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‘< to-label a sexually-related task as more masculine than feminine;

. nales may be more willing to- use their own personal sexuality ratings
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" than of female subjects.

Abstract

Te

—_

L)

The purpose of the present study was to further examine the relationship

between self }eport and perceived sexuality ratings by systematica]]y

&

considering both the age and sex of the subject and the age and sex of the

target—geeup——~Ma1e—Ln-—484wand‘£emaJe—4n ¢82;~subgects —from-17.10-79.

years old, provided self-report sexua]1ty rat1ngs and perce1ved sexua11ty

- 3

rat1ngs of .male ‘and female target groups of three'different ages:

N

35-45; and 65-75 yeérs.

*18-25;

A°systematic relationship between self-report and

s

perceived sexuality ﬁat1ngs Wdi found to be more characteristic of.male

The results indicated that the flales' self-report

sexuality ratings were significantly positively correlated with their

perce1ved séxua11ty rat1ngs The results also indicafed that the females'

se]f—’eport sexuality measures were not corré]ated with their perce1ved

séxua]ity ratings. The results were interpreted asﬂcorroborating and

eitendiné the tgeneralizability of previous research in perceptions of

sexuality. Suggestions for future research are also presented.

[y

3 .




®

7

) _ : _ .
CROSS-GENDER AND .CROSS-GENERATIONAL PERCEPTIONS OF SEXUALITY
. - ' - -~ .

» . ' ¢ ~ .

Previous research invéstig@ting‘perceptions of sexuality has attempted

to assess the extent to which self-report ratings of sexuality are systemat-

#+

ically related to (corre]éted withj the individualls perceived sexuality

ratings, of others. The results of this research indicate that males' self-

report ratings of'EEXUEWTfy”f‘ﬁa“Ebuﬁé'§9§£éﬁa§icéT1y related to their per-
ceived sexuality ratings of others. On the other hand, females' self-report

sexuality ratings tend to be unrelated to their percé%ved sexuality ratjngé

S

*  of others. This general sex differepce in perceptions of séxuality has \

been observed by researchers investigating the perception of sexual experi-

k) / . © . . N .
ence (Carducci, 1980) and the perception of erotic arousal im others (Griffitt,

v
-

1973; Veitch & Griffitt, 1980).

’ .
% While the results of the above studies do indicate that a systematic’

.

relationship between seif-report and peréeived sexuality ratings does seem

K

to be'more characteristic of male subject%ithan of female subjects, the

degree of generalizability of these results is -rather 1imitédx- A majoq. :

“

. limitation of these results is that the §E]f—report ratings obtained in
. \ ' ,
these previous studies refer only to the seif-report sexuality ratings of a
specific group of young adults (viz., college students). Thus, the previous

resq}ts do not necessarj}?’ref]eét,the extent to which ma]és and females of
different age groups might differ inﬂthejr perceived‘se%ualify ratings ;ﬁ:
Sthers. In a simi]ér manner,, a secona Timitation of the aBoye ré;eafch %s "
that the perceived sexuality ratingé obéfined refer on]} to co]]egé students'
perceptions of their samé— and oppésite—sex peers (‘l/iz?3 other ¢ollege .~ ;
sFudents): Thus, the results of the previous research do not ind;cage thg

.o tooe .
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extent to wh1ch te]f/report sexua11ty rgtings of ma]es and females of various
! Qge groups are d1ffer\nt1a]1y related Ca\the1r perce1ved sexua11ty ratings of g
members.of the same and opposite sex outside their own age group.
The burpose of the present’study was to further examine the re]ationi
ship between se]f-report.and perceived sexuality ratings by systematiéai1y

. “~

cons1der1ng both the age and sex of the subJect and the age and sextpf the

target group. To the extent that the resu]ts of the prev1ous research in
this area might be genera11zed to subject and target groups of d1fferent.
age%Agjt was expected that a systehatic relatignship between self-report ,
and perceiveq sexuality ratings would be more characteristic of male sub- =~

jects ofﬂﬂjffereht*ages than female subjects of, different ages.
- - , “ -
Method

.

’ Suhjects ' .

The subjects in the present study were 48 males and 82 females ubdivided

into three age igroups: Young (age 17-25), middle-age (age 28-48) /ahd elderly’
R , \/
(age“31—79). The young group consisted of 22 male and 29 female undergraduates

'(mean age = 20.12 xears). The subjects in the midd]e—agé group consisted of

\

group'consisted of 13 males and 22 females (mean age = 67.37 years)..\ -

L]

Procedure . ,

o

\ , <
The exper}menta1 sessions were conducted by a maie experﬁmenter in mixed-

i
i
|
_ |
13 males and 31 females (mean age = 4O;§9Dyears). The subjects in the elderly A !
|
\
i
. o
sex groups ranging in size from 4 to 15. Prior to their actual participatiqn t
in the study, all of the subjects were told that th1s study was concerned |
+  with hdd’people see themseﬂves and how they see other people of d1fferent
. age groups. In addition, all of the subJects were 1nf0rmed beforehand that

’

the study_wou]d require them to provide some personal information about -

3 L 3
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. themselves' However, it was made very clear-to all the subjects that/the1r
names wou]d not a;pear\en any of the forms used to co]]ect this persona] .
information. It was, emphas1zed that the anonymityfef each person would be
maintaiged throughout the entire study. The subJects were also informed

B B that they were free ;o terminate the]r part1c1pat1on at anyt1me dﬁ?1ng the

/ exper1menta1 sess1on. Finally, after answer1ng any questions raised by the

» T — S

subJects, each subject was asked to s%gh an informed nsent statement,

- - Y « S . .
which stq&ed‘that the subject uhderstood the con@itibns under whigh he or

PN
she was participating.’
L}

*

~After.coﬂecting the'informed‘consent statementsg each subject was
. :giveh & copy-of the "Impression Index-A The subjects''responses on the

impression index were used to obtain the self-repori and perceived sexuality
<
\

ratin@s. The impression index consisted of a series of items to be answered

on 7-point scales (see Table 1). To assess se]t-report and peretived sex-_
e - . . “ N

ualdty ratings, the subjects were instructed to complete the impression

. .index under seveh different instructional sets. For the self-report in-

.- - N . .
structional set, the subjects were asked to .complete the impression index

for themselves.. The subjects'’ %esponses under this instructional set were

“&mbined to form‘a self-repokt measuhe of sexuality rangjng from 11 (Tow T

self-report rating of sexuality) to 77 (high seTf-report rating of sexua]ity).

To assess perce1ved sexua]]ty, the subjects were asked to complete the -

~

. . 1mpress1on 1ndex under the remaining Six 1nstruct1ona1 sets For these s1x

1nstruct1ona1 sets, the subJects were asked to~1nd1cate ‘their 1mpress1ons of-
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v . 4 . c. . S ‘- -
male and female target groups of three d1fferent age groups: Young (18-25
NN years o]d);'midd1e-agé (35-45 yeirs,old) and elderly (65-75 years old). The
subjects' responses to ‘the impression index under each of the six different

instructional Sets pere combined to’ form a separate measure of perce1ved .

sexua11ty for each target group, ranging from 1] (1ow perce1ved sexuality =

»

rating) to 77 (high perceived sexua11ty rat1ng) :, - )’

«

In an %t;empt to control for poss%b]e order effects, the order of present1ng

ifferent instructional sets was ba]anced throughout the exper1ment

Y

[ ’ Athe seven

Results and Discussion

AR 4

To examine the.extent to which a syStematic relationship between self-
- / -~

report and perceived sexuality ratings.is more characteristic of male than ¢

of female subjgcts, separate correlational.analyses were conducted on :>R>
' male and fema]e data. - In addition,‘to further'investigate the extent to
. wh1ch self-report and perceived sexua11ty ratings are re]ated for d1f}2rent
age groups, the correlations between male and female subJects self-report:

sexuality rat1ngs and their perce1ved rat1ngs of the s1x different target ' ~

~-

groups were ca]cu]ated within each of the three subJect ag;/groups. ,
‘Male Subjecty " S o8 T

-

As can he\seen‘in the first and second rows of Tab]e 2, thetself-report

-
N

sexua11ty ratings of the young- and m1dd1e age subJectggroups were systemat- .
——

ical1y related to (¢orrelated with) their perceived sexuality rat1ngs of the-'k

~—
young— and m1dd1e -age- male and female target groups. However, the1r seif- .-
f report sexua11ty rat1ngs were _not re]ated to their perce1ved sexua11ty rat1ngs N
. of the e1der1y male and fema]é target groups An inspection of the third row
4~ o~ of Table2 indicates that the self-report sexua11ty rat1ngs of the e]der]y -male-

- ’

.




) fema]e,tmjddfe—age-ma1e; and middle-age-female target groups. Fijnally, the *

. . ) .6
\
3 SR N .
subjects were systematically re]ated to their perceived sexuak\ty rat1ngs
of the middTe- age- and e]der]y— ma]e apd female subJect groups. However, o
the self- report sexuality rat1ngs of the e]der]y -male subJects were not
\ N -
_re]ated,to their perceived sexuality ratings of the young- male and female - t
target groups. .
Insert Table 2 about here -
'. . ————‘ —————————— e e . - - - ‘- «
. N ) R ) . T
Female SDbJects <, !

~vThe first row of Tab]e 3 1nd1cates that the self-report sexuality ratings
of the young- fema]e subJects were systemat1ca]1y related to their perce1ved

sexuality ratings of the e]der]y—fema]e target grep., As can be seen in the

”

second row, the self-report sexuality ratings of the middle-age females were

-~

systematigally related to their perceived sexuality ratingé of the young-
h :

third row of TabTe 3 indicates that the self-report sexuality ratings of t?e
’ . *

"~ elderly females were systematically related to their perceived sexuality

- »’ -

ratings“of the elderl}-female target group.

The resu]ts of ‘the present study serve to- corroborate and extend the
generallzab111ty of prev1ous research investigating pe;%ept1ons of sexua11ty
The results symma>1zpd in Taple 2 1nd1cate that the se1f~report sexuality

T - . : -

ratings of mb1é subjects of different ages were genera11y systematically

e, ¥
Qo
<




of others.

:- related to (pos1t1ve1y'tbrre1ated with) their perceived sexuality ratings

. The. resu]ts presented in Table 3 1nd1cate that the female sub-

¢

»

’ jects'

self repqrt and perceived sexua11ty rat1ngs were, genera]]y unre]ated

»

. .\ Thu?' cons1stent with prev1ous research 1nvest1gat1ng percept1ons of sexu-

ality, the present study also-indicates that a systematic relationship be-
tween se1f—report and perceived sexuality’ratings seems ‘to’be more character-

” -

istic of male than of female subjects.
) LS ~ IR

Future research «in this

areé*sﬁSUTd—Be"d6ne'fn”5n“attempt’tb'étcbﬂnt

N for th1§ general sex d1fference in percept1ons of sexua11ty S0 cons1stent1y

. ’ . %

observed across the various stud1es.
1 )

-,
One pOss1B1e exp]anat1on for this

general sex difference miéht rely on the subJects

tendency'to 1abe1 a

sexual 1y~ re]ated task as being more masculine than feminine.

If this is

the case, i't seems reasonable to assume that ma]e subJects m1ght be more
willing to utilize the1r own persona] (se]f-report) sexuality ratings as

p a basis:fdr their pereeived sexuaiity ratingsg On the other hand, feme!es
may be less willing to utilize their own personal sexuality retings on.a

*

- ] task assumed to be masculine in nature. As a test of this possible explana-

tion, future research might imvoive sxstematica]]y varying the extent to

which male and female subjects are lead to believe that the seXuality task

¥ is masculine, feminine, or neutral in nature. ) -

? “ ° 4
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CTABLE 1

ITEMS AND INSTRUCTIQNS® FOR THE IMPRESSION INDEX
‘v ' 4 s { - '

Sexually Desirable i1 1§ I 44 | Sexually Undesirable

' - Romantic ‘ ’ . 71 L1y | Unromqntic .
Sexually Inactiye 1 ; { AL ; 1 gpxua1f¥‘ActiQe : “\\
Passionate ,( L 1141 44 gy y Impassionatgy .
S%xua]]yvba;éépdaéfvér i' t ; L } i' | SeXga]]y;Responsive _ —

Sex-is Exciting:

Not At AT . L 1 L L L L% |y Very MichsSo - ‘

Sex is Affectionately Touch1ng (e g. ﬂ\ﬂugg1ng, Kissing, Hon1ng Hands):
Very Much So o .J,l,l,, L NotAtAH

Sex is for Physical Pleasufe:

Not At.A11 I 1 § 0.y g1 i VeryMuch So ’ -

Sex is Having Séxual Intercourse:
A

Very Much So L1 0™y | NotAtAl
Sex_ is for Emotional Pleasure (e.g., Expressing_Affection):
. ’ “
Not At All | b4 1 v ¢ 1t} Very Much S0 %
Sex is: ' ‘ '
. h“l
. Very Important 4 ' 0 gy 1 | Not At All Important, .
dNote. Only one set of 1nstruct1ons was pr1nted at Qﬂsv/pp of each 1mpress1on .
e N
index. Thus, the subJect was asked to comp]ete the ?BB?Bgfjoﬁ/1ndex seven Vo

s

separate times.

Se]f Report Sexua11ty Instruct10na1 Set: Please rate xougsé] along *"
v each d1mens1on' 11sted be]ow by placing a mark in the space at that point

. ~* on the Tine that best,descr1bes your self-rating. Do not skip any of the 1tem§.

14
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Table 1 continued '

. N ¢
.
<

ﬁerceived Sexuality Instructional Set: Along each of the dimegnsions

~

* Tisted bélow, please indicate your general impressions-of mdles (or

females) %n the age group rangingvfrom 18 to g§ (35 §6:45 or 65 to 75) .
years‘of age. Do Hgt skip an} df‘the items. )
" When indicatjng your general impreriﬁns of this'speci%ic age group,
' p]eése do not respond fﬁ terms bf a;specjfic i&hividua] (e.g., a friqu
. . - . ] -4,

or a relative). = '

.

Note. For each of the six different perceived sexuality instructional sets,

. only the information for one specific sex and age target group ‘appeared in

the instructions.

124
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Table 2
\ - :
Correlations of Self-report Ratings of
Sexuality with Perceived Ratings of .
. \ Sexua]Ma]e Subjects ..
' | Target Group . -
Young Middle Elderly
Male  Female _Male . Female Mate Femaie
Subject . o ~N
Gno&p SRR - - B
Young (22)3  .604%¥x*  G2xxkx 452k LBh2%xk%x 28] 271 s
M@?ﬂe (13) . 17]5**’;7( f .620%* . A7 .50'3**‘ 120 -.067-
- o ) ) . - - 7‘ -
Elderly (13) -.082 - .052 LQA9FFR 7R Gkxkk QY QRkk . T4AkRR
L2 o < . 1,
\‘?" N ’ . N - T /
aNot_‘e. The nqu subjects in each group is givén in parentheses.
. *p_(.], one-tailed test. ‘ - ¢
**p g .05, one-tailed test.
o~ . - s i
¥**p ¢.01, one-tailed test.

i
wxxkp ¢ 005, one-tailed test.

.
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{Table 3 12
. ) 6orre1ation§ of Self-report Ratings of ° '
DR : #
Sexuality with Perceived Ratings of’ N
' o Sexuality: ‘Femaler Subjects
» . . "‘
Targét Group
- ' , o
Young .t " Middle —_Elderly
Male Female » Male Female’ Male ‘Female ¥
: ) . s
Female ' ) - \ Pz
Subject N
Group (
‘¥6ung (29)8 062 -.197 157 -.302 427 7 044 t,
Middle (31} .004 .. 395% .404* J426% . 262 316
Elderly (22) .252 .280 214 127 .299 .399*
' ‘aNote. The number &i\subjects in each group is given in parentheses.
" *p ¢.05, one-tailed test. . . .
-~ : ' .
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