presentee! a paper on somatosensory

deprivation at the Second World Congress of Sexology, held in Montréal in

the fall of 1976. An expandee! version of the questionnaire which

contained 103 items was administered to 195 students from an Eastern

American university and 503 students from Québec. In 1978, Prescott,

LaFortune, Levy, and Wallace presentee! the results of the questionnaire to

the Third International Congress of Sexology in Rome.

The questionnaire has containee! as few as 43 items and as many as 200,

. and has been referred to as the Somatosensory Index of Ruman Affection

and the Index of Human Affection. The questionnaire used in this study was

sent to me by one of the authors, Wallace, and is entitled the Index of

Ruman Affection. In a personal communication (November 26, 1989),

Wallace statee! that one tnight use either the full 200 item version, or an
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• abbreviated version, which is the first 100 items. 1 chose the latter, and for

simplicity's sake, refer to it as the Index of Human Affection.

The Index of Human Affection contains questions which probe into

attitudes and behaviors on topies such as touching and physical affection in

the family of origin, alcohol and drug abuse, attitudes towards rape and

physical punishment, and the role of pleasure and pain in sexual

relationships. The questionnaire includes items such as, "1 often feel Iike

hitting someone", "Alcohol is more satisfying than sex", and" Natural

fresh body odors are often offensive". Answers ral'lge from 1 (Agree

Strongly) to 6 (Disagree Strongly).

ln ail, Prescott and Wallace have collected data on the Index of Human

Affection from almost 5000 SUbjeclS. As Prescott, LaFortune, Levy and

Wallace (1978) assert. these data demonstrate,

a) a significant inverse relationship between parental affection

and punishment; b) deprivation of parental physical affection is

significantly Iinked to negative and destructive sexual attitudes

and behaviors including sexual violence and alcoholldrug

abuse; and c) females are significantly more impaired in

psychosexual functioning than males by deprivation of parental

physical affection (pg.l).

A series of common factor analyses were performed on the Index of

Human Affection in order to determine how many factors accounted for

the greatest amount of variance. Items with factor loadings over .400 were

isolated, and it was decided that a 10 factor solution, varimax rotation oost

described the data. The 10 factors extracted accounted for a total of 435%

• of the variance. The factor loadings of the variables contributing to e?.ch

factor of the Index are listed in Table 14. Finally, factor variables which
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• range from 1 to 6 were created from the means of the items contributing to

the factors.

The Affectional History Questionnaire was derived from an instrument

developed for research into the affectional needs of cancer patients (Leiber.

Plumb. Gerstenzang. and Holland. 1976). This original series of questions

focused on affectional needs and customary modes of expression. as weil as

on areas of specific relevance to health professionals who treat cancer

patients. Wallace's (1981) version looks at affectional experiences with

family of origin and the ways in which affection was expressed as weil as

current modes of affection with a paTIner or spouse. In each category of

question. a number of different ways of expressing affection are given so

as to determine the modality• .:.g.• "Your parents showcd th~ir affection

for you by: hugging you. kissing you, doing things for yoù. telling you,

giving you presents". For each of the 80 items, answers range from 1

(Agree Strongly) to 6 (Disagree Strongly).

A series of common factor analyses were performed on the results of

the Affectional History Questionnaire, and it was decided that a three factor

solution, varimax rotation best described the data. The three factors

extracted together accounted for 24.96% of the variance. The individual

variables with factor loadings over .400 which make up each of the factors

are presented in Table 15. Factor variables were created from the means of

the items contributing to each factor. Finally, in order to group subjects

according to their physical affection experiences, a grouping factor

variable was created from the means of the three factors cxtraeted from the

Affectional History Questionnaire. In order to differentiate those subjects

according to their physical affection experiences, this affection grouping

variable was divided into three levels: high, mid and low. The means and
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• standard deviations of ail the physical affection factor variables are listed in

Table 16. Pearson correlations which show the relationships between the

physical affection factor variables are Iisted in Table 17. Descriptive

statistics of the affection grouping variable are found in Table 18.

Table 14
facl0r...Loadings and Items Contrihuting tQ factQrs on the Index of Human

Affection

Factor 1 Violence and Sex
.439 lHA 8 1 often get uptight about being touched
.710 IHA 26 1 enjoy sex films where the sex partner is physically

beaten or hurt
.474 IRA 36 1 often feel Iike hitting someone
.679 lHA 50 1 sometimes feel like raping someone
.615 IRA 51 1 usually enjoy the rape scenes in movies
.495 lHA 53 1 get hostile and aggressive when 1 smoke marijuana
.438 lHA 54 1 often feel 1 am sexually taken advantage of
.435 lHA 56 1 often feel unhappy, sad or depressed
.635 lHA 57 1 sometimes feel like killing myself
.484 IHA 58 1 sometimes feel like killing someone else
.691 lHA 59 1 have been accused of raping someone before
.656 IHA 63 Sorne women deserve to be raped
.653 IRA 83 Rape scenes in movies give me ideas of raping someone
.431 lHA 85 1 do not trust women very much
.415 !HA 86 Sorne women enjoy being raped
.743 lHA 89 1 would rape someone if 1 knew 1 wouldn't be caught

•
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Table 14 (Cont'd)
Factor l.oadings and Items Centrihuting te Fad.<U:S..OlLtheJ.n.dex...olliuman

Affe.ction

Factor 2 Sex and Substance Abuse
.661 IRA 12 1 use and experiment with drugs quite often
.690 IRA 13 1 smoke marijuana quite often
.548 lHA 141 drink alcoholic beverages quite often
.5551HA 191 take drugs more often than 1 experience orgasm
.477 IRA 241 often do things without thinking about them
.486 lHA 40 1 often dream of either floating. flying. falling or

climbing
.543 lHA 44 1 remember when 1 ran away or wanted to run away

from home
539 IRA 60 1 have been knocked out at least once in my Iife
.506 IRA 61 1 have severa! scars on my body
.420 !HA 71 1 often have sex just to be held and hugged

Factor 3
.489 IRA 4 My mother does not really care about me
.416 IRA 5 My father does not really care about me
.792 !HA 18 Drugs are more satisfying then sex
.758 !HA 191 take drugs more often than 1 experience orgasm
.725 !HA 45 Marijuana is more satisfying than sex
.437 lHA 48 1 have been or need to be treated for venereal disease
.407 !HA 53 1 get hostile and aggressive when 1 smoke marijuana
.466 !HA 62 1 prefer homosexual or lesbian sex relationships
.423 !HA 69 1 often have had sex when 1 didn't want il.

7 1
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Table 14 (Cont'd)
Eactor...Loadings and Items Contributino ta Factors on the Index of Humanc

Affection

Factor 4 Parent-Child Physical Affection
.496 IHA 2 My mother did not hug and kiss me a10t
.537 lHA 3 My father did not hug and kiss me a10t
.414 IHA 4 My mother does not really care about me
.537 lHA 5 My father does not really care about me
.496 lHA 6 My parents have many unfriendly arguments
.676 IHA 28 My mother has not adequately discussed sex with me
669 IHA 29 My father has not adequately discussed sex with me

.628 !HA 34 1 remember when my father physically punished me
a10t

.439 IHA 67 1 am against marriages between blacks and whites.

.560 IHA 69 1 have often had sex when 1 didntt want it

.434 lHA 86 Sorne women enjoy being raped

Factor 5 Attitudes Towards Incest
.748 IHA 80 Fathers and daughters who agree to have sex together

should be severely punished
.735 lHA 81 Mothers and sons who agree to have sex together should

be severely punished
.706 !HA 82 Brothers and sisters who agree to have sex together

should be severely punished
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Table 14 (Cont'd)
Factor I.oadings and Items C.ontri.buti ng to Factors on...the..lndex...olliuman

Affe.ction

Factor 6 Attitudes Towards Physical Punishment
.596 lHA 21 Hard physical punishment is good for children who

disohey alot
.513 lHA 22 Physical punishment should he allowed in schools
.479 lHA 32 Capital punishment should he permitted by society
.653 lHA 37 Physical punishment and pain help build a strong moral

character
.429 !HA 95 1 am proud of my country

Factor 7 Masturbation
.536 IHA 9 Nudity within the family has a harmful influence upon

children
.474 lHA 39 Prostitution should he punished by society
.686 lHA 74 As a child 1 rarely, if ever, masturbated
.657 !HA 75 As a teenager 1 rarely, if ever, masturbated
.609 lHA 76 As an adult 1 rarely, if ever, masturbated

Factor 8 Inter-racial Sexual Relations
.685 !HA 65 White men should not have sex with black women
.741 !HA 66 Black men should not have sex with white women
.624 !HA 67 1 am against marriages hetween blacks and whites

Factor 9 Sex and Pleasure
.416 lHA 33 Violence is necessary to really solve our problems
.471 !HA 46 1 usually do not get much pleasure from my sexual

activity
.570 !HA 97 Orgasms rarely give me a floating, drifting, floating

feeling
.655 !HA 98 Or~s rarely make my body feel warm all over
.670 IHA 99 Orgasms rarely make my entire body react, e.g. waves

of sensations
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Table 14 (Cont'd)
factor 1oadings and Items Contrihnting tQ Factors Qn the Index of Human
Affection

Factor 9 Sex and Pleasure Cont'd
.486 lHA 100 Orgasms with my sex partner rarely make me feel that

our bodies are one.

Factor 10
524 lHA 31 Abortion should he punished by society
.615 IHA 55 1 often pray to God for help with my problems
.449 lHA 77 1 personally know a family where the father had sex

with his daughter
.508 IHA 94 Religion and not science will ultimately solve our

problems.

Table 15
factor loadings and Items CQntributing ta Factors of the AffectiQna!
His.tar)LQuestionnaire

Factor 1 Parental Affectional System
Your parents showed affection for each other by:
AF 1 .671 Telling each other
AF 2.729 Embracinglhugging
AF 3 .630 Giving each other gifts
AF 4 .667 Kissing each other
AF 5.599 Doing things for each other
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Table 15 (Cont'd)
Factor l.oad;ngs and Items Contrihnt;ng to..EactOIS-of the Affe.cti<mal

Hist0IY-QuestiO.nnaire

Your parents showed affection for you by:
AF 6 .732 Hugging you
AF 7 .722 Kissing you
AF 8 .402 Doing things for you
AF 9 . 612 Telling you
AF 11 .7'13 Your immediate family openly expressed affection for

each other
AF 14.602 When your immediate family got together with other

relatives and close friends they greeted you by
embracinglhugging you

You showed affection for your parents by:
AF 16 .570 Telling them
AF 18 .705 Embracing/hugging them
AF 19.613 Kissing them

When your immediate family got together with relatives and close friends
you greeted them by:
AF 27 .419 Kissing
AF 29 .560 Embracing/hugging

Factor 2 Partner Affection
AF 20 .466 At a social gathering your parents would react with

disapproval if they saw a married couple kissing

When you show affection for your partner you do it by:
AF 45 .439 Telling him/her
AF 46 .440 Doing things for himlher
AF 47 .660 Kissing
AF 48 .696 Embracinglhugging
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Table 15 (Cont'd)
Eae.toLLoadings and Items Contributing to Factors of the AffectionaJ

History Quesùonnaire

When you show affection for your partner you do it by:
AF 49 .413 Giving presents
AF 50 .638 Having sexual intercourse
AF 53 .433 When you want to be physically close to your partner

you feel free to say so.
AF 54 .446 You dislike holding your partner

Your partner shows affection for you by:
AF 61 .602 Embracing/hugging you
AF 62 .630 KissLg
AF 63 .642 Wanting to have sex
AF 78 .563 You and your partner enjoy giving each other massage

Factor 3 Negative Attitudes Towards Physical Affection
Your reaction to your body at puberty was
AF 31 .456 Shame
AF 32 .444 Fright

You regard your desire to hold your partnerlspouse as:
AF 37 .488 Troublesome
AF 38 .448 Childish
AF 39 .480 Something to keep secret
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Table 15 (Cont'd)
factor I.oadjngs and Items CQntriblJ~<LEactOIS-of...the--Affe.c.üo.nal

HiSlOJ:Y.-Q.uesüonnaire

You would disapprove if you saw a couple at a social gathering
Af 41 .507 Kissing
AF 42 .637 Embracing/hugging
AF 43 .570 Holding hands
AF 44 .645 Walking with arms around each other
AF 51 .463 Your partner dislikes ~ing held

If you are unable to hold someone or he held when you desire physical
c10seness you tend to:
AF 68.404 Take a drink
AF 69 .470 Feel tense, anxious
AF 70.501 Become angry

-.
".
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Table 16
Means and Standard D.eY.iations of Physical Affection Factor Variables

Variable Mean Std Dev Minimum Maximum Valid N
FCTRI 5.26 .68 1.00 6.00 136
FCTR2 4.28 1.04 1.10 6.00 136
FCTR3 5.63 .52 1.56 6.00 136
FCTR4 4.60 .80 1.91 6.00 136
FCTR5 3.37 1.78 1.00 6.00 136
FCTR6 4.14 .91 1.40 6.00 136
FCTR7 4.34 1.13 1.00 6.00 136
FCTR8 5.67 .91 1.00 6.00 136
FCTR9 4.92 .85 2.50 6.00 136
FCTRI0 4.96 1.03 1.25 6.00 136
AFCTRI 2.51 .98 1.00 538 133
AFCTR2 1.89 .76 1.00 6.00 132
AFCTR3 1.96 .75 1.00 5.00 132
AFCTSCR 2.125 .59 1.08 4.54 133

Note. Because of space limitations, acronyms for factor variables are used
in this table, and in the correlation tables. The names of tbe factor variables
are listed below. FCTR3 and FCTRI0 do not bave names because they do
not appear to embrace a single tbeme.
FCTRI - Violence and Sex
FCTR2 - Sex and Substance Abuse
FCTR4 - Parent-Cbild Physical Affection
FCTRS - Attitudes Towards Incest
FCTR6 - Attitudes Towards Pbysical Punisbment
FCTR7 - Masturbation
FCTR8 - Inter-racial Sexual Relations
FCTR9 - Sex and Pleasure
AFCTRI - Parental Affectional System
AFCTR2 - Partner Affection
AFCTR3 - Negative Attitudes Towards Physical Affection
AFCTfCR - Affection Grouping Variable
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• Table 17
Eears.Qn...Corrclati.ons Between Ph)!S.icaJ Affection Fac.tOL\,ariab1cs
* - significant .05 ** significant .01 (2-tailed)

FCTRI FCTR2 FCTR3 FCTR4 FCTR5
FCTRI 1.000 .2177* .4726** .3107** -.0321
FCTR2 .2177* 1.000 .2847** -.0617 .0610
FCTR3 .4726** .2847** 1.000 .3954** -.0270
FCTR4 .3107** -.0617 .3954** 1.000 .0746
FCTRS -.0321 .0610 -.0270 .0746 1.000
FCTR6 .0912 -.0030 -.0423 .0667 .2097*
FCTR7 -.0623 -.0630 -.1187 .0610 .2788**
FCTR8 .0711 -.0517 .0321 .2893** .1947*
FCTR9 .1313 -.0021 .0576 .0419 -.0270
FCTRI0 .1107 -.0328 -.0629 .0377 .0489

AFCTRI -.0946 .1087 -.1048 -.5489** .0822
AFCTR2 -.0748 .1996* -.0336 -.1835* -.0843
AFCTR3 -.4011* -.0777 -.2712** -.1153 -.0397

FCTR6 FCTR7 FCTR8 FCTR9 FCTRIO
FCTRI .0912 -.0623 .0711 .1313 .1107
FCTR2 -.0030 -.0630 -.0517 -.0021 -.0328
FCTR3 -.0423 -.1187 .0321 .0576 -.0629
FCTR4 .0667 .0610 .2893** .0419 .0377
FCTRS .2097* .2788** .1947* -.0270 .0489
FCTR6 1.000 .0770 .1161 .1493 .1295
FCTR7 .0770 1.000 .1075 .0285 .0675
FCTR8 .1161 .1075 1.000 .0748 -.0174
FCTR9 .1493 .0285 .0748 1.000 -.0404
FCTRI0 .1295 .0675 -.0174 -.0404 1.000

AFCTRI -.0350 .0063 -.1692 -.0665 -.0101
AFCTR2 .0177 .0545 -.0255 -.2647** -.0976
AFCTR3 .0723 .0771 .0543 -.1555 -.1108
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Table 17 (Cont'd)
Pearson Correlations Between Physical Affection Factor Variables
* - significant .05 ** significant .01 (2-tailed)

AFCTRI AFCTR2 AFCTR3
FCTRI -.0946 -.0748 -.4011**
FCTR2 .1087 .1996* -.0777
FCTR3 -.1048 -.0336 -.2712**
FCTR4 -.5489** -.1835* -.1153
FCTRS .0822 -.0843 -.0397
FCTR6 -.0350 .0177 .0723
FCTR7 .0063 .0545 .0771
FCTR8 -.1692 -.0255 .0543
FCTR9 .0665 -.2647** -.1555
FCTRI0 -.0101 -.0976 -.1108
AFCTRI 1.000 .2647** .0972
AFCTR2 .2647** 1.000 .2612**
AFCTR3 .0972 .2612** 1.000

Table 18
3 I.eyels of Affection Grouping Variable
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High Affection

Mid Affection

Low Affection

1-1.99 AFCTSCR (Mean of AFCTRl, AFCTR2
andAFCTR3)

2-2.99 AFCTSCR

3-6 AFCTSCR
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Anal~es of t\ggression...and...Affec.tiOlL-'lariables

Preliminary analysis of ail the factor variables included Pearson

correlations, which are listed in Appendix J. Of particular note are a

number of significant correlations between negative attitudes towards

physical affection or AFcrR3, and the attraction to sexual aggression and

Iikelihood to aggress variables on the Pretest and the Rape condition scales:

PAGG (.26, p<.05), PLKAGG (.29, p<.0l), RAGG (.27,p<.01) and

RLKAGG (.24,p<.01). As weil, a high number of significant positive

correlations emerged between the rape condition arousal scale (RAROUS)

and the following variables: PUNCON (.33, p<.01), PAGG (.44, p<.01),

PLKUNC (.21, p<.05), PLKAGG (.25, p<.OS), CAGG (.31, p<.01),

CLKAGG (.30, p-<.Ol), RUNCON (.21, p-<.OS), RAGG (.40, p<.01) and

RLKAGG (.36, p<.01). This is suggestive of a relationship between sexual

arousal after the rape condition and the Iikelihood to aggress and to have

unconventional sex, as weil as the attraction to sexual aggression and to

unconventional sex. This effect appears to be less pronounced after the

consenting sex condition. Pearson correlations were also computed between

the physical affection factors derived from the Affectional History Scale

which forro the basis of the physical affection grouping variable and the

aggression grouping variable. These are Iisted in Table 19. Crosstabulation

of the affection groups and the aggression groups revealed three_ groups of

subjects, as can be seen in Table 20.
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Table 19
Eears-on.-Corrclati.o.ns. - Mfection FactOLYariables.-and At:gression
G.r.ouping Yariable

AFCTRI AFCTR2 AFCTR3 AFCTGRP NEWAGGRP
AFCTRI 1.000
AFCTR2 0.278 1.000
AFCTR3 0.092 0.265 1.000
AFCTGRP 0.660 0.662 0.536 1.000
NEWAGGRP -0.024 0.122 0.231 0.107 1.000

AFCTRI =parental affectional system

AFCTR2 =partner affection

AFCTR3 =negative attitudes towards physical affection

AFCTGRP =mean of AFCTR1, AFCTR2, and AFCTR3,
affection grouping variable

NEWAGGRP =mean of pretest attraction to sexual aggression
and pretest likelihood to aggress,
aggression grouping variable
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Table 20
Cross~Tabulation;AggressiolLGroups-1Rows) b.)L.A.ffe.ction Groups
(column:;)

FREQUENCIES

1.000 2.000 3.000 TOTAL
-----------------------------------------

1.000 1 36 34 6 77

2.000 2 22 20 4 48

3.000 1 2 7 1 11
-----------------------------------------

TOTAL 4 60 61 11 136

TABLE OF AGGRESSION GROUPS (ROWS) BY AFFECTION
GROUPS (COLUMNS)

PERCENTS OF TOTAL OF THIS (SUB)TABLE

1.000 2.000 3.000 TOTAL N
-----------------------------------------

1.000 0.74 26.47 25.00 4.41 56.62 77.00

2.000 1.47 16.18 14.71 2.94 35.29 48.00

3.000 0.74 1.47 5.15 0.74 8.09 11.00
--------------------

TOTAL 2.94 44.12 44.85 8.09 100.00
N 4 60 61 11 136
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Ihe-ReJatjQnship...He.tw.e.eo Physical Affe.cùon...ancLAttraction...to~Se.xual

Aggression

The current study makes the basic presumption that there is a

relationship between a man's experience of physical affection and his

attraction to sexual aggression and Iikelihood to sexually aggress. In order

to test this relationship between physical affection and attraction to sexual

aggression, a series of multivariate repeated measures analyses were

conducted. The dependent variables were the attraction to sexual aggression

and the Iikelihood to sexual aggression variables at pretes!, fol1owing the

rape condition and fol1owing the consenting sex condition. For aIl tests. the

between subjects factors were two levels of order: rape-consent and

consent-rape and three levels of the affection grouping variable. The within

subjects factor was three levels of time: pretes!, time 2 and time 3. Means

and standard deviations for aggression variables are presented in Table 21,

and the results are in Table 22. Means and standard deviations for the

Iikelihood to aggress variables can be found in Table 23, and the results of

the multivariate analyses are Iisted in Table 24.
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Table 21
Means_ancLS.tandard D.eYiatiOllS-fœ:...Ehysica1 Affe.cri.on....Groups and
Attraction-t05exua1..Âggressio~.

Dependent Variable: Pretest attraction to sexual aggression
Group Mean Std. Dev. N

85

High Affection
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

Mid Affection
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

Low Affection
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

2.613
2.655

3.172
2.967

3.250
3.167

1.202
.974

1.441
1.273

.500

1.602

31
29

29
30

4
6

Dependent Variable: Consenting sex attraction to sexual aggression
Group Mean Std. Dev. N

High Affection
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

Mid Affection
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

Low Affection
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

2.129
2.207

2.828
2.400

2.750
2.167

1.176
.902

1.441
1.102

1.500
2.041

31
29

29
30

4
6
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• Table 21 (Cont'd)
Means and Standard Deyiatians...for PhysicaJ A.ffectiQn GroupS-and
Attrac.tiolLt<LSexual Aggœssion:...l-l=l22.

Dependent Variable: Rape attraction to sexual aggression
Group Mean Std. Dev. N

High Affection
Rape-Consent 2.194 1.223 31
Consent-Rape 2.138 1.125 29

Mid Affection
Rape-Consent 3.000 1.852 29
Consent-Rape 2.400 1.102 30

Low Affection
Rape-Consent 3.000 1.414 4
Consent-Rape 1.833 1.722 6

86



•
Affection and sexuaI aggression

Table 22
RepeatecLl'v.1easures MANOYA Attraction to Sexual Aggression bY-Ph)Œi.cal

AffectionGroupL~l\l;:129

Dependent variables: Pretest, Rape, and Consenting Sex Attraction to

Sexual Aggression Variables
Between Subjects Effects for Tl

Source of variation SS DF MS .E Sig of E

Within cells 522.02 123 4.24
Affection Group 20.36 2 10.18 2.40 .095
Order 5.45 1 5.45 1.28 .259
Affection Group
by Order 5.34 2 2.67 .63 535

~ithin Subjects Effects Involving Time
Source of variation SS DF MS E Sig ofE

Within cells 84.05 246 .34
Ti me 13.19 2 6.59 19.30 .000
Affection Group

by Time .85 4 .21 .62 .645
Order by Time 2.26 2 1.13 3.31 .038
Affection Group

by Order by Time 1.17 4 .29 .85 .493

As the results suggest. there were no significant main effects between

subjects at pretest, a1though the effect for the physical affection grouping

variable approaches significance. Follow-up multivariate tests of

significance for within subjects effect order by time were significant:

Hotellings E = 3.31 (2,122), p<.OS. Subsequent univariate Etest showed a
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significant orcier by time interaction effect at Time 2: E=5.99 (1.123).

!X.05. Hotellings multivariate E test for the within subject effect of time

silowed a significant effect for time. E=15.15 (2.122). IX.DOI. Univariate

results indicated that this significance was true for both Time 2. E=25.65

(1,123), p<.DOI and Time 3. E=ll.54 (1.123). IX.OOI. As can be seen in

Figure l, examination of the means reveals that the attraction to sexual

aggression scores for all affection groups do not vary much at the pretest.

and that as subjects are exposed to the stimuli, more variability occurs. ln

particular, the greatest difference occurs with the low affection group

between the pretest and the attraction to sexual aggression consenting

condition at Time l, and again at Time 2. The greatest differences between

affection group means occur at Time 2. The groups which vary least on the

attraction to sexual aggression across time are the high affection group and

the rnid affection group who received the rape condition first. The low

affection group who received the consenting sex condition first had lower

attraction to sexual aggression as a result of increased exposure.
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Figure 1: Attraction to Sexual Aggression by Affection Group
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Table 23
Means and Standard..Deriations..foLeh~cal Affe.C.llOILGroups_and
Likelihood...1<LSexuaJ Aggressio.n.1S=.L22.

Dependent Variable: Pretest Iikelihood to sexually aggress
Group Mean Std. Dev. N
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High Affection
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

Mid Affection
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

Low Affection
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

1.742
1.759

2.069
1.967

1.750
1.667

.855

.786

1.132

.928

.957
1.033

31
29

29
30

4
6

Dependent Variable: Consenting sex likelihood to sexually aggress
Group Mean Std. Dev. N

High Affection
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

Mid Affection
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

Low Affection
Rape-Consent

Consent-Rape

1.645

1.552

1.931

1.833

1.500
1.333

.915

.686

1.132
1.085

1.000

1.033

31

29

29
30

4
6
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Table 23 (Cont'd)
Means_amLS.tandardJ).cyiations for Ph~cal Affectj<to G.r.ou:pi.and
Likelih<><XLto_SexuaJ Aggression N-) 29

Dependent Variable: Rape attraction to sexual aggression
Group Mean Std. Oev. N
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High Affection
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

Mid Affection
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

Low Affection
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

1.581

1.448

1.966
1.733

1.500
1.167

.958

.632

1.210

.907

1.000

.983

31
29

29
30

4
6
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Table 24
Repceated....Measures...MANDy:\ l.ikclihood..tQ.&exual .\ggœssio.n...b)'
Ehy.sical Mfectî..on....Gr.Qups....lS=l22

Dependent Variables: Pretest, consenting se~ ~d rape attraction to sexual
aggression

92

Between Subjects Effects for Time 1

Source of ....ariation SS OF MS E Sig ofE

Within cells 289.43 123
Mfection Group 9.89 2
Order .91 1
Mfection Group

by Order .17 2

235
4.95 2.10 .127

.91 39 536

.09 .04.964

Within Subjects Effects Involving Time
Source of variation SS OF MS E Sig of F

Within cells 46.74 246 .19
Time 238 2 1.19 6.25 .002

Affection Group
byTime .23 4 .06 30 .877

Order by Time .26 2 .13 .69 .505

Affection Group
by Order by Time .07 4 .02 .09 .985
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Repeated measures MANOVA for between subjects differences at Time

1 revealed no significant main effects or interaction effects for the

Iikelihood to aggress variables. Nonetheless, follow-up multivariate and

univariate tests of significance did yield interesting findings. Hotellings

multivariate E test for the main within subject effect for time was

significant, E=6.63 (2,122), p<.OOl. Significant univariate tests showed a

significant within subject difference at Time 1, E=13.13 (1,123), p<.OOl.

Again, close examination of the means indicates that the greatest

differences on the likelihood to aggress scale between the affection groups

occur at time l.The greatest within group variability occurs in both the low

affection group and the high affection group who receive the consenting

sex condition first at time 1, and the rape condition at time 2. These results

can be seen in Figure 2.

In summary, while these findings do not definitively support the major

assumption that a man's experience of physical affection has any bearing

upon his attraction to sexual aggression, there is nonetheless some evidence

to suggest the experience of physical affection may contribute to attraction

to sexual aggression. The results show that while men with medium

physicaI affection experiences do not appear to vary much in terms of their

attraction to sexuai aggression as a resuit of either increased exposure or

the type of stimuli, men with Iow physical affection experiences do vary

significantly. As weB, men with high physical affection experiences who

read the consenting sex story first have a significantly Iower Iikelihood to

aggress after exposure to the rape story.
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• Figure 2: Likelihood to Aggress by Affection Group
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The ReJatiQnship Between ExpoSllre to Sexually Violent Stimuli and

Attraction to SexuaJ Aggression

Another prediction posited by the current study involved the

proportion of men who acknowledged a high level of attraction to sexual

aggression following exposltre to sexually violent stimuli: specifically that a

significant minority of men would report high attraction to sexual

aggression following the rape condition. As previous research bas
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• indicated. sexual arousal to sexually violent stimuli is c10sely related to a

higher Iikelihood to sexually aggress, and to attraction to sexual aggression.

The correlational data listed in Table 25 suggest that there is a strong and

consistent effect between variables related to attraction to sexual aggression

and self reported sexual arousal after reading the rape passage. This same

effect is suppressed after reading the consensual sex passage.

Table 25
~earson Correlations - Amusai and SexuaJ Aooressjon Variablesce

Rape story Consenting sex story
Pretest attraction
to sexual aggression .4414** .0509

Pretest Iikelihood
to aggress .2546** .0507

Consent attraction
to sexual aggression .3121** .0785

Consent Iikelihood
to aggress .2978** .1187
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Rape attraction
to sexual aggression

Rape Iikelihood
to aggress

High, rnid and low
aggression groups

• ** Significant .01 (2-tailed)

.4010**

.3571**

.3978**

-.0244

.0238

.0167
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A repeated measures M-\NOVA with high. mid and low levels of

aggression group as the between group factor and order as the within

subject factor was performed. This test confirmed that the level of

attraction to sexual aggression as measured by three levels of aggression

groups significandy differentiated between those men who expressed sexual

arousaI after the rape condition and those who expressed sexual arousal

after the consent condition, E=4.49. (1.121) p<.OS. Aggression group

means are in Table 26. œIl means and standards deviations are in Table 27.

and results are in Table 28.

Table 26
Means - Sexua) Amusa) te Consenting Sex and Rape..b.y Aggression

Groups N-127

Dependent variable: Sexual amusai to consenting sex
Group Mean N

Low Aggression 7.168 71

Mid Aggression 7.106 46

High Aggression 7.666 10

Dependent variable: Sexual amusaI to rape
Group Mean N

Low Aggression 3.776 71

Mid Aggression 4.291 46

High Aggression 7.541 10
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Table 27
CellMeans..and Standard.DeviatioDs- Sexual AmusaI to Consenting Sex and
Rape by~Aggression-.Groups_and_o.rder N- J27

Dependent variable: Sexual arousal to coDsenting sex
Group Mean Std. Dev. N
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Low Aggression
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

Mid Aggression
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

High Aggression
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

7.222
7.114

6.545
7.667

6.333
9.000

2.486
2.447

2.632
2.461

3.204
2.160

36
35

22
24

6
4

Dependent variable: Sexual arousal to rape
Group Mean Std.Dev. N

Low Aggression
Rape-Consent 4.639 2.356 36
Consent-Rape 2.914 1.738 35

Mid Aggression
Rape-Consent 4.500 2.483 22
Consent-Rape 4.083 2.903 24

High Aggression
Rape-Consent 7.833 2.317 6
Consent-Rape 7.250 2.630 4
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• Table 28
Repeated..M~OVA :..-SexlIal A.ro.usaLt<LConsenÙIlg.-Sex..and

Rap~b~ggression_H.ro_ups-an<LOrder~Js= 127.

Tests of Between Subjects Effects, Time 1
Source of variation SS DF MS E Sig of F

Within cells 1036.16 121 8.56
Aggression Group 76.90 2 38.45 4.49 .013
arder .81 1 .81 .10 .758
Aggression Group

by arder 31.88 2 15.94 1.86 .160

Tests of Within Subjects Effects Involving Time
Tests of Significance For Time 2

Source of variation SS DF MS E. Sig of E
"

Within cells 401.69 121 3.32
Time 143.12 1 143.12 43.11 .000
Aggression Group

by Time 45.64 2 22.82 6.87 .001
arder by Time 36.61 1 36.61 11.03 .001
Aggression Group

by arder by Time 3.09 2 155 .47 .629

As can he seen in Figure 3, the results show clearly that ail the subjects

experienced a high IeveI of sexual arousai to the consenting sex story, with

a significant hetween group difference for the two groups of men who

acknowledged a high pretest attraction to sexual aggression. Those men

with high pretest attraction to sexual aggression who received the
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consenting sex story first rated their level of sexua1 arousal after the

consenting sex story significantly higher than the high pretest attraction to

sexual aggression men who received the acquaintance rape story first. The

men who were highly attracted to sexual aggression who received the

consenting sex story second also rated their sexual arousal after the

acquaintance rape significantly higher than those men who form the middle

or low attraction groups of men. In summary, the subjects with high

attraction to sexua1 aggression respond to sexually violent stimuli with a

significantly greater sexua1 arousal than men with sorne or Iittle attraction

to sexual aggression. Furthermore, sorne men who are highly attracted to

sexua1 aggression become more aroused to sexual violence than to

consenting sex.
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Figure 3: Sexual Arousal by Condition, Order
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• In order to test whether exposure to sexually violent materials resulted

in increased attraction to sexual aggression and in increased likelihood to

aggress. a series of repeated measures MANOVAs were performed. The

within subjects factor was three levels of time and the between subjects

factors were two levels of order and three levels of aggression group. The

tirst test was done on the attraction to sexual aggression variables, and the

second on the likelihood to aggress variables. Means and standard

deviations fo~ the attraction to sexual aggression variable:: are reported in

Table 29, and the MANOVA results in Table 30. Means and standard

deviations for the likelihood to aggress variables are found in Table 31,

and MANOVA results in Table 32.
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Table 29
Means and Standard Deyjations for Aggressio.n...Yariables-B.y...Aggœssion
Groups N-133

Dependent Variable: Pretest attraction to sexual aggression
Group Mean Std. Dev. N

\02

Low Aggression
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

Mid Aggression
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

High Aggression
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

2.026
2.000

3.500
3.577

6.000
5.800

.434

.338

.598

.643

.632

.447

38
36

22
26

6
5

Dependent Variable: Consenting sex attraction to sexual aggression
Group Mean Std.Dev. N

Low Aggression
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

Mid Aggression
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

High Aggression
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

1.737
1.750

2.864
2.654

5.500
3.600

.554

.500

1.125
1.164

.837
2302

38
36

22
26

6
5
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Table 29 (Cont'd)
Means_ancLSlaIldard.J)eviatioosJor Aggression Yariables By Aggression

Groups_N=-l33

Dependent Variable: Rape attraction to sexual aggression
Group Mean Std. Dev. N

103

Low Aggression
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

Mid Aggression
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

High Aggression
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

1.737
1.583

3.045
2.731

6.000
3.600

.724

.500

U74
U51

1.673
2.302

38
36

22
26

6
5
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• Table 30
Repeated Measllres M "NOV A: "ttrac.ÙOlLto-s.ex.naJ AggressiQILb)'
Aggres.sion....GIQupLO..rd~=l33

Dependent variables: Pretest, consenting sex and rape attraction to sexual
aggression
Between subjects effects for Time 1

Source of variation SS DF MS E Sig of E

Within cens 167.76 127 1.32
Aggression Group 370.23 2 185.11 140.14 .000
Order 17.28 1 17.28 13.08 .000

Aggression Group
by Order 15.07 2 7.54 5.70 .004

Within subjects effects involving Time
Source of variation SS DF 'MS E Sig of E

Within cens 94.54 254 .37
Time 27.13 2 13.57 36.45 .000

Aggression Group
by Time 7.92 4 1.98 532 .000

Order by Time 7.78 2 3.89 10.45 .000
Aggression Group

by Order, by Time 5.94 4 1.49 3.99 .004
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HotelIings multivariate F test for aggression group by Order by Time

was significant, E=2.987 (4,250) p<.OS. Follow-up univariate tests showed

a significant 3 way interaction effect at Time 1. E=5.778 (2,127) , p<.OS.

Hotellings multivariate E test for the 2 way interaction Order by Time, was

highly significant, E=8.223 (2,126) p<.OOI, and the univariate E test for

the 2 way interaction Aggression Group by Time was significant at Time 1,

E=3.701 (2,127) p<.05. There was also a significant effect for time:

Hotellings E = 27.32 (2,126), p<.OI and univariate E tests showed

significant differences at both Time 1, E=39.690 (1,127) p<.OI, and Time

2, E=31.709 (1,127) p<.Ol.

Figure 4: Attraction to Sexual Aggression by Order and Aggression Group
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These results demonstrate c1early that there exist significant differences

between subjects according to their level of attraction to sexual aggression

before exposure to sexual stimuli. Furthermore. the level of attraction to

sexual aggression prior to exposure influences the level of attraction to

sexual aggression aiter exposure. There is an added within subject effect

both for the nature of the stimuli. and for the number of exposures. The

greatest within group variability occurs with the high attraction to sexual

aggression group who received the consenting sex condition at Time 2.

These subjects' Attraction to Sexual Aggression decreased significantly

after exposure to the consenting sex story, and remained the same after

exposure to the acquaintance rape story.

Table 31
Means and Standard Deyiations for I.ikelibood to Aggress Variables...By
Aggression Group Order ( N-J33)

Dependent Variable: Pretest likelihood to aggress
Group Mean Std. Dev. N

106

Low Aggression
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

Mid Aggression
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

High Aggression
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

1.395
1.361

2.227
2.346

3.667
2.800

.595

.487

.813

.846

1.033
.919

38
- 36

22
26

6
5
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Table 31 (Cont'd)
Means...ancLStandarcLDevjatjoDs for 1 ikeljbood.Jo Aggress Variables B~

Aggression.-Group_Drder ( N-13.3.)

Dependent variable: Consenting sex Iikelihood to sexually aggress
Group Mean Std. Oev. N
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Low Aggression
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

Mid Aggression
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

High Aggression
Rape-Consent
Consent-Rape

1.263
1.278

2.091
1.923

3.500
2.600

.601

.513

1.019
1.017

.837
1.673

38
36

22
26

6
5

Dependent variable: Rape Iikelihood to aggress
Group Mean Std. Oev. N

Low Aggression
Rape-Consent 1.158 .638 38
Consent-Rape 1.194 .467 36

Mid Aggression
Rape-Consent 2.136 .941 22
Consent-Rape 1.808 .849 26

High Aggression
Rape-Consent 3.667 1.033 6
Consent-Rape 2.400 1517 5

--
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Table 32
R~ted Measnres MANQVA.· ! jke1ibood...to...Aggress_h)é....-\ggression

G.r.a.ups_OrdeL(lS= 133.).

Dependent variables: Pretest, consenting sex and rape likelihood to aggress

Between subjects effects for Time 1
Source of variation SS DF MS E Sig of E

Within cells 171.21 127 135
Aggression Group 126.21 2 63.11 46.81 .000
Order 7.61 1 7.61 5.64 .019
Aggression Group

by Order 7.27 2 3.69 2.73 .069

Within subjects effects involving Time
Source of variation SS DF MS E Sig of E

Within cells 48.86 254 .19
Time 2.27 2 1.14 5.91 .003
Aggression Group

byTime .46 4 .12 .60 .664
Order by Time .62 2 31 1.60 .203
Aggression Group
by Order by Time 1.14 4 .29 1.49 .206

lOS
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Follow-up multivariate tests of significance for within subject effects

for a 3 way interaction Aggression Group by Order by Time were not

significant. However, a univariate E test for the 3 way interaction within

subjects effect was significant at Time 2, E=3.106 (2,127), p<.OS.

Hotellings multivariate E test for the within subject effect of time was

significant. E=S.918 (2,126) p<.OI. and the univariate E test was significant

for Time 2, E=II.91 (1.127) p<.OI. These resu1ts are presented in Figure

S.
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Affection and sexual aggression

• Figure 5: Likelihood to Aggress by Order. Aggression Group
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In summary, the findings are consistently in favour of the conclusion

that the level of attraction to sexual aggression does effectively differentiate

men who respond positively, i.e., are attracted to and are aroused by

sexually violent stimuli, and those who are not. Furthermore, there are

distinct between groups differences amongst subjects as to their pretest
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• attraction to sexual aggression scores which, for the high attracted group

who receive the sexually violent stimuli first. continue to differentiate them

from other subjects. This between groups difference also affects the

Iikelihood to aggress scores. However, the likelihood to aggress does not

appear to change as a result of number of exposures or order - either a

subject admits a certain likelihood to aggress, or he does not.

Attraction 10 SexllaJ Aggression, Violence and Sex and Attitudes Towards

PhysicaJ punishment

The factor variable violence and sex includes statements such as. "Sorne

women enjoy being raped", and "1 sometimes feellike raping someone". As

such, it contains items which measure attitudes which have been shown to

contribute to attraction to sexual aggression. However, it a1so includes

statements such as, "1 sometimes feel like killing myself", and "1 often feel

Iike 1 am sexually taken advantage of".

Analysis of variance between violence and sex and three levels of

aggression group revealed significant main effects for aggression group,

E=I7.073, p<.OO. This can he seen in Figure 6. Means are in Table 33, and

results of the ANOVA are in Table 34.
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Table 33
Means' Violence and Sex..Jly Aggression Gro\lP.-OrdeL(N=l3.61

1 12

Aggression Group

Low
Mid
High

Mean

5.47
5.13
4.38

N

77
48
11

Table 34
Analysis of variance violence and Sex..Jly AggressioD Group and 0Ider
(N-J36)

Source of variation

Main Effects .
Aggression Group

ss

12.719
12.719

DF

2
2

MS

6.359
6.359

E

17.073
17.073

Sig of E

.000
.000
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• Figure 6: Sex and Violence by Aggression Group.
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Subjects who responded positively to statements such as, "Hard physicai

punishment is good for children who disobey alot", and, "PhysicaJ

punishment and pain help build a strong moral character", also would

hypothetically be more highly attracted to sexual aggression. Analysis of

variance between the attitudes to physical punishment variable and three

levels of aggression group yielded no significant differences between

groups. Means are in Table 35, and results are in Table 36.
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• Table 35
Means' Attitudes Towards Phy.sic.al pllnishment hy A.ggressiQn_Group.

Order.....N=ll6.

1 14

Aggression Group

Low
Mid
High

Mean

4.09
4.20
4.24

N

77
48
Il

Table 36
Ana1ysis of Variance Attitudes Towards Phy.sica1 Pllnishme~

Aggression Group and Order (N-136)

Source of variation

Main Effects
Aggression Group

SS

.440
.440

DF

2
2

MS

.220

.220

E

.261
.261

Sig of E

.771
.771
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Attractio.n....tO-Si:XIlal Aggressi.on and Negatjye AuiOldes Towards Physica1

Affe.ction

It makes theoretical sense to assume that a man who is highly attracted

to sexual aggression would a1so have negative attitudes towards physical

affection. The factor variable which measured this attitude contains

statements such as " Vou regard your desire to hold your partnerlspouse as:

troublesome, childish, something to keep secret" , and " Your reaction to

your body at puberty was: shame, fright". Analysis of variance between the

factor variable negative attitudes towards physical affection and three levels

of aggression group revealed significant main effects for aggression group.

Means are in Table 37, and analysis of variance results are in Table 38.

Table 37
Means· Negative Attitudes Towards PhysicaJ Affection by. Aggression
Group and Order (N-J36)

1 15

Aggression Group

Low
Mid
High

Mean

1.86
2.02
2.56

N

75
46
10
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• Table 38
Analysis of Variance Negatiye Attitudes Tmv.ardLe.hysicaJ Mfe.ctiOD-by

Aggres5ian...Gr.o.up-and...Order....(N=.ll6)

1 16

Source of variation

Main Effects
Aggression Group

SS DF

4.549 2
4.549 2

MS

2.274
2.274

E

4.326
4.326

Sig of E

.015
.oIS

These results (see Figure 7) show that men who have the highest

attraction to sexual aggression also have significantly more negative

attitudes to physical affection than their counterparts in the mid and low

attraction to sexual aggression groups.
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• Figure 7: Negative Attitudes Towards Physical Affection by Aggression
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Atnactjon to SexuaJ AggressjQn and SexuaJ P1easure

Il was hypothesized that attraction to sexual aggression was related to

the experience of sexual pleasure. In other words, men who have a low

attraction to sexuaI aggression would experience more sexual pleasure and

would he more affectionate with their partners. Sexual pleasure was

measured by negative responses to statements such "Orgasms rarely make

~ my body feel warm ail over" and, "Orgasms with my sex partner rarely

make me feel that our bodies are one". Group means for sexual pleasure

variable are listed in Table 39, and analysis of variance results are listed in

Table 40.
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Table 39
Means' Sex.uaLBeasuœ...by Aggression...G.roUjL(.N=.ll6)

Aggression Group Mean N

Low 5.00 77
Mid 4.88 48
High 4.50 11

Table 40
Analysis of Variance. SexuaJ pleasure by AggressioR.-Gro.uP-Œ=l3.6)

1 18

Source of variation

Main Effects
Aggression Group

SS

2.476
2.476

DF

2
2

MS

1.238
1.238

E

1.737
1.737

Sig of E

.180
.180

According to these results, the degree to which a man is or is not

attraeted to sexual aggression does not appear to influence the amount to

which a man experiences sexual pleasure.
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• Attraetion..t<l..fu:xual Aggression and PhysicaJ Affection in the FarniJ)é...of

Origin

ft was also assumed that there would he a relationship hetween a man's

level of attraction to sexual aggression, his perception of physical affection

and how it was expressed in his family of origin. There were 2 factor

variables which dealt with familial physical affection: one which focused

upon the physical affection hetween parent and child, and one which looked

at physical affection between parents. Means for parent child physical

affection are in Table 41, and results of the analysis of variance are in

Table 42. Means for the parental physical affection in Table 43, and the

results are in Table 44.

Table 41
Means· Parent-child PhysicaJ Affectionby Aggression Group and Order
(N-136)

119

Aggression Group

Low
Mid
High

Mean

4.59
4.63
4.55

N

77
48
11
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• Table 42
Analysis Qf Variance Parent-child..EhysicaJ Affecùon...by-Aggœssion
fuOUjUlD.d...O.rder....(N.= 136)

120

Source of variation

Main Effects
Aggression Group

SS

.076
.076

DF

2
2

MS

.038
.038

E

.058
.058

Sig of E

.943

.943

Table 43
Means· Parental AffectjQnaJ System hy AggressjQn Group and O.rder
(N-136)

Aggression Group

Low
Mid
High

Mean

2.56
2.39
2.68

N

75
46
10

Table 44
~fVariance Parental AffectionaLS.ystem hy. Aggression Group

and Order (N-136)

Source of variation

Main Effects
Aggression Group

SS DF

1.219 2
1.219 2

MS

.609

.609

E

.623

.623

SigofE

538
538
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• There were no significant results for either the parent-child physical

affection variable or for the parental physical affection variable. It would

appear according to these results, that physical affection in the family of

origin does not affect attraction to sexual aggression.

Discriminant Analysis

A series of discriminant analyses were conducted in order to determine

how weIl the physical affection variables discriminated between the three

aggression groups. The dependent variables for both discriminant analyses

were the three levels of aggression group. The variables predicted to

discriminate between the groups were the ten Index of Human Affection

factor variables and the three Affectional History factor variables. In the

first analysis, the pooled within groups correlations between the

hypothesized discriminating variables yielded interesting results. The

variables which most discriminated between the groups were Index of

Human Affection factors 1, 9, 3, and 10. Factor 1 is violence and sex, and

factor 9 is sex and pleasure. Factor 3 includes items about the degree of

parental love such as, "My mother does not really care about me" and, "1

take drugs more often than 1 experience orgasm". Factor 10 consists of

four items: "Abortion should be punished by society", "1 often pray to God

for help with my problems", "1 personally know a family where the father

had sex with his daughter", and "Religion and not science will u1timately

solve our problems". In ail, 65.44% of the cases were correctly classified

according to the two discriminant functions, with the greatest separatione occurring between group 3, or the high aggression group, and the other

two groups.
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• The second discriminant analysis between the three levels of aggression

groups and the Affectional History factor variables indicated that the

Affectional History variables do not discriminate weIl between the three

groups.
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• Discussion

The purpose of this study was two-fold: tirst, to assess the usefulness of

the construct attraction to sexual aggression and the scale; and second, to

investigate the relationship between physical affection variables and

attraction to sexual aggression. The following discussion will focus on the

results in that order.

E.'ialuation of the Construct and of the Attraction to SexuaJ Aggression

S.cale

The current study resembles many of the studies into media violence

and aggressive behavior in a number of important ways. First, the stories

which were the stimuli were tirst used by Abel and his associates (Abel,

Blanchard, Barlow & Guild 1977), and later by Malamuth (1989a,I989b)

and by Malamuth and Check (1983,1985). Elements of the stories, namely

that the victim of the sexual aggression is an acquaintance of the aggressor

and that she dresses and talks about sex in a provocative manner, have been

shown to differentiate sexual aggressors and non-aggressors. The repeated

measures design and the use of pen and paper questionnaires, as opposed to

behavioral and/or objective measures of arousal, replieates earlier studies

which have proven these methods to be valid. As weil, the majority of

subjects in ail the studies including the current one, are university students.

The Attraction to Sexual Aggression Scale performed much as

expected. From a practical standpoint, having a single instrument which

contains a number of relevant scales facilitates administration. The

: different scales such as the Attraction to Conventional Sex Scale provide a

substantial amount of data which, when compared with the Attraction to
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• Unconventional Sex Scale or with the Attraction to Sexual Aggression

Scale. point to the ability of the different scales to distinguish between

different groups of subjects. Furthermore. the content validity of each scale

was confirmed by the similarity of the results of the common factor

analyses conducted by Malamuth (I989a.I989b) and by me.

The frequency data on the likelihood scales closely resembled those

reported by Malamuth (l989a.. 1989b). The results show clearly that the

Scale differentiated between those subjects who have a certain attraction to

sexual aggression, and those who do not. as weIl as hetween those subjects

who admit a certain likeIihood to aggress sexually and those who do not.

Furthermore. the Scale differentiated those subjects who are sexually

aroused by sexual aggression and those who are not.

The results strongly support the validity of the construct, attraction to

sexual aggression, and the reliability of the Attraction to Sexual Aggression

Scale. They constitute important findings inasmuch as they represent the

first known test of either the construet or the scale to he conducted by a

person other than Malamuth and/or a close associate.

As weIl. these results clearly confirm previous findings that men who

have a high level of attraction to sexual aggression do respond differently

to exposure to sexually violent rnaterial than those who do not have a high

level of attraction to sexual aggression. Furthermore, men who are highly

attracted to sexual aggression who are first exposed to sexually violent

rnaterial will maintain high levels of attraction to sexual aggression when

exposed to sexually stimulating but not violent material. Men with high

attraction to sexual aggression will he more aroused by sexually violent

material than by non-violent rnaterial. These findings confirm tbat there is

a significant minority of men who are highly attracted to sexual aggression,
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• and for whom the order of exposure and the number of times of exposure

to sexually violent material is significant. The data aise clearly demonstrate

that exposure to sexually violent material does not affect the likelihood to

engage in sexually violent behavior.

Anracti.an..lo....Sexllal Aggression and PhysicaJ Affection Variables

One of the main reasons for undertaking this study was to explore sorne

of the possible variables underlying attraction to sexual aggression, namely

some of the variables related to the experience of physical affection. This

part of the research was only partially successful for a number of possible

reasons. First, physical affection is a poorly researched variable in

particular with regards to adult experience, and consequently there is Iittle

mention of it in the Iiterature and no extensive development of dependent

variables. This stands in stark contrast to variables related to sexual

aggression and exposure to media violence. Second, affection by definition

is an affective variable (as opposed to attitudes which are cognitive) and

may weil not lend itself as conveniently to conventional pen and paper type

questionnaires. Third, many of the questions on the inventories used in this

study relied upon subjects' ability to recall their past experiences, which

may be difficult for a number of reasons.

The lack of clearly significant results for the physical affection

variables is disappointing. As the data indieated, the general experience of

physical affection between parents, with family members, and with a

partner, did not account for any significant between group differences in

either the level of attraction to sexual aggression or the Iikelihood to

aggress prior to exposure to sexually explicit materials. However,
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• interesting differences did emerge over time and exposure. Men with low

experience of physical affection who received the consenting sex story first

had significantly lower attraction to sexual aggression over time. These

men differed significantly from men with low physically affectionate

experience who received the rape story first. and from the mid affection

group.

A slightly different pattern emerges in terms of the relationship

between experience of physical affection and the Iikelihood to sexually

aggress. The greatest differences occur after the first exposure to sexually

explicit materials between the mid affection group who received the rape

story first who reported the highest likelihood to aggress. and the low

physical affection group who received the consenting sex story first.

Furthermore. the low affection group who received the consenting sex

story first reported a higher likelihood to aggress following exposure to

the rape story.

These data suggest that men with low experience of physical affection

react differently to consenting sexual stimuli than their counterparts with

medium or high experience of physical affection. Of particular interest is

the finding which concerns men with low experience of physical affection

with regard to the Iikelihood to aggress. It may weil be that reading the

descriptions of consenting sex first evokes a craving in these men that

triggers them to acknowledge a greater Iikelihood to aggress after they

have been exposed to the rape story. This finding provides partial support

for the assumption that the lack of physically affectionate experiences

affects both attraction to sexual aggression and the self reported Iikelihood

to sexually aggress.
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The lack of significant effects for physical affection in the family of

origin. between parents. or with a partner may be due to a number of

reasons. First. subjects may have difficulty remembering how their parents

interacted physically when asked to do so in an experimental context. As

weil. the quality of sexual relationships between university students who

probably do not live together must certainly affect their physical

interactions in the sense that they may not touch each other or hug and kiss

in the same fashion that a co-habitating couple does.

Attit1ldes Towards PhysicaJ Affection and Sex

Given the fact that the attitude scales in general have been most

successful in differentiating subjects according to their attitudes towards

rape and sexual violence. it is not surprising that the factor variable on the

Index of Human Affection which measured attitudes towards rape and

violent sex effectively differentiated subjects grouped according to their

attraction to sexual aggression. Significant main effects were also found for

negative attitudes towards physical affection.

The Jack of significant results of analyses on attitudes towards physical

punishment and the experience of sexual pleasure may be related to the age

of the subjects. Young university males are close to their peak in terms of

their sexual prowess. and may weil be less inclined to discriminate on a

pleasure basis. ln other words. sexual pleasure for a young man may have

less to do with the pleasureable sensations of physical closeness than it does

for an older man. As weil. young men may have difficulty remembering

what, if any, experiences they may have had with corporal punishment or

whether or not they believed in it.
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• The results of the discriminant analysis tentatively point to the

conclusion that a high attraction to sexual aggression is inconsistent with

regarding sex as a physically pleasurable activity. As weil. the items which

discriminated between the high aggression group and the other two groups

e.g.• "My mother does not really care about me". "1 take drugs more often

than 1 experience orgasm". and "Abortion should be punished by society".

indicate a rigidity and a reliance on artificial stimulants and religious belief

which may weIl point to sorne emotional instability in the high attraction to

sexual aggression group.

c.ontribution ta Knowledge

The current study contributes to current knowledge about sexual

aggression and physical affection in a number of ways. It is the first known

investigation into the experience of physical affection. both past and

present. and sexually aggressive responses to sexually violent stimuli.

Furthermore, while the construct and the Attraction to Sexual A~gression

Scale have been extensively tested by Malamuth (19893,I989b), they have

not been widely used by other researchers. Thus, the current study

demonstrates that both the construct and the scale have validity and

reliatlilit)!.

Suggestions For Fnrther Research

There is sorne degree of evidence 10 suggest that the experience of

physical affection or touching critically affects a person's ability to

experience feelings, although to date there have been few attempts to study

this relationship in a systematic fashion. One of the first steps 10

investigating this relationship would be to develop a series of dependent

128



Affection and sexual aggression

• variables. both pencil and paper inventories and behavioral measures.

Another area which merits considerable attention is the measurement of

affective variables. such as the experience of pleasure and the experience of

anger. Underlying these endeavors would be the goal of developing a

comprehensive model of physical affection and emotional development

from infancy to old age.

While there exists today sorne understanding of the variables whieh

directly contribute to attraction to sexual aggression. there is still limited

understanding of the complex interaction of vari:l.bles which indirectly

contribute to either the self reported attraction to sexual violence, or which

variables push a man to actually behave in a sexually aggressive manner.

The statistically complex models such as that recently proposed by

Malamuth and his associates (1991) need to be tested empirically across a

broad group of subjects.
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Appendix A
c: 10# _

1. What percentage of males do you think would find the following
activities sexually arousing? Cirele response.

necking
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

petüng
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

oralsex
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

heterosexual intercourse
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

anal intercourse
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

male homosexual acls
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

group sex
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

bondage (without consent)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

whipping, spanking
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

rape
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

forcing a female 10 do something sexual she didn't want to
do
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

transvestism
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

pedophilia
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
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Appendix A (Cont'd)
2. What percentage of females dt:' you think would find the following

activities sexually arousing? f:ircle response.
nec:king
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

petting
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

oral sex
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

heterosexual intercourse
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

anal intercourse
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60 % 70% 80% 90% 100%

male homosexual ac:ts
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

group sex
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

bondage (tying up self or partner without c:onsent)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

whipping, spanking
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

rape
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

forcing a male to do something sexual he didn't want to do
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

transvestism (wearing the c:lothes of the opposite sex)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

pedophilia (sex with a c:hild)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
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3. How sexually arousing do you think you would find the following sexual
activities if you engaged in them (even if you have never engaged in them)?
necking
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

petting
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

oral sex
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

heterosexual intercourse
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

anal intercourse
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

male homosexual acts
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

group sex
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

bondage (tying up self or partner without consent)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

whipping, spanking
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

rape
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

being forced to do something sexual you didn't want to do
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

transvestism (wearing the clothes of the opposite sex)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

pedophilia (sex with a child)

e 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
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4) If you could be assured that no one would know and that you could in no
way be punished for engaging in the following acts. how likely. if at ail.
would you be to commit such acts? Circle reponse.

not at all very
likely
anal intercourse 1 2 3 4 5

group sex 1 2 3 4 5

homosexuality 1 2 3 4 5

bondage 1 2 3 4 5

whipping. spanking 1 2 3 4 5

rape 1 2 3 4 5

forcing a female
to do something she
didn't want to do 1 2 3 4 5

transvestism 1 2 3 4 5

pedophilia 1 2 3 4 5
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Appcndix B
# ----------

Circle the numbcr which bcst refiects
your feeling about the statemenl

1. 1 have rarcly sccn my parents
hug and kiss cach olber.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

2. My mother did not hug
and kiss me aIol
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagrcc

3. My failier did not hug
and kiss me aIol
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

4. My molber does not reaily
carc about me.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

5. My father does not reaily
caro about me.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagrce

6. My parents have many
unfriendly arguments.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

7. 1do not get enough tauching
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

S. 1often gel "uptight" about
bcing tauched.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagrce

9. Nudity within the family has
a harmful influence upon children.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

10. Natural body odors arc often
offensive.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

Il. 1cao talerate pain very weIl.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

12. 1 use and experiment with
drugs quite often.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

13. 1 smoke marijuana quite often.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

14. 1 drink aIcoholic bcverages
quite often.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

15. 1 get hostile and aggrcssive
when 1drink aIcohol.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

16. 1 would rather drink aIcohol
than smoke marijuana.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

17. Alcohol is more satisfying
than sex.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

IS. Drugs arc more satisfying
than sex.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

19. 1 take drugs more often
than 1 experience orgasm.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

20. 1 drink aIcohol more often
than 1 experience orgasm.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

21. Hard physical punishment is
good for children who disobey aIol
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

22. Physical punishment should
bc aIlowed in the schools.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

23. For unmarried persans ta have sex
with their lovers before marriage
is wrong.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

24. 1 often do things without
thinking about them.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

25. For married persans ta have sex
affaiIs with their lovers is wrong.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree
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Appcndix B (Cont'd)
Circle the numbcr which bcst reOects
your feeling about the statement

26. 1 enjoy sex films where the sex
panner is physically bcaten or hurt.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

27. 1 do not enjoy sc.'t films wherc
the sex panners give cach other plcasure.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

28. My mother bas not adcquately
diseusscd se.'t with me.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

29. My father bas not adequately
discusscd scx with me.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

30. Society should interfere with
private scxual behavior
between adults.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

31. Abortion shouid be punishcd
by society.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

32. Capital punishment shouid
be pcrmitted by society.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

33. Violence is neœssary te
realIy solve our problems.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

34. 1 remember when my father
physically punishcd me a lot

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

35. 1 remember when my mother
physicaIIy abuscd me a lot

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

36. 1 often feel like hitting someone.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

37. Physical punishment and pain
help build a strong moral character.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

38. Sexual pleasures help build
a weak moral character.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagrcc

39. Prostitution should bc
punished by society.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagrcc

40. 1 often drcam of cilher Ooating.
O)ing. falling or c1imbing.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagrcc

41. 1 tend te be e.'ttrcme in my
political points of view.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

42. The govemment should
have more control of the people.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

43. People in govcmment and
business do not caro about me
and my family.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagrce

44. 1 remembcr when 1 ran away
or \\'aIlted te run away from home.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagrce

45. Marijuana is more 5aÙsfying
than sex.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagrce

46.1 usually do not get much
plcasure from my sexual activity.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagrce

47. 1 usually expcrience orgasm
about once a week or less than
once a wecle.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

48. 1 have been or nccd te bc
trcated for a venercal disease.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagrec

49. 1 do not enjoy oral-genital sex.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

50. 1 sometimcs feel like raping someone.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagrec
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Appendix B (Cont'dl
Circle the numOOr which oost reneets
your feeling about the statcmenl

51. 1 usually enjoy the rape
scencs in movics.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

52. 1 usually feel more powerful and
aggrcssive when 1 have sel!: with somconc.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

53. 1 get hostile and aggrcssive
when 1 smoke marijuana.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

54. 1 often feel 1 am scxually
takcn advantage of.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

55. 1 oftcn pray ta God for help
with my problems.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

56. 1 oftcn feel unhappy.
sad or deprcsscd.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

57. 1 sometimes feel Iike
killing mysclf.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

58. 1 sometimes focl Iike killing
somcone elsc.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

59. 1 have bœn accuscd of raping
somcone bcfore.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

60. 1 have bœn "knocked out"
(unconscious) at lcast once in my life.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

61. 1 have scvera! scars on my body.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

62. 1 prefer homoscxual or lesbian
SCl!: relationships.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

63. Some women deserve ta bc raped.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

64. Some men dcserve ta 00 raped.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

65. White men should not have
sel!: with black women.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

66. Black men shouid not have
sel!: with white women.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

67. 1 am against marriagcs OOtween
blacks and whites.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

68. Wc would bc bcttcr off if blacks
and whites Iived in their own
lIcighbourhoods and went ta their own
schools.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

69. 1 often have had scx when 1
didn't want it

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

70. Women should not have the
same scxual freedoms as men.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

71. 1 often have sex just ta bc
held and hugged.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

72. Bottle-fed infants are just as
happy as breast-fed infants.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

73. 1 remembcr when 1 used ta
"head-bang" or rock back and forth.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

74. As a child 1 rarely. if ever.
masturbated.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

75. As a teenager 1 rarely. if ever.
masturbated.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

.;
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Appendix B (Cont'd)
Circle the numOOr whieh oost refieets
your fceling about the statcmenl

76. As a adult 1 rarely, if ever,
masturbatcd.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

Tl. 1 personally know a family
where the father had sc." with his daughter.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

78. 1 personally know a family
where the mother had scx with her son.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

79. 1 personally knoY' a family
wherc a brother and sistcr had se:< tegcther.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

80. Fathers and daughters who agree
te have se:< together should be severely
punished.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

81. Mothers and sons who agree te
have sex together should 00 severely
punished.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

82. Brothers and sisters who agree te have
sex tegether should be severely punished.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

83. Rape scenes in the movies give me
idcas about raping someone.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

84. 1 do not trust men very mueh.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

85. 1 do not trust wornen very mueh.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

86. Sorne wornen enjoy being raped.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

frl. Some men enjoy being raped.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

88. Violence in movies and TV malœs
me want te be "part of the action".

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagrcc

89. 1 would rape somcone if 1 kne\\'
1 wouldn't 00 caughl

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

90. 1 like to bite, scrateh or hit m\'
sex panner when having scx. .
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

91. 1 rememOOr when my failier
physically hit my mother.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

92. "Law and Order" is more important
than my own personal "rights".
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

93. Censorship of rape films is not justificd
even if it helps te prevent the rape of

women.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

94. Religion and not science will
ultimatcly solve our problems.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

95. 1 am proud of my country.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

96. 1 rarely have multiple orga.~ms

when 1 have sex experienccs.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

97. Orgasms rarely give me a fioating,
drifting. fiowing feeling.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

98. Orgasms rarcly make my body
feel warm all over.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

99. Orgasms rarely make my entire
body react, e.g. waves of sensations.
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Disagree

100. Orgasms with my sex panner
rarely make me feel that "our bodies arc one".
Agree 1 2 3 4 5 6 Dlsagree

148
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Please indicate your answer by circling the appropriate number.
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1. Agree strongly
2. Agree moderately

3. Agree a little
4. Disagree a little

5. Disagree moderately
6. Disagree strongly

1. Your parents often showed their affection for each other by:
telling each other------l 2 3 4 5 6
embracing/hugging ------- 1 2 3 4 5 6
giving each other gifts--l 2 3 4 5 6
kissino each otber-----l 2 3 4 5 6o
doing tbings for each otber---l 2 3 4 5 6

2. Your parents showed tbeir affection for you by:
hugging you----------l 2 3 4 5 6
kissing you-----------------l 2 3 4 5 6
doing tbings for you 1 2 3 4 5 6
telling you 1 2 3 4 5 6
giving you presents-------l 2 3 4 5 6

3. Your immediate family openly expressed affection for each other-----­
-------- 1 2 3 4 5 6

4. When your immediate family got together witb other relatives and
close friends they greeted you by:

shaking your hand---------l 2 3 4 5 6
kissing you --1 2 3 4 5 6
embracing/hugging you------l 2 3 4 5 6
talking to you -1 2 3 4 5 6

5. You showed affection for your parents by:
telling them- 1 2 3 4 5 6
doing tbings for them--- 1 2 3 4 5 6
embracing/hugging them---l 2 3 4 5 6
kissing tbem 1 2 3 4 5 6
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Please indicate your answer by circling the appropriate number.
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1. Agree strongly
2. Agree moderately

3. Agree a Iittle
4. Disagree a little

5. Disagree moderately
6. Disagree strongly

6. At a social gathering your parents would react with disapproval if they
saw a married couple:

kissino-----------------------l 2 3 4 5 6<:>

embracing/hugging--------------l 2 3 4 5 6
holdino hands------------------l 2 3 4 5 6<:>

walking with arms around each other---l 2 3 4 5 6

7. Open displays of affection among family members and close friends
were discouraged by your parents---------------------l 2 3 4 5 6

8. Your parents disapproved of family members undressing in front of
each other---------------------------------------l 2 3 4 5 6

9.When your immediate family got together with relatives and close
friends you greeted them by:

shakino hands--------------------l 2 3 4 5 6<:>

kissing-------------------l 2 3 4 5 6
talking--------------------l 2 3 4 5 6
embracing/hugging----------l 2 3 4 5 6

10. Your reaction to the changes in your body at puberty was:
pride----------------------l 2 3 4 5 6
shame--------------------l 2 3 4 5 6
fright-------------------- 1 2 3 4 5 6
acceptance----------------1 2 3 4 5 6
anxiety---- ----1 2 3 4 5 6

11. You regard your desire to hold your partnerlspouse as:
natural-----------------1 2 3 4 5 6
pleasant-----------------l· 2 3 4 5 6
troublesome-----.:=:..-----l 2 3 4 5 6
childish-------------------1 2 3 4 5 6
something to keep secret-----l 2 3 4 5 6
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Please indicate your answer by circling the appropriate number.
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1. Agree strongly
2. Agree moderately

3. Agree a linle
4. Disagree a linle

5. Disagree moderately
6. Disagree strongly

2345 6

123456

12. At the present time you are dissatisfied with your body and physica1
characteristics.-----------------------------I 2 3 4 5 6

13. You would disapprove if you saw a couple at a social gathering
kissing----------------------l 2 3 4 5 6
embracing/hugging---------------l 2 3 4 5 6
holdino hands------------I 2 3 4 5 6o
walking with arms around each other--l 2 3 4 5 6

14. When you show affection for your partner you do it by:
telling him/her-------------------l 2 3 4 5 6
doing things for him/her--------I 2 3 4 5 6
kissing------------ 1 2 3 4 5 6
embracing/hugging------------l 2 3 4 5 6
giving presents--------------l 2 3 4 5 6
having sexual intercourse-----------l 2 3 4 5 6

15. Your panner dislikes being held-------------l 2 3 4 5 6

16. When you talk to close friends you tend to make physical contact
with them-----------------------------l 2 3 4 5 6

17. When you want to be physically close to your partner you feel free
to say so--------------------------1 2 3 4 5 6

18. You dislike holding your partner--------------l 2 3 4 5 6

19. You find it unpleasant to have:
a male friend sit very close-----l 2 3 4 5 6
a female friend sit very close 1 2 3 4 5 6
a male friend put bis band on your

arm while talking to you-------l
a female friend put her band on your

arm wbile talking to you:---
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Please indicate your answer by circling the appropriate number.
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1. Agree strongly
2. Agree moderately

3. Agree a little
4. Disagree a little

5. Disagree moderately
6. Disagree strongly

20. You find it unpleasant to have:
a male friend sit very close------------l 2 3 4 5 6
a female friend sit very close-----------I 2 3 4 5 6
a male friend put bis hand on your

arm while talking to you--------I 2 3 4 5 6
a female friend put her hand on your

arm while talking to you------------I 2 3 4 5 6

21. Your partner shows affection for you by:
telling you----------------------I
giving you presents--------------I
embracing/hugging you---------------I
kissing------------------------------l
wanting to have sex--------------------l

22. Your partner dislikes holding you--------------l

2 3 4 5 6
2 3 4 5 6
2 3 456
2 3 456
2 3 456

2 3 4 5 6

23. Your desire to hold your partner is stronger hefore having sexual
intercourse than after-----------------------l 2 3 4 5 6

24. If you are unable to hold someone or he held when you desire
physical closeness you tend to:

eat----------------------------I 2 3 4 5 6
become silent------------------l 2 3 4 5 6
take a drink------------------l 2 3 4 5 6
feel tense, anxious--------------l 2 3 4 5 6
become angry------------l 2 3 4 5 6
bite your nails--------------l 2 3 4 5 6
masturbate-------------------l 2 3 4 5 6
engage in physical activity----------l 2 3 4 5 6
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1. Agree strongly
2. Agree moderately

3. Agree a Iittle
4. Disagree a little

5. Disagree moderately
6. Disagree strongly

25. Vou find il undesirable or objectionable to hold or he held when you
are:

depressed----------------------------l 2 3 4 5 6
anxious------------------l 2 3 4 5 6
angry----------------------------l 2 3 4 5 6
frightened--------------------------l 2 3 4 5 6

26. Vou and your partner enjoy giving each other massage-l 2 3 4 5 6

27. Vou wouId rather give a massage to your partner than
receive one------------------------------------l 2 3 4 5 6

28. Finding lime to engage in sensual, affectionate body pleasuring is not
a problem for you--------------------------l 2 3 4 5 6



It'. in tha avaning and you'ra at Your apart..nt. You'ra thara with

Nancy, • girl fro. your Biology Cl.... You'va baan out drinking and

d.ncing with har .t Casay'., tha loc.l di.co. Sha i. obviou.1Y hiah •

• nd .. aha walk. towarda tha .tarao har hip. swing fr..1Y fro. .ida to

aida, tha chaak. of har _ bouncing .lightly. Vou ara .tarting to aat

• l'lard on looking at har banding ovar, har top hanging down a~o.ing

MO.t of har two lu.cious braa.t., a faw blonda pubic l'lair. paaking out

fram balow har vary .t\ort short.. lIIith your axcita..nt riaing you re­

call tha paat avanta of tha night. Nancy ito ana of the .o.t pOPular

girl. on callPus. Vour aya. naarly poppad out of your haad whan you

pickad har up to go to tha di.co. Sha wo... a pair of tight ...d ..tin

.t\orta that .t\owed off tha bottoa of har baautiful round a.. and a la..

cut .laav.la.. T-.t\irt that raad wI'. raady Nhan YOU araw• Vou ...c.ll

vividly how h.r larga nippla. atood .tiffly ....ct und.r har top e. YOU

w.lkad h.r to th. car. Alraady YOU w.... i ..gining .lipping your l'land.

uncler har .t\irt and faeling tho.. fant..tic tita. Thinaa couldn't hava

gona b.ttar at th. diaco. Vou bath drank and t.lkad • lot. At ona

point tha aubi.ct l'lad turnad ta sax, .nd ah. told YOU th.t ah. b.liavad

in fraa lova, that i~ aha w•• attractad ta ••an, it wa. O.K. to go ta

bad with hi.. F,.o. Nhat yoU l'lad h.ard fro. ~,.iand., you kn.w that Hency

wa. not lying. On .low danca. yoU l'lad pullad ha,. clo.., h.r br.a.ta

pr....d againat you,. chast, and your l'land plant.d on har fir. bu.. Sha

•

•
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2. !ha Acgu.int.ne. la2a SiRry

would raat har haad against your ahoulda,. and you could faal tha light
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toueh of he,. henda on you,. baek. Now, here you are in you,. apa,.tment,

alone with he,., he,. long blonde hai,. exeiting you even aore. A8 8he

walk. baek to the eoueh he,. b,.ea.t. boune. lightly, and h.,. T-shi,.t

elinga to he,. ...11 waist. Th. bulg. in you,. panta ia obvioua now. and

Nancy glane•• Cluiekly down at it a. sha ait. next to you. This is yeu,.

ehane. to aak. out with one of the aoat b••utiful wo_n on _ua. Vou

put an ara a,.ound he,., lean ove,. and ki.. ha,. aoiat rad lipa. Vou '1'..1

h." ralax and the warath of ha,. body f ..la raally Ilood. She _apa he,.

aras a,.ound you. and ki.... you back. he,. _t tongue dartinll into your

aouth. Eneouraged. YOU slip one hand undar the front of he,. T-shirt•

• l:I.dinll along her _ooth skin until YOU feel th. aoft rounclnesa of h.,.

braaat and large nippl.. A8 you ballin puUinll uP her toP to reaova it.

sh. _v.a awey froa YOu and plac.a h.r handa on youra. sayi"" wNa.

pl..... don't do that.- Vou ara so_what surpri..d. but bagin kiasi".

h.,. allain .nd you cer... .oftly h.,. skin to arou.. her. Slowly. asidat

h.,. prot.at•• you lift h.r top off. Vou bellin licki"" and aucking her

bar. braaata. your h.nda runni"" ov.r her slia _iat. Dcceaionally.

th.y dart b.n••th the el_tic band of her shorta. withdrawi"" befora

Nancy cen ob';.ct. At l.at. one hancI slip••U the .wey down past her

cu,.ly pubie h.ira and touch.s h.r w.ra cunt. At this. N.ncy protasta

.Il.in. wNo. pl..... 1 ra.lb don't w.nt to do thia. w IlI"ori"" her pra­

t.at•• you bellin ra_vi"" he,. panta. Vou ara raalb hard now. yeur

p,.ick is atr.ining alleinat the crotch of you,. j.ans. Vou ara t",i"" to

wo,.k h.r satin shorta down h.r l.gs. atrokinll her with one hand. _oth-
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...ing ha.. br.aata .nd thigh. vi~h wat ki..... Fin.lly th.y .r. o~••nd

you .t.rt .troking h.r cunt. Vou .r. thru.ting your ~ing.r. into h ..

• nd bruahing h.r clit. Sh. cri•• out in p.in WStop, no .or., pl w

b",t you think lIh. doean't ...n it. Vou .... r.ady ~or her nov, you' ...

h.rd rock. Vou r._v. your p.nta. N.ncy i ••or. _h.tic nov.

wNo, lly l don't v.nt to ~. lova vith you. No.w Vou think ahe i.

iuat playing h.rd to get. Vou.... g.tting on top oof her nov .nd Nancy

i ••c....-ing wNo. no. l don't vant to. Don't. pl..... don't do it.-

Vou t.ll her YOU don't ca.... thet you ...nt h.r nov and you' ... goi"" to

h.va har anYWaYa. $ha atarta pounding again.t your bGdy ..ith her ~i.ta.

cryi". out thet ahe doean't ..ant to. Vou giva har a hard alep and t.ll

h.r to b. qui.t. Vou t.ll h.r you' ... going to ac"'v h.r and th.t aha

Ilight .. wall giva in. Shè b.gina aobbing nov. Vou of••l her aoft pubic

hair a. ~'ou apr.ad har aillcy aaooth thigha vida _rt. Vou iuat atick

your dick right into h.r. All the vay d••p into her••nd ah. l.ta out

.n involunt.ry geap. H.r cunt of_la ao v.....nd aooft. Sha'a acraalling

no... tryine to puah YOU off har but YOU ~orca har back do,," and covar

her _uth vith ona hand. WShut up alut. Vou.-id YOU bali.v. in of....

lova and n_ YC:.J'''' gonna get it.- you hi.. into her ••r. Vou .... p,-­

ing your .ngorged prick into haro It of••la r ••lly good. raally good.

Finally. aha ...alizaa thet her atrugglaa .... uaal." and aha atoP.

atrunling .. you thruat hardar and hardar vith .ach atroka. your balla

alapping againat her thigha. Vou atart to _an lik. a voundad an~l ..

e you of..l your_lof atarting to co... Vou' ... colling. Voutre colling nov.

•
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Vou f ••l th..obe of hot pl•••u... •• you shoot into h....

Sto..i ••

9

Fin.lly, th.y

.ubaid. and you lay on top of h... wa... body••pent end totelly aeti.­

fi.d.
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It'. in th••v.ning and you',.••t you,. ap.,.t..nt. You',.. th.,.a vith

N.ncy, • gi,.l f,.o. you,. !iology Cl.... You'va baan out d,.inking and

dancing vith ha,. .t Caaay'., tha loc.l di.co. Sh. i. obviou.ly high,

.nd .. ah. valk. tov.rda the .ta,.ao ha,. hip. aving fra.ly f,.o. aide to

aida, th. chaak. of ha,. ... bouncing .lightly. Vou.ra .t.,.tinll to gat

a hard on looking .t h.,. bandïng ove,., h.,. top hanlling dovn .xpoaing

aoat of ha,. wo l_cio_ bra••ta, .fav blonde pubic h.i,.. pa.king out

f,.oa b.lov ha,. _ry :mo,.t ahO,.t.. Vith you,. axcit ••nt ,.iaing you ra­

caU th. pa.t .vanta of th. night. Nancy ia _ of the .oat pOPula,.

gi,.l. on ca.._. Vou,. .ya. n.a,.ly poppad out of yeu,. haad vhen )'OU

pick.d ha,. up to go to th. di•.co. Sha vo,.. a pai,. of tight rad ..tin

ahO,.ta that aho_d off the botto. of h.,. baaut!f'ul ,.ound _ and a low

cut .la.v.l... T-ahi,.t th.t ,.••d ftI'a ra.dy .m.n you .ra.ft Vou ,..cal1

vividly hov h.,. large nippl•• atood atiff1y aract und.,. h.,. top aa you

v.lk.d h.,. to tha ca,.. Alraady yoU _ra i_gining .lipping you,. handa

unde,. ha,. ahi,.t and feeling thON f'antaatic Uta. Thinga couldn't have

lion. b.tt.,. at tha di.co. Vou both d,.anIt and talk.d • lot. At one

point the .ub:ï.ct hacI turnad to ..x, and ah. told you that ah. baliav.d

in f'ra. lova, that if' aha v...tt,.act.d to a -.n, it vaa 0.1 to 1I0 to

bad vith hi.. F,._ Ilhat YOU had h.a,.d f',._ f,.iande, YOU knev that Nancy

va. not lying. On .lov danc.. yoU had pu11ad ha,. clo.. , h.,. braaat.

pra...d allainat you,. chaat, and you,. hand plantad on ha,. fi,.. bu.. Sh.

~ vould ,.aat h.,. haad allainat you,. ahou1da,. ar.d YOU could f ••l tha 1illht
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touch of har h8nda on your back. No.. , h.r. you ar. in your ap.rt..nt,

alon...ith h.r, har 10"" blonde hair exciting you .v.n .or.. As.,.

..alka b.ck to th. couch h.r br.a.t. bounc. lightly, and h.r T-ahirt

cling. to har _11 ..aiat. The bulg. in your panta i. obvious no.. , and

Nancy glanca. Quickly down at it a. she ait. next to you. Thi. i. you

chanc. to u1c. out ..ith on. of the .oat Mautioful _ on ~us. Vou

put an .... aroune! h.r, l ..n o_r and ki.. har eoiat ,..d lip.. Vou of_l

h.r ,..lax and th...areth of h.r body .,..la raelly goad. Sha _.a har

ares around you, and ki.... YOU Mck, har _t tonglla dartinll into YOU!"

eouth. Encouragad, YOU alip ona hsnd under the ofront oof her T-ahï..t.

alidi"" elo"" he.. _oth ekin until you .,..1 the aoft roundneee of' he..

b,..aat end lel"lle nipple. As YOu begin pul1i"" UP he.. top to ...-_ it~

ahe lift. uP hel" ares. a11o..inll yeU to pull it _ o_r he.. head. $he i.

obviou.ly ..ini"". Ifith the top ,...oved you bellin kieai"" he.. all8in and

you car... .of":ly her ekin to aroUA har. She tella yeu Me ,..ally

like. it. Vou Mllin licki,. end sucki"" he.. M,.. breaeta. your- h8nde

runni"" o_r her ali...eiat. Dcceai_lly. they da..t MMath the el_­

tic Mnd of her ahorta. and Nancy doea not abject. At lest. _ "-d

alipa all the __ down paat he.. curly pultic hai... and touchea he.. ware

cunt. At thia. N.ncy saya "1 ,..ally lika the ..ay yoU do thIIt." l'le-.d

..ith ha.. coepUaent. you bellin ..eeovinll he.. ahorta. Vou a,.. ,..ally hal"d

no... you.. prick ia atraining 8118inat the Cl"otch of yeU!" jeans. Vou are

..orkinll he.. _tin ahorta down her lell8. atrokinll he.. with OM heM.

_othering har b,..aata and ·thigha ..i th _t ki...a. Fi_lly they are
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o~, .nd ~ou at.rt .troking har cunt. Vou.ra thru.ting ~our fingar.

into har .nd bruahing har c1it. Nan~ ia ~ing WDon't atop nON,w and

~ou knoN aha ..ana it. Vou ara raa~ for har nON, ~ou'ra hard a. a

rock. Vou ra.ove ~our panta. Nanc~ ia .ora a..,hatic nON. wP1aa_, l

raalb W8lIt ta aalca love Nith ~ou.W Vou raaliza. that Nan~ _ant .....t

aha _id about frae love. Vou ara gatting on top of har nON and Nan~

ia saili"". wI knoN ~u'ra going ta an;la~ thia aa .uch .. l Nill. w Vau

tall !MIr ~ou'ra aura ~ou will, that ~u've W8lItad !MIr all night and naw

~ou'ra gai"" ta have !MIr. Vau'ra raelb glad that ~au taalt Nan~ ta the

Diaca toniQht, and ~u'ra raalb plaa_d that aha c_ up ta ~aur _rt­

-.nt. Vou tall !MIr ~ou'ra going ta acraw har and to that aha ~,

WYaa, da· it ta _.R S!MI bagina .aani"" now. Vau i'_l h.r aaft pubic

hair .. ~ou ..,raad har ail~ _ath thigha wida apart. You juat stick

~our dick right into har. All the w~ daap inta har, and aha lata out

an invaluntar~ gasp. Har cunt i'_la ao _~ and aaft. Sha'a panting

now, holdi"" ~au clo_, pulli"" ~au dawn on tap of !MIr. and talli"" ~ou

how .uch aha lovas it. WYau aalca __ver want to atop,w ~u braathe

inta har .ar. You ara PUIlPi"" ~our angorgad prick into haro It f.ala

raalb, goad. raalb. goad. Har voies i'illad with daair•• aha urgea ~ou

an. S!MI _ta ~ur .ve~ .av. aa ~au thruat hard.r and harder with .ach

atrok•• ~aUl" balla alapping againai: !MIr thigha. You atart ta _ lik.

a waund.d ani..l .. ~ou f_l ~our_lf atarti"" to c_. You'ra ca.i"".

Vou'ra coüng naw. and ah.'. coüng at tha _ ti_. Yau f_l throba

oi' hot pl.aaura .. ~au ahaat inta h.r. Finall~. tha~ aubaide and ~ou

l~ an top of !MIr wa~ bo~. _nt and totalb satiafi.d.
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1t was a crisp day, the sort that made one fear for the crocuses and

jonquils that had a1ready come forth. Still, Martha felt oppressively warm,

so warm that she'd removed her hand-loomed shift and sat naked, fanning

herself on the edge of the bed.

Such a taIl bed it was. Martha's feet hung nearly a foot from the

polished wood f1oor. Martha watched her feet as she swung them back and

forth, back and forth, as a young child might. The movement caused a

stirring of feeling and she lay back on the bed, pulling the quilt up.

Martha lay back in bed, rubbing the nipple of her left breast. She

touched herself wherever she pleased, and laughed at the sight of her

breasts bobbing over the quilt. She felt her nipples and her Iips and the tiny

nub between her legs. They were like buds, buds that were ready to bloom.

She stroked her upper thighs, and then squeezed and pulled her nipples.

Desire shot through Martha's body as her nipples sprung to attention.

She caressed each breast carefully, no longer buds but round flowers in full

bloom. Slowly her hands wandered down her soft body. The wind shifted

the curtains in the room, and Martha smelt the sweet breeze.

Martha slowly spread her legs, and she felt the warm, wet mound of

hair. Martha moaned and squeezed and caressed the insides of her rnilky

thighs. She rubbed the flesh on either side of,her cunt. Her right hand

sought out the swollen nob that pulsed between her legs.

Martha rubbed her clitoris and felt the throbs deep inside of her. Her

fingers were slipping back and forth, from her clitoris down to the hot

hole. The feeling built up. Finally, two fingers slid deep inside and her

whole body shook with a massive orgasm. She lay still, spent.
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lD# _

How sexually aroused were you by this story?

155

0% 10%
Not at all
Sexually
Aroused

20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%
Moderately
Sexually
Aroused

90% 100%
Very
Sexually
Aroused



Affection and sexual aggression

• Appendix H

Debriefing Sheet (to be given to ail subjects as they leave after the

procedures)

Department of Educational Psychology

and Counselling

McGiII University

3700 McTavish St.

Montréal H3A 1Y2

Thank you very much for your participation in this study. The results

of this and other studies about human sexuality help further our

understanding of human sexual behavior.

While the following is probably obvious to ail subjects, we would like to

emphasize that the stories you read were COMPLEfE FANTASY. Sorne

of you read a story which depicted a rape. These stories were constructed

specifically for this experiment. In reality, as you hopefully are aware,

rape is a terrible crime, and in Canada is punishable by many years in

prison. As weil, rape victims suifer severe psychological damage as weil as

the more obvious physical effects of the assault. Unfortunately, many

people still believe a number of falsehoods or myths about rape. For

example, one totally unfounded myth is that if a woman does not

immediately report the rape, or hesitates to report il. then the act is

somehow not considered a reaI rape. A second falsehood is that if a

woman does anything which puts her a greater risk or makes her more

vulnerable to being victimized (e.g. going to a man's apartment. wearing

• enticing c1othing, etc.) she somehow brings the rape upon herself. These
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are in fact just myths and are totally unfounded. Hopefully. you will leave

this experiment with a more realistic and accurate view of rape.

Should you have further questions or comments about the study. or

should you wish to make any suggestions concerning the procedures. please

do not hesitate to write them down and send them to the researcher.

Thank you.

M.E. Benjamin
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Pearson. Correlations-.Amon~teIDS-ContrihuÙl1g.-t~e~Yaria.bles
(N=138)

PASA1 PASA2 PASA3 PASA4 PASA14

PASA1 1.00

PASA2 0.690 1.00

PASA3 0.174 0.250 1.00

PASA4 0.167 0.295 0.207 1.00

PASA14 0.764 0.600 0.150 0.192 1.00

PASA15 0.540 0.719 0.224 0.260 0.650

PASA16 0.172 0.275 0.446 0.249 0.222

PASA17 0.179 0.298 0.154 0.608 0.ZI8

PASA27 0.738 0.542 0.246 0.187 0.666

PASA28 0.528 0.707 0.345 0.279 0.507

PASA29 0.284 0.325 0.567 0.176 0.331

PASA30 0.116 0.197 . 0.090 0.404 0.126

PCON 0.727 0.780 0.493 0.485 0.735

PASA15 PASA16 PASA17 PASA27 PASA28

PASA15 1.00

PASA16 0.401 1.00.-

PASA17 0.307 0.423

PASA27 0.471 0.271 0.153 1.00

PASA28 0.647 0.227 0.221 0.697 1.00

PASA29 0.318 0.406 0.221 0.383 0.455

PASA30 0.169 0.206 0.470 0.087 0.165·

PCON 0.757 0.568 0.529 0.741 0.767
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EearsOlLCom:lations A.mongj.teIIlS-Contributin~to_New_Variables
(N=ll8)

PASA29 PASA30 PCON

PASA29 1.00

PASA30 0.215 1.00

159

PCON 0.608 0.408 1.00

•

PASAS PASA6 PASA7 PASAI8 PASAI9

PASAS 1.00

PASA6 0.268 1.00

PASA7 0.180 0.363 1.00

PASAI8 0.506 0.241 0.060 1.00

PASA19 0.202 0.180 0.258 0.215 1.00

PASA20 0.070 0.200 0.507 0.241 0.419

PASA31 0.613 0.223 0.028 0.324 0.060

PASA32 0.169 0.632 0.258 0.116 0.223

PASA33 0.072 0.189 0.618 0.044 0.113

PUNCON 0.629 0.573 0.639 0.508 0.480
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PearsoaCorrelations...Amo~lteID.S-Contrib.u~u...Ne~v..ariables

(N-138)

PASA20 PASA31 PASA32 PASA33 PUNCON

PASA20 1.00

PASA31 -0.027 1.00

PASA32 0.067 0.322 1.00

PASA33 0.395 0.134 0.168 1.00

PUNCON 0.528 0.597 0.536 0.586 1.00

160

PASA8 PASA9 PASAIO PASAll PASA21

PASA8 1.00

PASA9 0.719 1.00

PASAI0 0.426 0.395 1.00

PASAII 0.512 0.452 0.777 1.00

PASA21 0.562 0.504 0.341 0.332 1.00

PASA22 0.457 0.637 0.340 0.304 0.717

PASA23 0.140 0.185 0.364 0.366 0.337

PASA24 0.326 0.274 0.356 0.459 0.347

PASA34 0.466 0.469 0.314 0.330 0.495

PASA35 0.395 0.551 0.365 0.322 0.435

PASA36 0.288 0.358 0.695 0.621 0.265

PASA37 0.375 0.301 0.157 0.297 0.291

• PAGG 0.720 0.724 0.681 0.723 0.680
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161

Pearson Correlations Among ItemLContribu~tQNe.w_\'ariables

(.N= 138)

PASA22 PASA23 PASA24 PASA34 PASA35

PASA22 1.00

PASA23 0.360 1.00

PASA24 0.323 0.191 1.00

PASA34 0.386 0.276 0.307 1.00

PASA35 0.554 0.246 0.273 0.685 1.00

PASA36 0.257 0.475 0.250 0.427 0.441

PASA37 0.226 0.185 0.365 0.567 C.527

PAGG 0.658 0.458 0.577 0.743 0.733

1.00

1.00

0.6150.663

PASA36 PASA37 PAGG

1.00

0.327

PASA36

PASA37

PAGG

PASA40 PASA41 PASA42 PLKUNC

PASA40 1.00

PASA41 0.298 1.00

PASA42 0.347 0.214 1.00

PLKUNC 0.803 0.738 0.605 1.00
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PcarsonCorrelations Among.-ltcIDS-Contriburing 10 Ne'tY.-Yariable.s
(N.~.U8)

PASA43 PASA44 PASA45 PASA46 PLKAGG

PASA43 1.00

PASA44 0.749 1.00

PASA45 0.317 0353 1.00

PASA46 0.313 0.324 0.663 1.00

PLKAGG 0.821 0.828 0.707 0.703 1.00
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RASAI RASA2 RASA3 RASA4 RASA14

RASAI 1.00

RASA2 0.797 1.00

RASA3 0.482 0.602 1.00

RASA4 0.331 0.498 0.510 1.00

RASA14 0.797 0.724 0.480 0.358 1.00

RASAIS 0.701 0.873 0.537 0.481 0.767

RASAI6 0.432 0.502 0.678 0.446 0.418

RASA 17 0.389 0.547 0.483 0.805 0.501

RASA27 0.887 0.772 0.545 0352 0.795

RASA28 0.753 0.932 0.617 0.495 0.703

RASA29 0.520 0.595 0.891 0.484 0.521

RASA30 0396 0.544 0.528 0.768 0.396

• RCON 0.795 0.888 0.778 0.686 0.793
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~earsoILCorrelationL-\mong~tems Contribuùn~ to New Variables
(.N=l381

RASAIS RASA16 RASA17 RASA27 RASA28

RASAIS 1.00

RASA16 0.552 1.00

RASA17 0.587 0.472 1.00

RASA27 0.706 0.432 0.376 1.00

RASA2S 0.858 0.495 0.533 0.817 1.00

RASA29 0.549 0.652 0.468 0.575 0.638

RASA30 0.531 0387 0.784 0.439 0.565

RCON 0.862 0.690 0.730 0.819 0.891

RASA29 RASA30 RCON"

RASA29 1.00

RASA30 0.540 1.00

RCON 0.788 0.723 1.00
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Pearson. Correlations .Amon~tems-Contributin!Wo-.New_V.ariables
(N=138)

RASAS RASA6 RASA7 RASAI8 RASA19

RASAS 1.00

RASA6 0.406 1.00

RASA7 0.232 0.214 1.00

RASAI8 0.702 0.246 0.194 1.00

RASA19 0.295 0.339 0.266 0.378 1.00

RASA20 0.224 0.173 0.758 0.293 0.444

RASA31 0.730 0.319 0.203 0.508 0.237

RASA32 0.377 0.786 0.238 0.179 0.312

RASA33 0.111 0.200 0.813 0.116 0.228

RUNCON 0.712 0.582 0.692 0.615 0.563

RASA20 RASA31 RASA32 RASA33 RUNCON

RASA20 1.00

RASA31 0.170 1.00

RASA32 0.210 0.441 1.00

RASA33 0.707 0.205 0.228 1.00

RUNCON 0.683 0.694 0.612 0.648 1.00
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Eears.on-Con:elations A.mong.-!teIl1S-Contribuùn&--to .New _Variables

(R=J.381

RASA8 RASA9 RASAI0 RASAI 1 RASA21

RASA8 1.00

RASA9 0.768 1.00

RASA10 0.606 0.587 1.00

RASAI 1 0.495 0.446 0.690 1.00

RASA21 0.789 0.674 0.617 0.473 1.00

RASA22 0.664 0.830 0.541 0.403 0.765

RASA23 0.263 0324 0.566 0395 0.470

RASA24 0.410 0.337 0.382 0.689 0.483

RASA34 0.715 0.639 0.528 0.455 0.663

RASA35 0.622 0.836 0.507 0.365 0.578

RASA36 0.419 0.421 0.832 0.619 0.528

RASA37 0.624 0.545 0.480 0.589 0.635

RAGG 0.810 0.811 0.795 0.738 0.828
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Eearson_ Corre!ations-Âmong.-!telDS-Contributing tQN~Yariables

Crs;::..l.38)

RASA22 RASA23 RASA24 RASA34 RASA35

RASA22 1.00

RASA23 0.499 1.00

RASA24 0.362 0.257 1.00

RASA34 0.656 0.289 0.408 1.00

RASA35 0.84' 0.376 0.305 0.784 1.00

RASA36 0.461 0.628 0.342 0.520 0.439

RASA37 0.580 0.322 0.542 0.740 0.607

RAGG 0.821 0.552 0.617 0.825 0.799

RASA36 RASA37 RAGG

RASA36 1.00

RASA37 0.458 1.00

RAGG 0.719 0.799 1.00

RASA40 RASA41 RASA42 RLKUNC

RASA40 1.00

RASA41 0.348 1.00

RASA42 0.338 0.171 1.00

RLKUNC 0.823 0.720 0.613 1.00
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Eears.o.n...Ürr.::clatioDs :\mo.ng...ltems-ContIib.utÏ.ng....to_.New_Yariables
(N-138)

RASA43 RASA44 RASA45 RASA46 RLKAGG

RASA43 1.00

RASA44 0.789 1.00

RASA45 0.444 0.370 1.00

RASA46 0.506 0.363 0.799 1.00

RLKAGG 0.862 0.802 0.774 0.804 1.00
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CASAI CASA2 CASA3 CASA4 CASA14

CASAI 1.00

CASA2 0.797 1.00

CASA3 0.494 0.576 1.00

CASA4 0.297 0.407 0.436 1.00

CASA14 0.816 0.676 0.342 0.140 1.00

CASA15 0.734 0.823 0.499 0.236 0.800

CASA16 0.315 0.352 0.583 0.205 0.291

CASA17 0.331 0.449 0.325 0.534- 0.366

CASA27 0.882 0.723 0.460 0.246 0.835

CASA28 0.760 0.867 0.517 0.335 0.706

CASA29 0.487 0.554 0.815 0.321 0.442

CASA30 0.337 0.463 0.284 0.652 0.298

~. CCON 0.834 0.872 0.718 0.532 0.771

_.
'.
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Pearson_Correlations-AmoIlg-.l.telIlLContributi ng to...N~ariables

(.N~8)

CASA15 CASAI6 CASA17 CASA27 CASA2S

CASA15 1.00

CASAI6 0.479 1.00

CASAI7 0.392 0.388 1.00

CASA27 0.759 0.386 0.297 1.00

CASA2S 0.861 0.425 0.344 0.836 1.00

CASA29 0.523 0.553 0.229 0.550 0.588

CASA30 0.288 0.226 0.648 0.353 0.377

CCON 0.845 0.600 0.594 0.841 0.869

CASA29 CASA30 CCON

CASA29 1.00

CASA30 0.307 1.00

CCON 0.726 0.588 1.00
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Eear.s.on...Com:lations Arnong ltemLContributing....to-.New. Yariables
(.N:l3.81

CASAS CASA6 CASA7 CASAl8 CASA19

CASAS 1.00

CASA6 0.298 1.00

CASA7 0.175 0.310 1.00

CASA18 0.532 0.212 0.163 1.00

. CASA19 0.227 0.469 0.224 0.448 1.00

CASA20 0.173 0.304 0.718 0.314 0.468

CASA31 0.758 0.244 0.183 0.492 0.207

CASA32 0.269 0.666 0.283 0.181 0.371

CASA33 0.054 0.227 0.828 0.082 0.191

CUNCON 0.634 0.577 0.712 0.590 0.565

CASA20 CASA31 CASA32 CASA33 CUNCON

CASA20 1.00

CASA31 0.149 1.00

CASA32 0.239 0.353 1.00

CASA33 0.713 0.098 0.259 1.00

CUNCON 0.715 0.654 0.588 0.643 1.00
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PearsoIlCorrelations_Among..ltems_Contrib_uting_lo-N~Y.ariables

(lS;:138)

CASA8 CASA9 CASAI0 CASAll CASA21

CASA8 1.00

CASA9 0.777 1.00

CASA10 0.617 0.473 1.00

CASAIl 0.560 0.441 0.697 1.00

CASA21 0.685 0.558 0.461 0.449 1.00

CASA22 0.644 0.775 0.377 0.355 0.742

CASA23 0.238 0.262 0.490 0.447 0.370

CASA24 0.436 0.387 0.346 0.557 0.466

CASA34 0.760 0.593 0.518 0.543 0.656

CASA35 0.573 0.792 0.301 0.347 0.490

CASA36 0.367 0.364 0.667 0.684 0.373

CASA37 0.522 0.416 0.425 0.606 0.551

CAGG 0.822 0.780 0.713 0.767 0.763
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E.ears01LCorrelations Amo~tems_Contributin~ tOuNew Variables
<N-~138.).

CASA22 CASA23 CASA24 CASA34 CASA35

CASA22 1.00

CASA23 0.369 1.00

CASA24 0.444 0.199 1.00

CASA34 0.574 0.369 0.424 1.00

CASA35 0.721 0.330 0.294 0.663 1.00

CASA36 û.335 0.604 0.325 0.505 0.375

CASA37 0.424 0.341 0.522 0.731 0.525

CAGG 0.758 0.521 0.629 0.846 0.736

CASA36 CASA37 .CAGG

CASA36 1.00

CASA37 0.474 1.00

CAGG 0.682 0.762 1.00

CASA40 CASA41 CASA42 CLKUNC

CASA40 1.00

CASA41 0.291 1.00

CASA42 0.355 0.212 1.00

CLKUNC 0.803 0.720 0.632 1.00
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rearso~CorrelationL~mongltems Contributing to New_ Variables
(.N=..lJS)

CASA43 CASA44 C'-\SA45 CASA46 CLKAGG

CASA43 1.00

CASA44 0.774 1.00

CASA45 0.299 0.274 1.00

CASA46 0.502 0.401 0.653 1.00

CLKAGG .0.842 0.799 0.677 0.810 1.00

1 ..,.,
'-
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Pearson Correlations BetweenAggression._andJ>hysical Affection.Sariables
* - Significant .05 ** - Significant .01 (2-Tailed)

FCTRI FCTR2 FCTR3 FCTR4 FCTR5
FCTRI 1.00 .2177* .4726** .3107** -.0321
FCTR2 .2177* 1.000 .2847** -.0617 .0610
FCTR3 .4726** .2847** 1.000 .3954** -.0270
FCTR4 3107** -.0617 3954** 1.000 .0746
FCTR5 -.0321 .0610 -.0270 .0746 1.000
FCTR6 .0912 -.0030 -.0423 .0667 .2097*
FCTR7 -.0623 -.0630 -.1187 .0610 .2788**
FCTR8 .0711 -.0517 .0321 .2893** .1947*
FCTR9 .1313 -.0021 .0576 .0419 .0270
FCTRIO .1107 -.0328 -.0629 .0377 .0489
AFCTRI -.0946 .1087 -.1048 -.5489** .0822
AFCTR2 -.0748 .1996* -.0336 -.1835* -.0843
AFCTR3 -.4011 ** -.0777 -.2712** -.1153 -.0397
CAROUS -.0529 -.0440 .0361 .1560 -.1l77
RAROUS -.3778** -.0871 -.1999* -.0896 -.1211
PCON .0577 -.2356** .1374 .2759** -.0883
PUNCON -.2701 ** .0996 -.0556 -.0310 .1401
PAGG -.4652 -.0279 -.1444 -.0459 .0805
PLKUNC -.3522** -.0897 -.2865** -.0615 .1l26
PLKAGG -.5510** -.2719** -.3688** -.0069 .1262
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EearsoILCorrelaùcns-Betweea Aggression .andPhysical Affection \' ariables
* - Significant .05 ** - Significant .01 (2-Tailed)

FCTRI FCTR2 FCTR3 FCTR4 FCTR5
CCON -.0037 -.1728* -.0301 .1886* .oJSS
CUNCON -.2654** .0574 -.0390 .0564 .1912*
CAGG -.4896** -.1862* -.1489 -.0043 .0978
CLKUNC -.3719** -.0701 -.2802** .0016 .2746**
CLKAGG -.5254** -.1706* -.3272** .0064 .1315
RCON -.0054 -.2024* .0107 .1937* -.0566
RUNCON -.3127** .0619 -.0183 .0822 .1625
RAGG -.5157** -.1012 -.1688* -.0321 .0847
RLKUNC -.2946** -.0471 -.2116* .0728 .2333**
RLKAGG -.5583** -.1203 -.3297** -.0211 .0867

AGGSCR -.4795** -.1085 -.1432 .0147 .0757

FCTR6 FCTR7 FCTR8 FCTR9 FCTRIO

FCTRI .0912 -.0623 .0711 .1313 .1107

FCTR2 -.0030 -.0630 -.0517 -.0021 -.0328

FCTR3 -.0423 -.1187 -.0321 .0576 .0629

FCTR4 .0667 .0610 .2893** .0419 .0377

FCTRS .2097* .2788** .1947* -.0270 .0489

FCTR6 1.000 .0770 .1161 .1493 .1295

FCTR7 .0770 1.000 .1075 .0285 .0675

FCTRS .1161 .1075 1.000 .0748 .0174

FCTR9 .1493 .0285 .0748 1.000 .0404

FCTRIO .1295 .0675 -.0174 -.0404 1.000

AFCTRI -.0350 .0063 -.1692 -.0665 -.0101

AFCTR2 .0177 .0545 -.0255 -.2647** -.0976

AFCTR3 .0723 .0771 .0543 -.1555 -.1108

CAROUS .0608 -.0397 .1035 .0715 .1295

RAROUS -.0723 .0424 -.0650 .0957 .1422

PCON -.0265 .1079 .1766* .1270 .0368

PUNCON .1639 .2846** -.0097 .0075 .0267
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Pearson Correlations Be[wecn.~AggressioD-ancLP.hy.sicalAffe.ctiOILYariab1e.s

* - Significant .05 ** - Significant .01 (2-Tailed)
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FCTR6 FCTR7 FCTR8 FCTR9 FCTRI0
PAGG .0503 .1356 .0572 -.1786* .0335
PLKUNC .1575 .3787** .0291 .0280 .0802
PLKAGG .0639 .1551 .1027 -.0866 .0277
CCON -.0093 .0498 .1977* -.1059 -.0895
CUNCON .2332** .2105* .0654 -.0878 .0499
CAGG .0681 .0812 -.0409 -.2648** .0542
CLKUNC .2020* .3348** .0532 -.0766 .0726
CLKAGG .0362 .1395 .0270 -.1879* .0553
RCON .0064 .1236 .1525 -.0374 -.0063
RUNCON .2013* .2341** .0850 -.0770 .0480
RAGG .0837 .1190 .0201 -.2471 ** .0707
RLKUNC .1500 .4078** .0358 -.0527 .0818
RLKAGG .0391 .1283 -.0035 -.1865* .0439
AGGSCR .0370 .1207 .0442 -.1896* .0333

AFCTRI AFCTR2 AFCTR3 CAROUS RAROUS
FCTRI -.0946 -.0748 -.4011 ** -.0529 -3778**
FCTR2 .1087 .1996* -.0777 -.0440 -.0871
FCTR3 -.1048 -.0336 -.2712** .0361 -.1999
FCTR4 -.5489** -.1835* -.1153 .1560 -.0896
FCTRS .0822 -.0843 -.0397 -.1177 -.1211
FCTR6 -.0350 .0177 .0723 .0608 -.Oï23
FCTR7 .0063 .0545 .0771 -.0397 .0424
FCTR8 -.1692 -.0255 .0543 .1035 -.0605
FCTR9 -.0665 -.2647** -.1555 .0715 -.0957
FCTRIO -.0101 -.0976 -.1108 -.1295 -.1422
AFCTRI 1.000 .2647** .0972 .0182 .0466

• AFCTR2 .2647** 1.000 .2612** -.0730 -.0462
AFCTR3 .0972 .2612** 1.000 .0137 .0734
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Eearson...Correlations-.Be.tweelLAggressioQ an<lPhysical.:\ffection Variablcs
* - Significant .05 ** - S:gnificant .01 (2-Tailed)
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AFCTRI AFCTR2 AFCTR3 CAROUS R:.\ROUS
CAROUS .0182 -.0730 .0137 1.000 3961**
RAROUS .0466 -.0462 .0734 3961** 1.000
PCON -.1158 -.1572 .0462 .2364** .0799
PUNCON .1875* .1189 .1222 .1205 3291**
PAGG .0259 .1348 .2582* .0509 .4414**
PLKUNC .0820 .0716 .1587 .0944 .2087*
PLKAGG -.0500 -.0449 .2894** .0507 .2546**
CCON -.1557 -.0420 -.0455 .2517 .0055
CUNCON -.0009 .0912 .0943 .0832 .1292
CAGG .0006 .0804 .2002* .0785 3121**
CLKUNC .0431 .0801 .0332 .0439 .1204
CLKAGG -.0457 -.0046 .1355 .1187 .2978**
RCON -.1687 -.1505 .0134 .0556 .0415
RUNCON .0057 .0441 .1534 .0471 .2086*
RAGG .0079 .0110 .2663** -.0244 .4010**
RLKUNC -.0187 .0214 .0729 .0016 .1614
RLKAGG -.0584 -.0298 .2394** .0238 3571**
AGGSCR -.0310 .0808 .2714** .016; 3978**

PCON PUNCON PAGG PLKUNC PLKAGG
FCTRI .0577 -.2701** -.4652** -.3522** .5510**
FCTR2 -.2356** .0996 -.0279 -.0897 -.2719**
FCTR3 .1374 -.0556 -.1444 -.2865** -.3688**
FCTR4 .2759** -.0310 -.0459 -.0615 -.0069
FCTRS -.0883 .1401 .0805 .1126 .1262
FCTR6 -.0265 .1639 .0503 .1575 .0639
FCTR7 .1079 .2846** .1356 .3787** .1551

• FCTR8 .1766* -.0097 .0572 .0291 .1027
FCTR9 .1270 .0075 -.1786* .0208 -.0866
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Pearson Correlations-Between Aggression...and...Ehy-sica1 MfectiolLY.ariables
* - Significant .05 ** - Significant .01 (2-Tailed)

PCON PUNCON PAGG PLKUNC PLKAGG
FCTRIO -.0368 -.0267 .0335 .0802 .0277
AFCTRI -.1158 .1875* .0259 .0820 -.0500
AFCTR2 -.1572 .1189 .1348 .0716 -.0449
AFCTR3 .0462 .1222 .2582** .1587 .2894**
CAROUS .2364** .1205 .0509 .0944 .0507
RAROUS .0799 .3291** .4414** .2087* .2546**
PCON 1.000 .0803 -.0391 .0325 .0493
PUNCON .0803 1.000 .5663** .5452** .2535**
PAGG -.0361 .5663** 1.000 .4123** .5896**
PLKUNC .0325 .5452** .4123** 1.000 .5257**
PLKAGG .0493 .2535** .5896** 5257** 1.000
CCON .4741** .0025 -.0737 .0086 .0198
CUNCON .0094 .6666** .4038** .4948** .2651**
CAGG .0548 .3969** .6813** .3342** 5906**
CLKUNC .0629 .4809** .3246** .7420** .4762**
CLKAGG .0663 .2418** .5074** .4364** .7154**
RCON .4728** .0928 .0249 .1506 .1379
RUNCON .0947 .6872** .4453** .5395** .3026**
RAGG .0277 .4231** .7222** .4013** .6153**
RLKUNC .041 i .4989** .3332** .7990** .4515**
RLKAGG .0718 .2982** 5622** .4965** .7996**
AGGSCR·· .0250 5165** .9444** .3940** .6819**

CCON CUNCON CAGG CLKUNC CLKAGG
FCTRI -.0037 -.2654** -.4896** -.3719** -.5254**
FCTR2 -.1728* .0574 -.1862* -.0701 -.1706
FCTR3 -.0301 -.0390 -.1489 -.2802** -.3272**
FCTR4 .1886* .0S64 -.0043 .0016 .0064

• FCTRS .ülSS .1912* .0978 .2746** .1315
FCTR6 -.0093 .2332** .0681 .2020* .0362
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A:;>pendix J (Cont'd)
E.ears.on-Co.rrelatiOllLBetween...Aggression...and_Physical.Affection Variable~

* - Significant .05 ** - Significant .01 (2-Tailed)

CCON CUNCON CAGG CLKUNC CLKAGG
FCTR7 .0498 .2105* .0812 3348** .1395
FCTR8 .1977* .0654 -.0409 .0532 .0270
FCTR9 -.1059 -.0878 -.2648** -.0766 -.1879*
FCTRI0 -.0895 .0499 .0542 .0726 .0553
AFCTRI -.1557 -.0009 .0006 .0431 -.0457
AFCTR2 -.0420 .0912 .0804 .0801 -.0046
AFCTR3 -.0455 .0943 .2002* .0332 .1355
CAROUS .2517** .0832 .Q785 .0439 .1187
RAROUS .0055 .1292 3121** .1204 .2978**
PCON .4741** .0094 .0548 .0629 .0663
PUNCON .0025 .6666** 3969** .4809** .2418**
PAGG -.0737 .4038** .6813** 3246** .5074**
PLKUNC .0086 .4948** 3342** .7420** .4364**
PLKAGG .0198 .2651** .5906** .4762** .7154**
CCON 1.000 .4205** 3462** .4043** 3449**

CUNCON .4205** 1.000 .6390** .6987** .4984**
CAGG 3462** .6390** 1.000 5184** .7397**
CLKUNC .4043** .6987** 5184** 1.000 .6383**

CLKAGG 3449** .4984** .7397** .6383** 1.000

RCON .6830** -'3394** 3031** .2997** .1$17**
RUNCON 3449** .8674** .6295** .6426** .4754**

RAGG .1927* 5648** .8683** .4732** .6687*

RLKUNC .2354** .6113** .4246** .8328** .4912**

RLKAGG .2365** .4494** .7186** .5664** .8474**

AGGSCR -.0415 3716** .7175** 3413** 5545**
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• Appendix J (Cont'd)
Pearson Correlations-.Between AggressiOlLaIlcLeh.y.sicaJ Affection Y.ariables
" - Significant .05 ** - Significant .01 (2-Tailed)

RCON RUNCON RAGG RLKUNC RLKAGG
FCTRI -.0054 -.3127** -.5157** -.2946** -.5583**
FCTR2 -.2024* .0619 -.1012 -.0471 -.1203
FCTR3 .0107 -.0183* -.1688* -.2116* -.3297**
FCTR4 .1937* .0822 -.0321 .0728 -.0211
FCTRS -.0566 .1625 .0847 .2333** .0867
FCTR6 .0064 .2013* .0837 .1500 .0391
FCTR7 .1236 .2341** .1190 .4078** .1283
FCTR8 .1525 .0850 .0201 .0358 -.0035
FCTR9 -.0374 -.0770 -.2471** -.0527 -.1865*
FCTRIO -.0063 .0480 .0707 .0818 .0439
AFCTRI -.1687 .0057 .0079 -.0187 -.0584
AFCTR2 -.1505 .0041 .0110 .0214 -.0298
AFCTR3 .0134 .1534 .2663** .0729 .2394**
CAROUS .0556 .0471 -.0244 .0016 .0238
RAROUS .0415 .2086* .4010** .1614 .3571**
PCON .4728** .0947 .0277 - .0411 .0718
PUNCON .0928 .6872** .4231** .4989** .2982**
PAGG .0249 .4453** .7222** .3332** .5622**
PLKUNC .1506 .5395** .4013** .7990** .4965**
PLKAGG .1379 .3026** .6153** .4515** .7996**
CCON .6830** .3449** .1927* .2354** .2356**
CUNCON .3394** .8674** .5648** .6113** .4494**
CAGG .3031** .6295** .8683** .4246** .7186**-
CLKUNC .2997** .6426** .4732** .8328** .5664**
CLKAGG .2827** .4754** .6687** .4912** .8474**
RCON 1.000 .4853** .3650** .4376** .4009**
RUNCON .4853** 1.000 .6900** .6773** .5378**
RAGG .3650** .6900** 1.000 .5036** .7674**
RLKUNC .4376** .6773** .5036** 1.000 .5976**
RLKAGG .4009** .5378** .7674** .5976** 1.000
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• Appendix J (Cont'd)
.eearsolLCorr:elatio!!S-..Betw.eeILAggression..and...l'hysicaL Affection Variables
* - Significant .05 ** - Significant .01 (2-Tailed)

RCON RUNCON RAGG RLKUNC RLKAGG
AGGSCR .0561 .4232** .7406** 3332** .6096**

AGGSCR
FCTRI -.4795**
FCTR2 -.1085
FCTR3 -.1432
FCTR4 .0147
FCTRS .0757
FCTR6 .0370
FCTR7 .1207
FCTR8 .0442
FCTR9 -.1896*
FCTRI0 .0333
AI-CTRI -.0310
AFCTR2 .0808
AFCTR3 .2714**
CAROUS .0167
RAROUS 3978**
PCON .0250
PUNCON 5165**
PAGG .9444**
PLKUNC 3940**
PLKAGG .6819**
CCON -.0415
CUNCON 3716**
CAGG .7175**
CLKUNC 3413**
CLKAGG 5545**

~

• RCON .0561
RUNCON .4232**
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Appendix J (Cont'd)

Pearson CorrelaùonsBelweeILAggression...anci.Ehy.sicaJ A.ffectioILYariahles

* - Significant .05 ** - Significant .01 (2-Tailed)
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•

RAGG
RLKUNC
RLKAGG
AGGSCR

AGGSCR
.7406**

3332**
.6096**

1.000




