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282 CHaPTER 7

to apply in the case of sexual partnerships. it would provide a parsimonious
description of tables such as table 7.1. Tt is likely, however. that even if such
models are partially applicable 10 sexual relaizonships, they will have 10 be
madified to take into account the mapy unique features of sexual relationships.

Finally, as we have already pointed oul. aggregats tables such as those in
chapter 6, section 6.5, and even table 7.1 fail to capture certain types of igher-
order structure. Thus, bridging groups and other network features involving
indirecr tes are not explicitly represented. This is an important limiation that
can be corrected only through modification of the existing models.

Clearly, much careful work will necd 10 be done before the information
contained in the dala we have collecied can be ranslated into formal models
thal will allow us both 1o explain the path that AIDS has taken in the population
thus far and, more impontant, to predict the path that it will take in the future.
On 2 less formal level, however, we believe thal thesc data offer a convincing
explanation of why AIDS has not actneved as high a prevalence in the general
population as was originally thought. This, of course. is not meant to belutle
the tragic effects of the infection. Nor are we denying the fact that many people
will continue to become infected with the disease, many of these through het-
grosexual contact, We are suggesting, however, that the general lack of connec-
tivity present in sexual networks among adults in the Uned Siates, together
with the relatively Jow transmission probsbility of AIDS through vaginal inter-
course. will significantly resinict the extent to which Uns disease will spread
intto the general population.

CHAPTER 8

Homosexuality

Perhaps no other single number in Bus study will attract greater public interest
than our estimaie of the prevalence of homosexuality.! Dramatic evidence of
this popular interest is found m the recent protracted debates over President
Clintod's proposal to eliminate the ban on gays in the military and the responscs
of the Congress and the military itself 19 such a proposition. Given the highly
charged polivcal atmosphere in which all sides adduced wildly contradictory
stalistics in support of their claims, we want to be especially careful that our
data and interpretations are pui forward in as responsible and strasghtforward
a manner as possible. Of course, we have no way of controlling or even antici-
pating the ways in which our findings will be used, but we do want to avoid
obvious misinterpretations whergver possible. In short, neither pedaniry nor
exwreme scientific caunousness leads us to assent that estimating 2 single num-
ber for the prevalence of homosexuality 15 a futile exercise because it presup-
poses assumplions that are patenily false: thai homosexuality s a unitorm atur-
bute across individuals, that it is stable over time, and that it can be easily
measured.

Estimating the grevalence of various forms of sexual behavior is at the very
heart of our research. In fact, the lack of dala on the prevalence of men who
have sex wuh other men was @ major motivation for the onginal federally
funded projeci that led 1o this study. By the mid-1980s. it was clear that the
inzjority of AIDS cases involved men who had sex with men (Institute of Med-

We gratefully acknowledge dic assistance with data analysis provided by Fang Li and Dawne
Moon. The chapter was drafted and the bulk of the data analysis performed by Stwart Michaels.

i. We have used the teoms homosesaality and some-gender sex or sexuwality wterchangeably n
this chapter. We mean thess leoms w0 be taken &y desenptive of specific partnerships. practices, ot
fechings There we somc problems with tus usage Homasesuol and Aomosexualry (and, shightly
tater, Aetsrosexual and heterpsexualiny) are lae mneteenth-century ¢reations and bear the mark of
ther development in 2 period of the medicalization of sexuality (Kaiz 1983, Foucsult 1078;
Chauncey 1983 apd Halpento 1990). by particular, they are associaled with the emergence of the
noucn of sexual types or beings defined in (ers of the gender of their sex paniners or related
atnbues. We have wied to avord evolung these nelions and o distance our discussion from anfer-
ences about eiology, associahions, and consequences of the behaviors and fechngs reponted. Gay
and {esbian as alternahive lerms teferming to sexvdl patierns have the disadvamage of being assodi-
ated with a partrcular hostancal moment and secial (and ofien polinical) self-identificanon, The
fatter involvas 1ssues such as parneipacon in a communuy and cullwre that are beyond the current
rescarch and its primary focus on the sexval (For a relatred discussion in (he context of the cansid-
eratton of the worh of Kinsey, ste Gagnon 1990).
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284 CrHapTER 8

seine 1986; Shilis 1938). These early cases were men who had had many male
sex pariners recruited from the gay communities of a handful of major cities
on the Easl and West Coasts (Klovdahl 1986). We also knew thal 1he infectious
agent (HIV) could be transmitted sexually and that ceniain practices, such s
anal iotercourse, were much more efficicnt routes of transmission than others,
What we did not know was how many men engaged in these practices, the
extent to which these men were concenirated in large cities, how they thoughi
of themselves. how many partners they had, and so on. These data are needed
to make projections sbout the spread of the disease, to identfy the locations
of the next phase of the epidemic. and to illuminate the social and athtudinal
coretales of these behaviors.

The social sligma atached to homosexuality creates an added challenge for
us. Homesexuality in Wesiern societies has historically been viewed as a sin,
a disease, or an aberration. These nouons are still extremely widespread. Dur-
ing the twenty years prior to this survey, from 1972 o 1991, an overwhelming
majority (over 70 percent) of the U.S. adult population has answered that ho-
mosexuality is always wrong in response 1o a question asked anaually as part
of the General Social Survey.? In spite of this apparent stability in public opin-
yon over a long penod of ume, the past twenty-five years have seen a notabie
increase in the legitimation ang visibility of homesexuvality, in pan the resuil
of a growing poiiiical movemen: of leshans and gay men.

The findings from our reseaich need to be understood in this conlext. The
widespread. strongly negative view of homosexualily shapes both behaviors
and our atiempts to measure them. While we have attempted to be nonjudg-
mental in our inguiries, many respondents ase likely to have been retuciant o
report hehaviots and feelings that they think might reflect badly on them in the
eyes of the interviewers or the researchers. The eslimates derived from survey
daia on socialy stgmatized scxual behaviors and feelings, whether they be
masturbation, homosexual relations. anal sex, or exiramarital affairs, are no
doubt lower-bound estimates,

Independent of questions of valuaton and judgment, recent writing and
thinking about homosexuality can be dwided into two major csnips. These two
basic views of homosexuality (and many minor variants of themj can be found
both in popular thought and in more theoretical and scientific debates. These
1wo perspectives have come to be called essentialism and social construc-
tianism (Foucault 1978; Greenberg 1988; Halperin 15940; Stein 1992).}

2 The quesuon asks specifically sbout whether “sexual relations between two aduits of the
safie Sex™ are “abways wrong, 2imost always wrong, wrong only sametimes, of not wrong st alh ™
From 1972 10 1981, 1he most negative caegory of the four possible has averaged 73 percent The
exact wording of the quesuion, repeated wn the NHSLS, can be found 1n appendix €, seetion 10,
question 4. Duriag the sume Lime, # substannal mimonty, and ofien even a majority, of Amercans
have opposed discomimanon agamst homoseauals

3 The basie divisian that wil! be descnbed is quitc indeperdent of the valuauon of homoserual-
ity People who accept pre basic viewpoini o the other Zan hotd either pro- of ant-gay beliefs.
Social constructionism was maibly developed by pro-gay intellecwals. However in deayng the
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Essentialism in various forms is probably the most widespread view. espe-
cially wn popular thinking, although it also has many proponents among schol-
ars and researchers. An essentialist view of homosexuvality is closely related
to perspectives that view sexwality through an individualistic, biological. or
psychelogical lens. Those who explain sexualily as the expression of cerain
fundamentatl biological drives are likely 10 view homosexuality in such terms
as well, In this view, homosexuality is thought of as defining a separate species
of sexual being, the homosexual. The paradigmatic form of this thinking is 2
kind of biological or genetic causal model. The category honmtosexual describes
an aspecl of a person Lhat corresponds to some objective core or inner essence
of the person. Homosexuality is ireated as analogous 10 similar views of gender
of race, where, while ihe biological and social are seen as quite separate, the
former is seen as producing a set of outcomes that, in turmn, have social conse-
quences and responses. All members of the calegories in these various domains
(be they men or women, heterosexvals or homosexuals, whites, blacks, or
Asians) share an essential feature that is identical. Usually this essence is
thoughi 10 be a single quality~—for example, ap X and a Y chromosome —that
leads to external physical attributes (genitalia, etc.). QOr this essence may be
thought 1o be a range along a dimension—perhaps like skin color or levels of
male hormone. People within this range are clearly 10 be disiinguished from
olhers.

Social constructionigim. on the other hand. almaos! always invalves a descrip-
tion and critique of essennalism. This is because elements of essentialism are
so much a part of the “taken-for-granied,” commonsense view that they need
to be brought explicitly inte focus. Construclionism examines the implicit as-
suraphions of our thinking about sexual preferences 2nd orjentations and ques-
tions their universality. It ernphasizes the historical and cultural variability of
such sexwval caiegotics as homoscxuality and heterosexualiry, stressing how
conceptions ol sexuul orientation and praciices have changed over time and
vary across soctelies. It raises questions about how the categories emerge, are
mainlained, and change.

We cannol adjudicate the conceptual and theoretical differences between
these 1wo opposing positions and their tnany vananis, The dasa from a cross-
sectional survey conducied in a single couniry at a given moment are simply
ipappropuiale to resolve these issues. While our general theoretical framework
is highly comgatibte with 1he social constructionist approach, the data them-
selves can certainly be treated from various points of vicw. A population-based
survey lends itself 1o a continuous, multifaceted approach to defining and mea-
suring homosexuoalily. It makes more sense 1o ask about specific aspects of

wnatencss of homesexuaiity, some of thewr arguments have recentiy been tgken up by the nght-
wing anti-gay forces, who believe that homosexuality 15 2 Sin and wani 1o argue thal homeseauaily
sz choice. Views of homosexuahiy as a pathological condition or disease have padiuonally sought
s "cause,” an esscaitalisl nobon, vsually to cure or emdicale it, Lromcaily, today, many gay peoplc
arc strang believers m some version of essendialism
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same-gender behavior, practice. and feelings during specific perjods of an indi-
vidual’s life rather than a singlc yes-or-no question about whether a person is
homosexual. This approach opens up the possibility of asking about the inter-
relation of these various elements. Rather than assuming that homosexuality is
a stngle, uniform trall with the same underlying cause and the same outcome
in all people, one can begin to fook al vaaation 1n the aspects and extent of
homosexual activity in ditferent individuals.

As an underlying orientation, essentialist notions of homosexuality, on the
other hand, correspond 1o widespread assumplions that many, if not most, of
the respondents to our survey believe. Their answers are Hkely o reflect these
conceptions, even if reality is more complex. For example, it respondents think
that there are basically 1wo iypes of people in the world, homosexuals and
heterosexuals, they are likely 10 think about their own behavior in those erms.
If those respondents see themselves as fundamenlally heterosexual but have
had on occasion homosexual feelings or experiences, they may simply aot re-
port such feelings or behaviors because they are not “real” or “truly indicative”
of their underlying nature.

An essentialist view also pervades much of the discussion of the prevalence
of homosexuatity. Many of the questions and debates aboul the number and
distribution of homosexvals in the population implicitly assume a clearly iden-
tifiable and easily gquaphifiable phenomenon, These questions also unplicity
assume that the instances 10 be counted are all the same. We argue that hese
RoBERS are incorrecl.

8.1 Prior Research ot the Prevalence of Homosexuality

Much public attenlion has been focused recently on the guestion of the pre-
valence of homosexuality Much of this populas interest has been aroused
by hoily contested debates about social conurol and civil rights. Passion runs
high on all sides. Debales about how widespread homosexualily is, its causes,
and its nature play key roles in arguments about public palicies involving the
extension, protection, or prohibition of certain nghis. [n the process. scientific
exploration and hypotheses have been heid hostage of used in inappropriate
ways.

One of the many ironies of our research effort is that politicians such as
Senator Josse Hetms and former Representative William Dannemeyer, who
represented the extreme Right on ihese issues, led the attacks against the fed-
eral efforts ro carry oul national surveys of sexual behavior in large part be-
cause they were convinced that these studies would help legitimate homosexu-
ality by demonstrating how widespread it was. Al the time, 1988-92, while
erwilfing to accept the widely held notion that 10 percent of the popuiation
was homosexual. they feared that surveys might help promote this idea or even
increase the estimated prapornon to 20 percent, Yet all the recent population-
pased surveys of sexval behavior, including this one, have found rates thal are
much jower than 10 percent, Before considering the matter settled, however,
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there are 2 number of questions that need to be addressed. First, what was the
empirical basis of the widely accepled figure of 10 percen1? How much cre-
dence should it have been given? How should the results from a number of
different surveys be interpreted? Are there other nations about homosexuahty
that should be revised in addition to the fairly widely accepied idea about is
prevalence?

8.2 The Myth of 10 Percent and the Kinsey Research

[t is beyond the scope of this chapter to explain why so many people, both
the lay public and professional researchers, came to believe in a 10 percent
figure so firmly, but it is worth discussing its probable origin. Sirangely
enough, both a suong argument against the notion that there is a single preva-
tence rate of homosexuality and a single estimale of 10 percent come from the
sarme source, Alfred Kinsey (Kinsey, Pomeroy, and Martin 1948; Kinsey &
al. 1953).

In chapter 2, we criticized the lack of probability samples in Kinsey's re-
search, ani we also acknowledged his imponiant pioneening role in the siudy
of human sexuality. He found, as we have, that, in order to ask people questions
and expect reasonable and interpretable answers aboul their sexual experi-
ences, one must be both direct and precise. In particular, one must specify
cleariy and simply the behaviors and the time period in which one is interested.
The resuits of such queries, moreover, tannol be reduced (o simple cotegoriza-
rons.

In particular, Kinsey argued strongly against the notion that the weorld can
be split neatly into two classes, homosexuals and heterosexuals. Fo avoid this
error, Kansey reported many numbers cather than gane. We do the same. Tt s in
the nature of an empirical study of a complex patiern of behavior across a large
and vanable popularion to do so.

Let us briefly review Kinsey'’s numbers and see how they compare to the
numbers reported in this research and other recent surveys. It is important 1o
paint our that much of the debate on prevalence has been about men, although
sasbelimes this is only implicit * [n summarizing the rates of homosexualily
among the white men he interviewed, Kinsey lists thirteen different staristics.
A few of these aumbers stand oul either conceptually or because they have
often been repeaied. To provide a sense of Lhe range as well as the specificity
and style of Kinsey's statements, some are gooled here:

4 There are many rcasons for this. Kinsey’s figures {or men appeared first (in 1948) and were
presented mare exphicitly than the faler discussion of women {1953), Kinsey's primary measure of
sexund behavior was the orgesm, and Uns tamed out to be a much easier measuee 1o use with men
than with women {see chapter 3] Histerically, there has been g coram mvissbiiity of lesbranism,
and the debates about humosexuality have wended to reflect this This can be seen in e wmunol -
ogy wsell Homesexvaf and homasexuality have no inherent geader reference—they denote sex
between people of the same gender Yei they have often been used 0 refue solely Lo men,
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37 percent of the total male population has at least some overt homoseaf—
ual experience to Lhe point of orgasm between adolescence and old age. This
accounts for nearly 2 males out of every 5 that one may meet. .. . .

50 percent of alt males tapproximalely) have nefther overt nor psychic
experience in the komosexual after the onser of adolescence.

25 percent of the male population hes more than incidenta) homosex-
ual experience or feaclions {i.c.. rales 21-6) for a1 least threc years blt.’lwccn
the ages of 16 and 55, In terms of averages, one male cut of approximalely
every four has had or will bave such distinct and continued homosexual expz-

rnence ... .
10 percent of the males are more ot less exclusively homosexual (1.e..

rate § or 6) for at least Dyee years between (he ages of 16 and 53. This is one

male in ten in the white male populatioc. . . .
4 percent of the white males are exclusively homosexual throughoul

their lives, afier the onset of adofescence. (Kinsey, Pomeroy, and Martin
1948, 650-51)

This section in the Kinsoy volume on men, with jis boldface type. hss al-
ways been easy 10 ind and has been much quoted and cited ? Kinsey begins
the list with 37 percent, which represents a measure of "any homosexual expe-
rence,” and ends with 4 percent, which represen(s a measure of “exclusw.c
homosexuality.” Thesc seem to correspond to “foik™ notions of what consti-
wies homosexuahty. To many, hormosexuatily of any sort seems 5o foreign and
deviant that any bomosexual experience 1s enough to define someone as homo-
sexpal. On the other hand, exclusive homosexuality has often been treated as
the expected state for the “trug homosexual.”* Of course, one reason for re-
porting the dala this way is (o emphasize the varatioa in the mixture ‘of hetero-
sexual and homosexual experence, something thar Kinsey was trying 1o do.
(This seems a major funciion of the S0 percent figure thal refers to the propor-
lion of men who had not had any homosexual experience after puberty, whether
or nol it reselied 1 orgasm. Of course, that means that 50 percent of the men
in Kinsey's sample had some sort of homosexual experien\?c.) ‘

Many people have poimed to the 10 percent figure in this passage and cited
il as the source for the conventional population estirraie of homosexual preve:
lence. in fact, of course, this number refers only to men (white men at that),
whereas 10 percent has been most commenly used to refer to the whole popu-

5. Kinsey and his colicagues did not repon comparable nombers for women 0 their 1933 vol-
ume. Instead, they found that women reported lower levels of homosexual acliviy, generally 2
half 10 a third the comparable levels for men (Kansey et al, 1953, 474-75) )

& These notions arc noL canfined to everyday Life and folklore. In 2 recent short discussion af
homoscxuality, Billy et al. (1993) highlighted jusi such measures. Among thar respondents, men
between the ages of twenty and thiny-mne, 2.3 percent had at least one homoseaual £xpenence,
and 1.1 pereent had had exclusively homesexual capencnces for the past len years, (Note thal this
jncludes expenences of bays as young as en years o1d.) The press devoted 2 lot 91‘ atieniion Lo this
report, particularly to the second number of aboul T percemt represeating exclusively homosexual
cxpenence, often teating ¥ as an sstmate of the gize of \he gay population (Barnnger 1993).
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lation, male and female.” The choice of [0 percent as the single estimate 1o
take from this list represents an interesting compromise. lis attraction seems
to reside in the fact that it is a simple round number and one that is neither
“too small” nor “too large.” It avoids the extremes of counting someone g5
homosexual who engages in such activity only sporadically and not counting
people with extensive homosexual experience who have also had heterosex-
ual experences.

Kinsey's figures are rnuch higher than those found in all the recent popula-
nton surveys, including ours, There are a number of reasons for this. As empha-
sized in chapter 2, the major difference between Kinsey and recent research is
that Kinsey did not use probabiiity sampling. Kinsey's respondents were all
purposefully recruited rather than sampled with known probabitities of inclu-
sion. This means both that they were volunicers who may have differed in
systematic ways frem those who did not participate {e.g., by being more open
and comfortable about their sex lives and perhaps more sexually active) and
that there is no statistically sound way to generalize from his samgle 1o a popu-
lation. In fact, Kinsey roamed far and wide in selecting his subjects. He was
not averse to using 1nstitutional settings, including prisons and reform schools,
from which to recruit his subjects. Kinsey also purposely recruited subjects for
his research from homosexual friendship and acquaintance networks in big
cites. Kinsey combined fanasy, masturbation, and sexual activity with pan-
ers in seme of hig caloulations (e.g., the 50 percent figure}. Experiences were
collected retrospectively over the whole hifeume and almost as a matter of
course were reported to include activity since puberty or sihce age sixteen.
These devices would all tend to bias Kinsey's results toward higher estimates
of homosexuality (and other rarer sexual practices) than those that he would
have obtained using probability sampling.® Almnst all the recent sexual behav-
ior research, largely prompted by ALDS and the sexual ansmission of disease,
has focused on behavior, primarily pencrrative sexual practices.

7. Lo Fact, Bruce Voeiler (1920) clmms 10 have onginated the 1} percent estimate as part of the
madern gay ghts movements campaign o the late 10705 1o convince pohiucians and the public
that ““We {gays and lesbians} Are Everywhere At the time, Yoellar was the chair of the Nalignal
Gay Task Forve. He says that. using Kinsey, be averaged a 13 percent number for men and a 7
pereend nember For women W come up with an approanmate number of 10 pereent for the whole
POpuiaion.

% A ceanalysiz of a subset of the Kinsey data on men (Gagnon and Simon 1973, 131-32) domen-
stled baw much early expenence contnbuted 10 the tugher numbers. Analyzing the data from
young men in ¢oflege between 1928 and 1950, a group that was thought to be less subject 1o
volunteer bnas and other fooms of selection that might have aruficially increased the rate of same-
gemder experience (eg.. mearceraton o being referred throwgh homosesual networks), Gagnon
and Simon found that about 10 percent had al teast one homosexual experience {roughly compar-
able 0 the 37 percent quoted carier), Bul. for oves hall these men (16 pervent of the total), s
sxperience was before the age of fifteen and not afier, and, for another 9 percent, this expenence
was primanly in adolescence and had compiletely ended by age twenty. The remainder, shour 5 ar
& percent, was cqually divided beiween those who had exclusively homosexual eaperience and
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There is one other fundamental difference between the Kinsey approach
and conlemporary surveys. Kinsey and a handful of highly rained colleagues
conducted all the interviews. The structure of the Kinsey interview was a “'sex
history,” and people were taken through their lifetime in segments They were
intensively questioned abiout 2 wide vanety of forms of sexual aclivity. includ-
ing fantasies. The focus secrs 1o have been largely on numbers of orgasms
achieved in various ways. Having no written and fixed questionnaire, the inter-
viewers memortzed the question order, and waording could be varied by the
interviewer as he (or occasionally she) saw fit. These interviewers were not
averse to challenging respondents who they believed were not admitting to
stigmatized behaviors such as masturbation or homosexuality. The interview
took respondems chronologically from their early childhood expenences to the
time of the interview. 1t asked 3 lot about fantasy, The emphasis on ideation
and the encouragement of subjects {0 descnbe homosexuval thoughts and fanta-
sies may have increascd repoats of other homosexual bebaviors as well. [t 1s
possible that some of these techniques may have increased the disclosure and
reporting of stigmatized aclivinies,

8.3 Dimensions of Homosexuality

To quantify or counl something requires unambigaous definition of ihe phe-
nomencn in question. And we tack this ir speaking of homosexuaslity. When
people ask how many gays there are, they assume that everyone knows exacily
what (s meant. Historians and anthropologists have shown that homosexuality
as a category describing same-gender sexual desire and behavior is a relarively
recent phenomenoa (only about 100 years old) pecaliar to the West (Foucauh
1978; Chavncey 1983, Kaiz 1983; Halpenin 1990: Stein 1992). But, even
within conlemporary Weslern societies, one must ask whether this guestion
refers to same-gender behavior, desire, self-definitton, or identification of some
combination of these elements. In asking the question, most peeple treat ho-
maosexuality as such a dislinctive category that it 1y a3 if all these elements must
g0 together. Cn reflection, it 15 obvious thal this is not true. One can easily
think of cases where any one of these elemenis would he present without the

those who had "substantial homosexual ax well 3s heternsexual histones ™ Ong <)) wonders at the
almost one-third whe reported any homosexval expenence compared to a masumal figure i our
survey for a similar group of 10-12 pereent (see table 8.2 below under any sex), One possibility
suggested 10 us by gur colleague George Chauncey s that this may in pant reflect histoncal changes
n the sex lives of Amencan men Remember that Kanscy was inlerviewing wn the years sur-
reunding Warld War 11 (1938-47) and that the sex lives being descrbed would have exiended hack
from then, wherzas cur oldest respandents were borman 1933, Changes in the structore of adoles-
cence as weil 3§ the 1ngreasing visibility and iabeling ol bomosexuality may inhibit the amoun of
adolescent sexial expenmemiation that gocs DA aMONg YoUNE men mare rezently.
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others and thas combinations of these attributes, 1aken (wo or three at 2 iime,
are also possible.

Examples abourd. Some people have faniasies or thoughis abaut sex wirh
sormeone of thew own gender without ever acting on these thoughis or wishes,
And the holder of such thoughts may be pleased, excited, or upset and made
o fec] guilty by them. They may occur as a passing phase. only sporadically,
or even as a persisting feature of a person’s fantasy life. They may or ™may nol
have any effect at all on whether a person thinks of himself or herself as 3
homosexual in any sense. Clearly, there are people who experience erolic inter-
est in people of both genders and sustain sexual relationships over lime wilh
both men and women. Some engage in sex with samgz-gender partners without
any erotic or psychological desire because they have been forced or enticed
1IN0 doing s0. A classic example is sex in prison. Deprived of the opporunity
to have sex with opposite~gender partners gives dse to same-gender sex, by
volition or as the result of force. Surely this is 1o be distinguished phenome-
nally from siluations in which people who. given access 1o both genders, ac-
lively seek oul and choose to have sex with same-gender panners. Develop-
ment of self-identification az homosexual or gay is a psychologically and
socially complex siate, something which, in this sociely, is achieved only over
time, ofien with considerable personat struggle and sell-doubl, not to mention
social discomfort. All these motives, altractions, identifications, and behaviors
vary over Limne and circumstaiices with respest 1o one another—thart is. are
dynamically changing features of an individual's sexual expression.

This discussion postulates no specific theory or viewpoiat on the etiology
and nature of homosexualily —ancther much contested terrain. Instead, we
took as our siarting point the need lo collect good descriptive data on varous
fealures of same-gender practices and affect. For these descniptive purpuses,
we have identified thies dimensions of homosexuality: same-gender sexual be-
havior (and its associated practices), same-gender desire and sexual aticaction,
and self-identity as a homoscxual. We have paid most atention to behavior,
Public heaith concemns abour AIDS lent priority to guestions about behaviors
that place people at nisk. Alse, behavior seemed 1o be one of the leas ambigu-
ous elements of sexuality in general and homosexuality in particular. However.
as soon as one thinks of the widely divergent meanings of a given sexual acl
10 the participants, one begins to appreciate the aversimplification inherent in
an exclosively behavioral approach. The prisaner in the state penitentiary who
takes sex where he finds it and the young man cruising a cily park, a known
haunt of zay men, are engaging in meamngfully ditferent, if superficially simi-
lar, behaviors,

We have broken the behavioral dimeasion itself into three separate aspects:
the gender of sex partnecs, specific sexual acts or techniques, and the time
frame within which sexual refanonships or activities 1ake place. We ireat sarme-
gender dyads and their sexual praciices just as opposite-gender dyads and prac-
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tices.” Rather than assumung that the world is made up of Iwo very different
types of sexual beings, homosexuats and heterosexuals, we make no assump-
tion about inherent differences between various sexual practices and have let
the distinctions. if any, emerge {rom the data.

Behavior is only one component of sexuality. It has been the focus of most
of the recent discussions about the prevalence of homosexuality since these are
the data emerging from ATDS-related surveys, While we, (00, have emphasized
sexual behavior, we have also investigated the affective or cognitive dimension.
While these data are more limited, they allow us to ask some interesling ques-
lions about their retation to the behavioral aspect of same-gender sexuality. We
cannot understand behavior without some sense of how the actor thinks about
his or her actions and their relation to miernal, psychological states and the
actor’s relation 1o others, The more psyshological literature on homosexuality
has emphasized internal states related 10 sexual desire. Especially before
AIDS. homosexuality was viewed as an undeslying sexual orientation. with
desire for or sexuval interest in people of the same gender treated as more funda-
mental than behavior (Marmor 19803, On the other bend, much of the sociolog-
jcal, historical, gnd social psychological work of the 1970s, following the dra-
matic emergence of the lesbian and gay civil rights movement, has emphasized
the process of “coming out,” the development of self-consciousness. and a rela-
tively public sexual identity in the context of an emerging lesbian and gay
community (Weinberg and Wilhams 1974; Levine 1979 Herdt 1992).%

84 Messuremen! and Prevalence of Same-Gender Behavior,
Desire, and [dentity

For the purpose of Lhis analysis. we have divided the questions that relate to
homosexual experiences and feetings into three basic dimensions: behavior,

o Ul may surprise readers (e realize that almost all the data reported in this book were generaicd
without meniion of the woed homasesual o keterasesunl. These words are used only orce, late tn
the qucstionnaize, whent we asked. “Do you tunk of yoursell a5 hetcrosexual. homosesual. bi-
sexnal, or something else?” (see appendix C, section B, quesbion 49). All the behavioral data were
generaled from guestions that asked only aboul specific partners or praclices. En the case of part-
ners. either the respondent had identified a panner and was then asked aboul the panner’s gender
{these guestons atways stated that all parters. whether men or wemen, should te included; ¢.§..
sec appendiy C. secuon 2, question !, and sechon 4, quesucn 1), of the l_'cspopdcm was asked
aboul how rany male and female perinets he or she bad had of a given fype ina given bme penod.
Al the very end of the guesuonnaire, respondents were usked whether they had ever engaged in
specific sexual acts, These acts and guestions wer: specified separaiely for male and female part-
ners (appendix €, $AQ 4F and SAQ 4M). ) )

10, OF cousse, there wee any number of other aspects of personality and sos1al interacuon that
one mught consider Histonexdly, homosenuality was thought of as being associated wj_lh feminsnity
in fmen and mascuhipity in women. Over ume. the primary definitions of homasexuality have been
separated from these notians, although incompletety (Green 1987) AIDS-related m&carr:h. in pas-
eular, has ignored these drmensions almost completely. lssues related to social identiry and its
relauon to an orgasized set of insuwiions or a commumly have also been neglected n surveys.
Some have paualed (o the necd to investigate social and emotienal preferences for people of ore’s
own gender, somelumes catted homesgrlice (Klen 1990
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desire, and identity. The questions that we asked about behavior always refer
1o partrers or praciices in specific lime frames. Desire and identily are mea-
sured by questions apout the respondents’ current states of mind. Because of
the many ways in which these three aspecis of sexualily might be defined, we
first explain how we operationalized them in our questionnaire and then com-
pare their reponed freguencies. before luming to an investigation of their inter-
relations.

Twe quite different questions were asked to ascertain the presence of same-
gender sexual “desire.”” The first asked aboul the appeal of sex with someone
of the same gender, the second about the gender of the people to whom the
respondent is sexvally attracted. These questions appear toward Lhe end of the
interview afier the main questions about partners and behavior. The first ques-
tion was worded, “0On a scale of 1 to 4, where | is very appealing and 4 is not
at ail appealing, how would you rate each of these activities: .. . having sex
with someone of the same sex?” (see appendix C, section 7, question 4). For
this anatysis, the two answers “very appealing” and “somewhat appealing” are
combined and treated as indicating the presence of homosexual desire. We call
this measure appeal. :

Later in the intervigw, at the end of a sel of questons about early childhood
and fAirst sexual experiences, women were asked, “In general, are you sexually
atiracted 1o only men, raostly men, both men and women, mastly women, only
women?" {sec appendix C. section &, quesiion 47). Men were asked the same
question (appendix C, section &, question 48), except that the order of the
answer. calegones was reversed. Respondents answering with any of the four
categories referming to people of the same gender are treated here as expressing
some level of homosexual desire. We refer to bus variable as attraction.

Immediately following the question about aitractien, @ single question was
asked about how respondents think of themselves: “Do you think of yourseil
as heterosexual, homosexual, bisexual, or semelhing else?” (appendix C, sce-
on §, question 49}. This question yielded our measure of self-identification "
For the purpose of this analysis, we have wealed respondents who said either
“homosexual” or “‘bisexual” as having some degree of same-gender idenlity.
Alorether. 2.8 percent of the men and 1.4 percent of the women reponted seme
level of homosexual {or bisexual) identity,"”

11, Thus question posed several problems. First. abou § percent of the men and 6 percent of the
wamen seemed o be unceram aboul the meaming of tese tormy aad gave answers that were coded
by mlerviewers as equivalent o “normal or straighl” In addivon, under | percent of the respon-
dents (thirteen men and ten woren in die closs szetion) answeied “sumething clse” and were
prompted 10 eaplam. A lew of these (twa men and fowr women) smid “gay” or “lesbian™ and
have been included with those who chose "homescxual.” Two respondents sad that they did not
disungwsh partners on the Basis of thear sex (gender) They appeared o be defining themsetves as
isexual, bul we were hesitanl 1o recode them as such unul we checked their sexual experence
Stnce they had had both inale and female pantners, we included them with the biseauals.

12. i1 would be smeresting @ compare and conwrast hemosexual (and gay/leshan) identny wuh
bisexval wiennty. but the numbers in a sample Ike ours arg just 100 small, Fewer than | percens of
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We have constructed five different measures of same-gender behavior. Fig-
ufe §.1 displays these measures for men and women as well as the affective
measures described above. On the left 1n the figure are three measures based
on the proporuon of men and women who report same-gender sex pariners in
three different ime periods: the past twelve months, the past five yvears, and
since iuming eighteen.'* The cates for women are tower than the rates for men,
varying from 1.3 percent of the sexually active wornen in the past year te-
poning at least one female partner 1o 4.1 percent reporting any femnale partaers
since turning etghteen. The rates for men vary from 2.7 percent in the past year
to 4.9 percent with any male partners sinee age cighteen. The next two sets of
bars labeled any age and any sex extend the period for same-gender sex back
1o puberty. Concepiually, they measure the same thing; however, they approach
the measurement in different ways and produce different estrmaies, especially
for the men.

Any age is a measurc of the proportion of respondents who have had a same-
gender partaer at any time since puberty. It is constructed by combining re-
sponses trom the previous three partner/iime frame questions {past year, past
five years, and since age eighteen) and the response lo a guestion aboul the
first sexual experience after puberty with a person of the same gender."* Aboul
3.8 percent of the women and 7.1 percent of the men had had at least one
same-gender parinel since puberty arcording to this variable.

Ay sex s based on questions asked on a self-administered questiornaire
(SAQ) at the very end of the interview. The inlerviewer does not see the an-
swers lo these questions because the SAQ is placed in an eavelope and scaled
by the respendent before being handed back, These questions ask about ever
having engaged in specific sexual acvvities with @ man or woman since pu-
berty. Both male and female respondents were asked about aclive and receplive
oral sex and the question, “Have you ever done anylhing else sexuval with an-
other (womar/man)?” {see appendix C, SAQ 4F. questions §-11, and SAQ 4M,
guestions 8-12). Male respondents were also asked zbout active and recepiive
anal sex with another man. Any sex is the proportion of respondenis whe com-

pleted the seif-administered questionnaire who answered yes 1o any of the ac-
tivinies. Over 4 percent of the women and 9 percent of the men reported having

he men and women said that they were brsescal Later in this chapler, we 100k 31 the mixture of
male and female panners among the larger group reportung any same-gesuder pariners, but withou
necessan!y self-idennfying as bisexual

13 The base v for these rues tnclude all people un wiom we have injurmanen n parucular.
they melude the sexually nactive, who have no pantners in a given time {tame [n that sense, thesc
arc 1ncidence and prevalence rates for pannenng behavior

14 The exact wording of the question rs, “Now | would ke to ask you some questions abour
sexval expenence with (SAME SEX AS R, malesffemales) afier you were 12 or 13, that s, after
puberty How old were you the fast time you had sea with a (SAME SEX AS R, maleffemale)?”

{see appendix C, section 8, quesuon 200
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engaged in at least onc of these sexual practices with a person of their own
gender since puberty. ‘

This last measure produced the highest reporting of same-gender sexusal
behavior. But the differences are stight for the women and dramatic for the
men. There are a number of factors 1hat help explain this pattem Very few
women {about 0.3 percent} who repon having sex belween puberty and age
eightecn with a female partaer do not also have sex with a worman after eigh-
teen !> On the other hand, almost 2 percent of the men (companng any 2ge and
since 18) report sex before eighteen but not after. However, when we look &l
any sex, the rale of women having a female pactner since puberty increases
another 0.5 percentage poim, from 3.8 to 4.3 percent. Bul the rate.for.men
increases another 2 pescentage points, from 7.1 10 9.1 percent, 1f this h\gbcr
sumber is correct, this implies thal almost 4 percent of the men have sex with
another male before tuming eighteen but not after. These men, who report
same-gender sex only before they wmed eighteen. not aﬁenVard\ constitute 42
percent of the tota] number of men who report ever having a same-gender ex-
perience. .

But why should onc measure be so much higher for l.hlc_ men maf; another
conceptually similar measure? There are several pOSSibllI‘IICS. The Fncrea:s_ed
privacy of the self-admimstered form may increase reporting of spcm]ly stig-
matized behavior. Or the guestinn may be understood somew_hal differently by
the respondent and may prompt a different answer. A”-‘_’ sex 15 based on gues-
tions about specific sexual practices rather thaa z guestton about sex partners,
Some respondents may not have given an age for a [irst same-gender sex pan-
ner {the major component of any Gge) but might be prompted to remember a
specific incident whei a sexuwal act oceurred. Some of these acis may rol have
been considered when reporting about a firsl same-gender parner. _F:naliy. the
questions about any sex are asked at the very end of the queslionn‘mw. pn;w:d-
ing the fullest chance for recall. This measure produces a dramatically highcr
rate of same-gender partners than the cther measures for men However, it
should be pointed out that. while this 9 percent is higher than any ﬁgurr._n‘:a-
ported from the other recent surveys, and while it may be an under-report, 1 1s
still a far cry from the 37 percent that Kinsey reported. ‘ ‘

How do these rales of same-gender partners compare wilk questions a.bnu'i
attraction, appeal, and self-identificaton? The lauers ase displayed on the sight-
hand side of figure 8.1. The rates of reporting some degree of same-gender
desire as a current state of mind are higher for both men and Iwomen lhari the
rates of reparting same-gender partners for the more Ireccnl Ilmre frames {one
angd five years). The tevels of reported sexual attraction (o ones own gender
and the appeal of same-gendar sex are also much more comparable for women
and men {varying around $ percent). These different aspects of same-gender

15, The caact Agures on which g, §.1 is based are repodted n ahble 8.2 below
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sexual interest or desire are only moderately comrelated. The relative levels of
the two measures also differ for men and women, although this difference is
not statistically significant. More men report being at Jeast somewhat attrzcted
to men (6.2 percenl) than report finding sex with another man appealing (4.5
percent;. In contrass, more women report finding the 1dea of sex with a woman
appealing {5.6 percent) than report any sexual attraction to women {4.4 per-
cent). In an analysis not shown, we found that 7.7 perceal of the men and
7.5 percent of the women report one or the other form of same-gender sexual
atwraction or inierest. About one-third of those (3% percent of the men and 34
percent of the women) reporling uny same-gender desire expressed both forms,
while the other two-thirds expressed only one form.

Qur final measure, the self-reporned same-gender sexnal identity, has the
lowest prevalence of any of these measures. About 1.4 percent of the women
and 2.8 percent of the men report idertifying with a label denoling same-
gender sexuality. The ratio of hornosexual to bisexuz) identification is about
2:1. stightly lower for women (1.8:1) and slightly higher for mea (2.5:1). This
resuit is discussed in some detail later in this chaper.

How do these simple rates compare wilh those found in other recent sur-
veys? It is not gur purpose ko make an in-depth comparison, bui overall we find
that ovur results are remarkably similar to those from other surveys of sexual
behavior that bave been conducted on national populations using probability
sampling meihads. ia particular, two very large-scale susveys were being car-
ried oul al the same Ume as we were designing and beginning to field such a
survey in the United States, one in France (Spira et al. 1993) and one in Britaip
{(Wellings et al. 1994). (These were discussed briefly in chapier 2.) There are
many basic similarities and overlaps between the threa surveys, but there are
also many varations in methods and design  For example, the Freach survey
interviewed 20,055 adults aged exghteen 1o sixty-nine over the telephone, and
the Bntish survey conducted 18,876 face-to-face interviews with people aged
sixteen 1@ fifty-nine living in England, Wates, and Scotland, but most of the
sexual behavior questions were asked in a self-administered supplement. The
British survey repons rates of same-gender sexual cxperience for men that
range from .1 percent (in the past year) (o 6.1 percent {ever having had any
homosexual experience). The comparable figures for women are 0.4 and 3.4
perceal {Wellings ci al. 1994, 187). The French study results range from 1.1
percent of the men reporting al least one male partner in the past year ang 4.1
percent reporting any male sex pantners ir thewr enlire life (Spira et al. 1993,
138). These rates are somewhat lower than the rates that we found, but they
are sill quile close, especially compared 1o the rates found by Kinsey, The
panterns of the findings in Ihese recent surveys are also quite similar in terms
of gender and age and elevated rates :n large urban areas.'

16, Sumular results have been reponed reganding the homosexual expenence of men n the
Unned States el Fay et al 1389, Rogers and Torer 1991 and Billy et al 1993}
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8.5 The Interrelation of Same-Gender Sexual Behavior, Desire,
and Identity

How are these three aspects of homosexvality interrelated? To answer this
question, we first need to define a simple dichotomous vanable denoting lhe
presenice or absence of each dimension. We sought relatively broad and ncie-
sive summary measures for this analysis. However, we have excluded people
who report their only same-gender sex partners before they turned cighteen.
Thus, we have defined behavior in teams of a composite measure intended 1o
tap the presence of any same-gender partner after age eighteen.'’ Desire com-
bines the appeal and artraction measures defined above. For this porpose, any
respondent who reported either being attracled to people of his or her own
gender or finding same-gender sex appealing 18 considered (o have some same-
gender desire. Same-gender identity includes people who said that they consid-
ered thenselves to be either homosexual or bisexual (or an cquivalent).

Figure 8.2 displays the overlap among these three conceptually separable
dimensions of homosexuality using Venn dragrams. These diagrams make use
of overlapping circles to display ail the Jogically possible interseclions among
different categories. While a Venn diagram distinguishes all possible combina-
tions, 1L does oot altempi 1o scale the areas in the circles o reflect the relanve
numbers of respondents in each category because of lechnical consiraints in
the geomelry of representation. The latter is indicaled by the rumbers and
percentages attached to each area.

The three circles each represent a dimension or component of same-gender
sexuality. The totals of 150 women and 143 men, respectively, who report any
same-gender behavior, desire, ot tdentity are distnibuted across all the possible
mutuaily exclusive combinanoens of the three calegories. For example, the area
of the circle labeled desire that does not overlap with either of the other circles
includes only those respondents who reponed some same-gender desire but
reported neither same-gender partners since ¢ighicen nor self-idenufication as
a homosexual or bisexual, Desire with no comresponding adult behavior or
identity is the largest calegory for both men and women, with about 59 percent
of the women and 44 percent of the men 1n this cell. About 13 percent of the

1T There are four different seis of questions that were used to construct this composite- (i}
quesitgns about the tumber of male and female sex partners since wrmng eighleen asked on a
self-adrmistered form early im the imerview {appendix C. SAQ 2, guestions § and 9): {2} enumer-
aled sex partners from cohabllanonat retationships and tn the last vear {appendix C, sections 2 and
43, {3) counts of sex panners of each gender dunng the life course since age eighicen (appendix
C. section §); and {4) respondents who report an age of first seauval expenence with someone of
the same gender as eighteen or older {appendix C, secvon £, question $U). Not surposingly, sinee
these questions are asked in different places and in different ways (face-10-face vs, self-
complenon, directly vs nderzctly, efc ), there were Some INCONSINENCIES DECWEEN responses. A
respondens who gnswered hal he or she had swne-gender sex pannets on any of these questions
1% treuted here as having had ap adult homosenwal expenence According (0 s coding scheme,
5.3 percen of thie men and 3.5 percent of the women had had at least ane same-gender sex partuer
since thedr eighicenth birthday

A Waomnen

Behavior
13%
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0 0

Behavior Identity
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g 82  [ntecrelation of companénts of homosexualily, A, For 150 women (8.6 percent of
i Lotal 1,749} who repori any adull same-gender sexuality, B, For 143 men (10,5 percent
=f Lhe total 1,410} who repari sny sdull same-gender sexualjty,
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women and 22 percent of the men report a same-gender partner since (urming
eighteen, but no current desire oridentity, '

No women reporied homosexual identity alone. Bul there were three men
who said that they considered themselves homosexual or bisexual even though
they did not report desire or partners. This being an unlikely stajus, jt is pos-
sible that these men simply misundersiood the categories of self-identification
since none of them reported any same-gender expedence or inlerest,

About 15 percent of the women and 24 percent of the men arc found in the
miersection of all three circles. This is practicaily ail the women (twenly-three
out of twenty-four) and the vast majority of the men (thirty-four out of thirty-
nine) who identify as homosexual or bisexuval. In order to see the relative pro-
portiens in each set of categories more clearly, pie charts based on the same
data and calggones ace displayed m figurz 8.3,

As iUis measured here, sexual idenUty does not appear to represen! an ana-
Iytically separate dimension becavse it logically entails the existence of both
desire and action. Desire, behavior, and the combination of desire and betavior
seem 10 exist in at least a substantial minority of the cases, but identity inde-
pendent of the other two is quite rare.'® It is thos not surprising that no men o«
women reported behavior and identity without desire, Some sort of homosex-
ual desire seems aj the heart of most notions of homosexual identity. To repernt
same-gender partrers, and 10 say (hat one considers oneself to be homosexual
or bisexual, but to deny any attraction or appeal of homosexuality, seems iiiogi-
cal. On the other hand, the idea of someone reporting desire and identity bul
no {adult) behavior does not scem so implausible since homosexuality is often
thought of as an updertying sexual orientation understood in a psychological
sense of famasy ot desire. One can at least imagine people who consider them-
selves o be homosexual {or bisexual) without necessarily having bhad zny sex
partpers. {n fact, this state appears to be quite rare, with only one woman and
two men found in this category.

This analysis demonstrates the high degree of vanability in the way that
differing elements of homosexuality are distibuted in the population. This
variahlity relates 1o the way that homoseauality 18 both organized as 3 ser of
hehaviors and practices and cxperienced subjectively. It raises quite provoca-
tive questions about the definition of homesexualiry. While there is a core
group {about 2.4 percent of the total men and about 1.3 percent of the twtal
wormen) in our survey who define themselves as homosexual or bisexual, have

16 Evan foc the miost current time perod avarable, the past twelve months, t0 percent of the
women and 1) percent of the men who had had a same-gender sex partner in the past year did not
teport ctther desire or dentty, Please note the small number bases for these estimalcs.

19, The group of people who report behavior and desire bul not identily is guite small among
1the men but fairly sizable amony the wamen, comparsble (o the women wha had sex pariners bu
nothing efsz and 1o those who exhibit all three characterisics. Tins may iadicate a shightly lower
threshold ¢f homosexual and bisexual identity among men than ameng women. This would A
with the fustencally greawer visiility of gay men as apposed 1o lesbians,
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Fig. 83 interreisiion of difte vt asponis of same-gondar sevvnlity, A, Por 150 women (8.6
perceat of the toial 1,749) who report any adult same-gender sexuality, B, For 143 men (10,1
percent of the total 1,410) who report any adult seme-gender sexuality.

same-gender partners, and express homosexual desires, there are also sizable
groups whe do not consider themselves 10 be cither homosexua) or bisexual
but have had adult homosexual experiences or eipress some degree of desire.
Despite pervasive social disapproval, about S perceat of the men and women
in our sample express some same-gender desire, but no other indicators of
adult activity or self-identification. A sizable number have had same-gender
parmers, but consider themselves neither as bisexual or homosexual nor as
experiencing any current homosexual desire. While the measurement of same-
gender praclices and attitudes is crude af besl, with unknown levels of underre-
porhing for each, this preliminary analysis provides unambiguous evidence that
no singte aumber can be used to provide an accuraie and valid characierization
of the incidence and prevalence of homosexuality in the population at large. In
sum, homosexuality is fundamentally a multidimensional phenomenon that
has mamifold meanings and interpretations, depending on context and purpose.
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8.6 The Relation of Masier Statuses and Same-Gender Sexuality

Modification of Master Status Variables

Tables 8.} and 8.2 present the distriputions of a number of measures of
same-gender sexuality by various social and demographic variables. These ta-
bles use social and demographic variables simiiar to the master status variables
introduced in the preceding chaplers, but we have collapsed some categories
because the relative ranty of same-gender sexuality made more finc-grained
analysts statisncally unreliable.?® [n addition, we took advantage of the replica-
uon of these measures 1n the Genera) Somal Survey (GSS) since 198821 In
particular, the three mensures of gender of sex partners in different time peri-
ods (past year, past five years, and since age eighteen) appeared in the GSS.7
In tabie 8.1, we pool the data from the GSS and the NHSLS te increase the
sample size of U.S adults aged eighteen to fifty-nine from a maximum of
3,159 for the NHSLS t0 a combined maximum of 8,744 for those varizbles
thal are in both the GSS and 1he NHSLS, Table 8.2 1 based on the data from

the NH5LS alone.
Three new variables are added o the list of master vanables: urban/rural

place of residence, both al the nme of the interview and while growing up,*

. Age was collapsed into four categones wisicad of the priginal mighi Aue-year age inte-vals,
in the new version, wen-yoar groupings are used. This has been done because the rates of reporting
of same-gender sex are 5o low for many of those medsures that the number of respordents within
smaller subgroups of the sample as 3 whole ¢3n become vamishingly small.

21 Maral swatus has been collapsed inte three categones. aever marricd, curpently marmied,
and previously martied (i.e., separated, divorced. and widowed). This was donc hoth o bave fewer
categores and becayse cohabuational starug is not avadable in the GSS Since same-gender mar-
nage is not legally recoparzed in the Unied Siates, we assume that all the mamages are between
men and women; simifarly, the separations, divarces, and deaths of spouses reponted in the Q58
refer jo such umons.

27 Ln colaboration with our earlivr work leading up 1o the NHSLS, the GSS$ began including
a seif-adrumstered fanm with sexual behavior quesnans in 1938 1t was modificd slightly, mamly
through the additton of items. in 1989 and 14990, Thz same basic form was used tn 1991 and 1993,
and tha form was used o the NHSLS 12 1992 (For the exact wordmg of the guesions as used in
the NHSLS, scc appendix €, SAQ 2. I the NH3L3S, dicse quesiions were actmally presepied 1o
the respondent at the end of the first section of the questionnaire [demography] before any other
sex guestions For a complete descnipiion of the G8S aad the vanations in question wordings. see
Davis and Smith [19914. In the GSS, the self-admimstered form with these questions was givan 1o
the respundent al the very end of the interview For further comparnsons of the GS§ and NESLS
samples and other questions, see appendix B.)

For the purposes of this analysis, we have merged the NH3LS cross-sectional cases and the
G358 cases aged eighteen to fifty-mine from 1988, 1989, 1990, 1991, and 1993 im0 a single data
s¢t The sample sizes for these vanabies differ bevause not all questions were asked each year tn
the 053 Only the gender of partners inthe pasi yoar appears m every year of the GS5, The mumber
of pariners since sge ewghteen was added in 1989, and the number of pantners in the past five vears
was added 1n 1990, We looked carefully far any effects of the year of the GSS survay on answers
fo the questions, Smce no systemane panems of temporal ¢ffects weee detcted, we feel justified
in pocting the mulbyear surveys 1nto & single prand sample,

23 The G55 uses age sixteen as the reference age for the gquestbon The NHSLS changed the
age 7o foumeen to correspond (o other surveys such as the Natonal Longiudinal Suevey In both
cases, the milent is to get an idea of where respondents were hving while growng up and hefore

Takie 3.1 Pn.ercenuage Reporting Any Same-Gender Sex Partners in Different
Time Periods, by Selected SacislDemographic Variables (GSS and
NHSLS combined}
Partners
Last Year Past 5 Years Since Age 18 Tow' &
M W il W %1 W M W
ll
-9 io L& 4.3 25 44 42 1069 1,369
L) 38 '8 54 32 6.6 531220 1548
=49 21 3 10 L3 RE b 968 [t4
.--'-59 i.4 4 h] 9 42 27 358 I3
iy | 7 I3 4.1 2.2 4.9 N |
3493 476 2223 2838 3072 3851 31915 4.8%7
Linilal status
Seaer mamegd 66 LX) g2 4.8 3.5 2 LI88 1079
\hmcc i0 2 W7 B p 7Y O2053 2588
Dhs Awid. fsep., o 1 22 27 49 4.5 560 1.13%
Tetal 27 1.2 41 21 50 EX]
. N 3479 4354 2209 2816 308k 383) 1901 4805
Blenrion
Less thon HS 3 9 ip 22 45 49 591 79
I_-lS grad 14 8 i 1.4 27 2T O1L29 0.53]
Jome cuiuge in 11 46 2.0 53 38 1142 1442
College grad 3s 25 54 15 69 58 1039 066
foxl 27 [ 41 2 1% 41
y AT 4363 274 1826 3061 3819 3507 4.309
Erligion
Type 1 Prot. 10 1.7 50 22 5.3 40 1019 1,308
Type I Prox 13 6 25 [ 13 19 1,047 15062
Cathalic i7 7 2 i.2 28 2 Yry 268
l?msh 45 7 87 0 50 67 74 53
None 59 8.0 g1 57 1.7 87 S04 356
Chher 33 47 15 98 10.9 1Heé 134 il
Towal 2.7 13 4] .2 50 4
N 1487 4390 1217 283 3067 3848 1G0T 48l8
Religlows attendance,
Hover 44 2.7 a7 3 g8 &6 681 48
< 3 nines per yeir 25 17 a3 38 4.5 56 1078 954
339 wmes per year 15 L 4z 18 a4 38 (I6% 1558
> 30 bmes per year 1.9 7 22 13 34 16 951 1.0t
Tatal 17 13 4t 2.2 49 4.1
A 3462 4337 1208 280 1043 3516 1R79 4 78I
Rlwe
While 27 i2 40 tg 50 370332 3916
Bluck i [ 54 9 50 54 413 a92
Cither [ 2.1 13 549 KR} 74 165 9
Toat 27 ] 4 21 49 3|
N Jawd 2379 124 2838 3071 3853 3917 4,827
teortaued )
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Table 8.3 (comtinued)
o h Partners
Last Year Past § Years Suneg Age 13 Totat ¥
M W M W M w M W

Placc of residence:
Top 12 cental oities

{CCs) 10.2 2.4 14.3 i3 16.4 62 283 38
Next BB central cites 36 12 52 23 57 55 431 &N
Suburbs top 12 CCs 7 12 54 R AR 43 430 530
Suburbs neat 88 CCs 1.6 i3 33 1.7 34 36 615 173
Other uban areas 18 g 1.5 17 4.4 12 1.446 1,659
Rural areas 10 & 9 1.0 ] 18 422 529
Total 26 1.1 41 19 50 3B
N 3255 4054 1981 2512 2829 3530 1649 4476

Place of resadence age 14/16
Rural 1.1 i ti 240 12 41 972 104t
Townimed ciy/subwrb 25 13 is 20 4.8 37 1733 2376
Large <ity/melro. area 44 16 71 246 23 46 1,358 5393
Total 2.7 13 4.0 2.2 4.9 4.1
N 3491 A366 2222 2830 3070 3844 3913 4810

and frequency of religious atiendance. The levels of urbanization f’f current
and adolescent place of residence are included becavse we thought it rer.:\"ant
10 reports and expericnee of homosexuality. The existence of highl?!‘vm‘ble
gay and lesbian communitics aod neighborhoods in certan major cities like
New York. San Franciseo, Los Angeles, and Chicaga led us to wonder whether
place of residence would affect the incidence and prevalence of homosexuality
tef. Levine 1979; D'Emilic [983; and Murray 1992). Urban-rural differences
regarding sexua) behavior were also reported in the Kinsey volumes. The rype
of place wiic respondents grew up (as measured al either fourteen or sixteen
years of age) was added to help investigate whether the effect of current resi-
dence was due primarily to migration or o something else. Religtous atien-
dance is often used in place of or in addition to religious affilration itself in
explaining sexual behavior and attitudes because i is believed to index more
adequately individuals’ involvernent in the social hife of religious communities

(cf. Lenski 1960; Laumann 1973; Schuman 1971 Glock and Stark 1965,
Roof 1992).

leaving home 1@ live independently. For the sake of brevily, and ta have a comparable measure fior
all respondents. a single age for alk respondents belore the age of majondy 15 used

¥abie 8.2 Percenlage Reperting Various Types of Same-Gender (SG) Sexuallly with a
Partaer {P), by Selected Social and Dremogruphic Variables
ANy Age,  Any Sex,
SG Ps §$G Sex Auraction,  Appeal, Desire.  ldeniity,
singe since 3G 535G Sex Awmactor  Homo/
Pubery Puberty  Attraction Appealing  Appeal  Bisexua
5] w M W M W M W | L B
Toad 7T 38 9! 43 62 44 45 56 T7 15 28 14
ha
129 5019 64 42 s 44 56 47 %1 67 29 1%
19 88 50 106 54 63 60 54 68 72 92 42 13§
19 B0 43 109 45 67 33 37 73 &8 83 22 13
59 65 21 83 1% 25 2% 15 25 40 46 5 4
Slarital statis.
Never mamed 15 S6 144 59 124 7.7 0% T 139 104 7 37
Mamed 4 16 61 2 3 2% 17 43 a7 51 6 1
Divfwid fsep 69 41 7 55 3D 64 )3 B6 3% 96 10 1%
Exscanon:
Less than HS 47 33 47 (8 431 17 24 0 SB 33 15 4
HS grad. $2 18 32 48 16 22 41 55 53 18 4
Some collegefvoe. 91 39 58 51 64 48 67 56 89 73 38 12
Coliege grad, 78 67 120 T3 B3I 93 50 92 %4 123 33 16
Rtigron
None i2e 5% 154 M3 M9 128 82 126 {129 |58 &2 46
Tope 1 Prot. 77 z1 85 20 11 13 4§ 26 Bl 52 11 0§
Type I Prar, 47 29 59 13 32 17 34 a9 S6 S5 07 )
Catholic 6.4 34 T9 A2 43 53 28 5% 53 84 21 17
sswish 7T 69 174 325 105 102 7T 69 115 103 77 38
Jther 98 189 170 147 146 8 122 1315 195 162 15 54
Renpous anendance:
Never 09 a4 132 57 64 44 63 70 6 74 47 12
< 3 nmes per yeas 53 64 72 72 81 719 3% 713 96 101 26 3
339 umies per year 65 37 81 32 55 435 63 57 19 80 29 11
> 39 times per year 73 02 97 30 43 22 183 41 51 55 t5 1
Ta cicthmcily!
e 76 abD 9k 47 359 51 48 57 T4 F® 30 17
Bulack 58 315 80 23 53 o 34 59 67 O 15 &
Huspani §8 38 75 15 {33 319 dJ4 50 139 7246 37 LI
Agian G0 33 32 00 143 00 29 00 (FL 00 00 00
Tace of residonce:
Top 12 cenvral enfes (CCsy 142 635 158 46 158 59 108 $4 (67 97 92 2%
et B8 central cittes 86 57 101 17 91 53 &3 &1 ilda T8 35 16
Fuburbs top 12 CCs 03 57 119 41 Toe 48 56 o7 103 90 42 19
Saburbs nexd 88 CCs 49 33 60 4B 33 55 25 75 45 98 12 16
i mber urban areas 65 27 91 34 486 41 34 47 53 69 1% L)
Rural areas 25 21 2% 1! a4 £ 3% 16 TS 13 ogbh
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Urbanization of Place of Residence

Qne of the most striking relations in tables 8.1 and 8.2 is between the level
of urbapization of the current Tesidence of respondents and the various meas-
ures of same-geader sexuality. Men living in the cenwral cities of the Iwelve
Targest metropolitan areas report rates of same-geader sexuality of between 9.2
and 16.7 percent (see the columns referming to idenrity and desire, sespec-
tively), as compared to raies for all men on these measures of 2.8 and 7.7
percent, respeclively. And the rates generally decline monotonically with de-
cline in urbamzation.™

While the rates of reported same-gender sexvality for wornen generally fol-
Jow 3 similar pattern 10 those for men, that is, they are positively corelalcd
with degree of urbanization, this paitern is not nearly so marked as with the
rien. [n general, the relation is nof statisticatly significant for women, although
it is quite consistent across the different measures of homosexuatity.*

Before ;urning to a discussion of possible explanations for the refation be-
1ween residence and same-gender sexuality, a few general comments on the
interpretation and social effect of tins relation seem appropriate. This reiation
is an lustration of the limitations of relying on a single number as a summary
for a compleie disinbution. While we were wriling this book in 1993, extensive
media discussion and debate exploded over the low rates of homosexualily
{however measured) found sn various reccnl samnple surveys, mciuding ihe
GSS. These debates focused on single estimates produced {or the maie popula-
tion as a whole, numbers such as 1.1 percent of men between the ages of
wwenty and forty exclusively homosexuval duning the previous ten-year period
and a 2.3 percent estimate of any homosexuality during the same wme peried
(Billy et a1 1993; Barringer 1993) or a 2.5 percent figure of adult men re-
porting male sex partners in the last year (Rogers and Turner 1991: Rogers
1993). The NHSLS estimates are not so different from these. While the Billy

24. This measure of urbanizalion 15 taken from the G35 and s based on a coding of sampling
point for the interview rather dian & Guastion usked of the respondent See the discusyion of the
vaniable SRCBELY 1n Davis and Smith (1991},

75, In the comhined NHSLS and GSS data, the only relauon for wormen that 15 statisueally
sigmficant 15 that beoween resdence and same-gender panners since age cig}\lcen {The p-value
of the cht-square with five degrees of freedom s 124.7 As with any test of significance of acelanon
etween vwo variables, stavstical significance 15 a functiott of both the size of the sample and the
degree {"sirength”) of the association or relativn (1.c . the lasger the sample, the more Iilfely tha. a
given degree of assousuon wiil be found sipmifeant) This s based on 2 large sample size (353G
women) and what appears 1o be a relatively marked assocration, with percentages varymg fenm
6.2 peecent for women Hyving m the cemial caies of the twelve largest metropohitan arcas to 28
percent among the women hving i reeal areay, tn contrast, the telation for men (s strongly gsgnlﬁv
cant for al) hree same-gender panner vanahles 1o the combined data ser, with probabihties less
than 001, However, 2 number of the patterns of assecration are as sirang for the women as thoy
are for partnzrs since gighleen (e any uge, appeol, and any desire tn table B:2), although the
sample size is much smaller (about 1,750 women in NHSLS alons vs, about 3,500 1n the combincd

G55 and NHSLS data seth.
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et al. estimates. especially the 2.3 percent, are quite jow in comparison o wur
findings for this age group, the two are closer o each other than the 10 percent
eslimate widely accepted in the past.

While a single esumate is one of a number of possible summary measures
for 2 whole population, it may not accurately reflect the siruation of a specific
subgroup within that pepulaiion. A single number ofien masks very imporntant
differences. For example, in this book, we have generally avoided averaging
the rates of various measures of sexual activity for men and women into 3
single estimate for the population as a whole because the consistent and obvi-
ous differences between men and women across almost al! our measures
seemed worth preserving. One could easily argue that other group differcnces
ar¢ \mportant. The only case where a single slatistic complelely represents a
population charactenstic is where a distribution is uniforn across the whole
population without regard to any social or other charactensuc, The vse of and
debates about a single number 2s 3 measure of incidence of homosexuality in
the population, be it 10 or 2 percent (or some other number), are based on the
implicit assumption that hemosexuality is randomly (and upiformly) distrib-
wted in the popuiation. This would fit with centain aralogies to genetically or
biclogically based traits such as left-handedness or intelligence, However, that
ts exactly what we do not find, Homosexuality (or at least reports about horo-
sexuality) is clearly distnbuted differentialty within categones of the social
and demographic variables that are used in tables 8.1 and 8.2.%

One of the more mieresting features of the distribution of same-gender sex-
uality by 1ype of place is that it helps explain some of the disbelief expressed
by members of the gay community in response to recent estimates of the preva-
lence of homosexuality. Even if ong assumes that the distribution found by our
research is accurate (rather than a lower bound or underestnate), our daia
wndicate thar abont 9 percens of eighreen- 1o fifty-ninc-year-old men ii.ving n
the largest central citics in the Uniled States currenily identify as either homo-
scxual or bisexval; a higher proportion (14 percent) have had male sex pariners
in the last five years; and an even higher proportion repor some level of sexual
atraction to other men (sboeut L6 percent). For men living in gay communities
in such cities as New York. San Francisco, Los Angeles, or Chicago, this -
plies thal an even higher proportion of the men with whom they come 1n con-
tact would be gay idennfied. Ressarch implying that the “truc” pereentage was
on the grder of 1 or 2 percen? would seem quite inaccurate to such people. Of
course, the other side of the coin is that generalizing the experience of people
living in the twelve largesi cilies {where about one-third of the U.S. populaton

26, There is a stausacalty significant relagon between all the master status vanables in table 8 1
and at least one of the same-gender panner measures foc both men and women. There are (we
eacepuons: ubanizalion while growiong ap for women and race for men However, the relation
between race and same-gender parners for women s due 10 the diffetent (samewhat elevated)
ratg for "ower" rather than any differences betwesn whites and blagks
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lives) or in gay/lesbian networks 10 the Test of the country is equally inappro-
priate.”’ . o

What are the possible mechanisms that could explain the distribution of thle
various measures of same-gender sexuality by urbanization of place of resi-
dence that we observe? One obvious mechanism is migration. Pcople im;r-
ected in sex with people of their own gender move to more congenial social
cnvironments. Large cities are congenial in a number of ways. FargeT urban
centers generally have more diversity and a greater tolerance of dfvcrs:ty. less
familiarity among and scruliny by neighbors. and an increased variety of work
and leisure opportunities than smialler cities and towns. In 1he United St.a!cs.
many larger cities have substantial and visible gay and lesbian communities,
which occupy residential arcas with high concentrations of ope?ly gayflesbian
people and institutions that caicr to or are tolerant of thep}. Younger people
living in smaller towns or rural areas who are inler?sled n samc-gendcrl sex
are likely 1o team of these communilies and may migrate to them, cs?ecml'ly
if they feel constrained by negative sanctions toward open homosexuality gen-
esally or in their Jocal social networks of friends and family. .

The migration model for explaining the increased proportions l{)f same-
gender sexual practice, interest. and jdentification among people in Ifuger
cities assumes that people discover their own inclinations more o les.s. ""93'
pendentiy of their environment and then adjust their env':ronmenl.to their "in-
ner nature. But 1here is another possibility. Large cities may provide a conge-
nial eavironment for the development and expression of samc-gcndc’r interest.
This is not the same as saying that homasexuality is a personal, deliberatlc‘or
conscious choice. But an environment that provides jncreased opporuniies
for and fewer negative sanctions against same-gender sexuality may both allow
and even elicit expression of same-gender iuerest and sexual behavior.

Tu test 1these two models empinically is quite difficul. To da so. one wouid
need longitudinal data. In any case, these (wo models or explanatiqns are 1ot
mutually exclusive. Both might operate 10 varying dcg-recs. We did .not 'f:sk
sespondents about why they moved to their F:urrent reS{dence, b‘ut migration
seems plausible as at least one of the mecbangms py Vfrl?uch the higher rares of
same-gender sexuvalily among people living in big cities come abo‘q'.lt. 1t fits
with many of the generally accepted notions about the “coming-out proccssl
for gays and lesbians and historical work on gay communities (Levine 1979:
D'Emilio 1983; Murray 1992). .

The elicitation/opponturity hypothesis is the less obvious explanaflon. [t
runs counter o the more essentialist, biological views of homosexuality that

27, This may be simitar s0 the mechanism hat leads many 10 Ihink\th?l there 15 r\nuc'h more
sexual activily and more vanegated sexual pracuces throughowt ihe soziety than the Rinds of fig-
ures that research sieh as ours wauld imply, The images :{nd conients of sexpality with wiich :;c
are usually presemed in the mass media are often those of the young, the educated}_‘ the ?rbm;. f €
ancopled, or those just beginning sexual ralationships, just the places where we have touna ele-
vated levels of sexual activity and variety,
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are s¢ widespread. It implies that the environment in which people grow up
affects their sexuality in very basic ways. But this is exactly one way to read
rnany of the patterns that we have found throughout this research. In fact, there
is evidence for the effect of the degree of urbanization of residence while
growing up on repatted homosexuality. This effect is quite marked and strong
for men and practically nonexistent for women, Table 8.1 displays the relation
between the urbanization of the place where respondents were living at age
fourteen (sixteen for the G83). We find a similar but much more moderated
relation to current residence: among the male respondents, there is a clear mon-
otonic relation between the leve) of urbanization and the proportion reporting
same-gender panners in 2 given time perod. Unlike curent residence, resi-
dence at age founeen or sixteen is very unlikely to be the resutt of a choice by
the respondent based on sexual preference.

The relation of urbanization to same-gender sexuality is quite marked for
men but ruch weaker for women. This is true for both current residence and
residence while growing up. This suggests that hormnosexuality ameng men and
women in the United States may be socially organized quite differently, It is
even possible that the phenomena themselves (the various forms of same-
gender sexuality) are different for men and women. {Of course, we have al-
ready demonstrated that the various forrns of same-gender sexuality differ in
substantial ways among men and among women as well.) Discussions of ho-
mosexualily often ireai any same-gender sexual behavior or interest as funda-
mentally the same. These results challenge such easy conclusions.

Education and the Prevalence of Same-Gender Sexuality among Women

Most of the partermns in the relations between same-gender sexuality and the
social and demographic master status varables observed in tables 8.1 and 8.2
arg similar for men and women, Except for one variable, the appeal of having
sex with someone of one’s own sex, the rates for women are always lower than
the rates for men in any particular category. Education, however, does seem to
sland out for women in a way that it does not for men. Higher leveis of educa-
tion are generally associated with higher rates on any given measure of same-
gender sexuality, But this pattern is more pronounced and more monotonic for
women than it is for men, In general, women with high school degrees or less
report very low rates of same-gender sexsality. The strength and consisiency
of the pattern for women is mainly due to the fact that women who have gradu-
ated from college always repont the highest level of same-gender sexuality, In
the case of the measures of desize or inlerest, the female coilege graduates’
ratcs arc higher than those of comparable men, cvea for scxual atiraction,
where the overall rate for women is lower than that for men, For the measurss
of appeal and desire, the women's overall tates are higher than or comparable
10 the men's rates, but this tumns out to be largely due to the especiatly high rate
among the college educaled.

There does nol seem (o be an obvious explanation for this pattemn. Higher
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levels of education are associated with greater social and sexual Jiberalism (see
chapter 14) and with greater sexual experimentation {see Kinsey, Pomeroy, and
Martin 1948; Kinsey et al. 1953, and chapter 3 above). Acceptance of nontradi-
tional sexual behavior is likely 10 be higher among the more educated. This
may facilitate higher rates of reporting among the betier educated, even if be-
havioral differences across education levels are oegligible. But it seems likely
that both effects occur.

We have already observed some drop-off in heterosexual pariners (and rates
of sexuval activity) among the more highly educated women (see chapters 3 and
3). On the one hand, more education for women may represent greater gender
nonconformity, But it may also represent 4 higher level of personal resources
(human capital) that can transiate into more economic and social opportunities,
which would, in wrm, increase one’s ability to please oneself rather than others.
The fact that younger wormen {those under forty) report higher levels of same-
gender partners in all three time periods but do not so clearly repori higher
levels of same-gender desire may be due 1o bistorical changes that affect the
oppertunities and norms for cohorts differentially. In particular, the expectation
and need for women to work and the lowering of bamiers (o economie suceess
have had a greater etfect on younger women A morc genreral patlem of
younger women’s sexual experiences becoming somewhal more like men's
seems 1o be emerging in terms of hoth same- and opposite-gender activily.
Both the ideology of women's equality and the structural bases for its reanza-
tion have been increasing in the postwar period, but with especially marked
increases since the jate 1960s,

The Mixture of Same- and Opposite-Gender Sex Partners

So far we have focused on the existence of any same-gender pariners in
given nme pericds or the expression of sexual interest in people of the same
gender, Many of those who report same-gender sexual experience or interest
also have sexval experiences with and interast in people of the opposite gender
as well. Tables 8 3A and 8.3B show the gender breakdown of sex panners in
vardous time periods and the distribution of sexual identification and sexual
aturaction for men and women,

First, let us look at the mixture of genders of sex partners in four different
iime periods: the past year, the past five years, sirice age eighteen, and since
puberty. As would be expecied, the Jonger the tre period, the higher the pro-
portion of people who report having had any same-gender pantners. However,
the relative proporuon of people who have had onty same-gender panners
compared to the proportion who have had partners of both genders changes
dramatically. While the overall proportions of men and women reporting any
same-gender partners differ, the general pattem of how these are disinbuted
between people having enly same-gender pariners and those having partness
of both genders is quite similar. Beginning with the distribution of parners by
gender in the last vear, we find that 2.7 percent of the men had a male partner

i
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Table 834 Prevalence of Samec-Gender and Opposite-Gender

Partaers (Ps) {perceatages)

1

Psun Past §
Ps 1n Las: Year Years Ps since Age I8 Ps since Puberty
& W b W At | W M w

No partaers 05 133 5.8 70 18, 34 33 22
Opposite gender onty B6.8 854 0.0 90.7 9.1 925 303 94.;
Boih men and women 7 3 21 14 4.0 i? 5.8 3“’-
Same gender only .0 1.0 0 3 g ) 4 '6 3
Any same-gender sex (%): - I )
Both men and women 253 250 516 625 1.6 309 90.7 949
Same gender only 74.7 50 484 Kb S| 18 4 101 9:3 5‘1
Towal ¥ 1494 4,318 2224 2438 3073 1,853 1,334 | &T8

Note. Pariger vanables (last yoar, past fve i ] i

] : . years, and since cighteen) are from combined GSS and NHSLS
d;”ala (zppendix C SAQ 2, questions 4, 7.8, and 9 cumulatvely} Partness since pubenty is based on age
of first vaginal inlercourse and age of frsy same-gender partner {rom NHSLS (appendix €, secrion §

questiors 20 and 40).

Table 838 Prevalence of Sexusd [dentily and Sexusl Altraclion,
by Gender (percentages)

Sexuza! ldentty i W l Sexual Attaction® M W
Cther 3 . Only opposne gender 938 95.6
Hererosexual 26.9 96.6 Mostly oppositc gender 26 2.7
Bisexual ] 5 Both gonders ) 8
Homosexual 0 9} Mostly samnc gender g 6
Any same-gender sex (5l Only same gender 14 3

Both men and women 252 7S | Totzl 1404 i.731

Samc geoder only 718 62.5

Total v 1.4l 1,932 J

t

“From appendix C, section 8, question 49.
“Feom appendix C, section 8, questions 47 and 48

and 1.3 percent of the women a female panner. Of these, about three out of
four report having only same-gender parwers in the past twelve months, while
the ather quarter had at least one partner of each gender. In the past five years,
4.1 percent of the men and 2.2 percent of the wormen had at least one same-
gender partner. About half these men had both male and female partners in this
lime period. The women are more likely than the men to have had sex with
both men and woinen than only same-gender pariners. Almost two-thirds of
the women reponling a fermale partner in the past five years also report a male
partner. The proponion of the men with male partners since age eighteen who
report having had only male partners declines 1o about 20 percent of the 1otal.
For women, the comparable figure is abowt 10 percent When the 1ime penod



under considesation 1s extended to all partners since puberty, the proportion of
men with only male panners declines again 1o 10 percent of the men with any
malc partners.? Transkated (o @ prevalence rate for the men as a whole, this
means that, since puberty, under | percent of all mea (0.6 percent) have had
sex only with other boys or men and never with a fernale parner. For women,
the proportion ts even smaller, About 5 percent of the wormen who have h:{d
female patiners since puberty have never had sex with a male partaer. ’TI:ns
rmeans 1hal, overall, only 0.2 percent of all women have had sex only with
WOomen. . o

These findings based on measures of sex partaers indicate once again Just
how normative heterosexuality 1s in our society, Over a lifetime, the vast major-
ity of people who repont sex with others include at least one opposite-gender
partner. On the other hand, we have seen thar there is a minonty., about 9 per-
cent of men and 4 percent of women, who have sex with someone of their
own gender (see the any sex column in 1adle 8.2). These data also indicate the
importance of the life course in viewing jssues such as the gender of sex part-
ners as a dynamic process. Given the relatively low rates of same-gender part-
ners and the small size of our sample, it is not possible to look at questions of
the movement back and forth beiween parwers of each gender over time. For
many, no doubt, the pattem of the mixiure of pariners represents some expen-
mentaiton carly on and the senhing into a fixed choice later, if for no other
reason than the Fact that most people have relatively few partners overali {se¢
chapter 5). On the other hand. there are some people who have had both male
and female partners in the past one to five years, Here again, rmen aijld women
also appear to differ. Women are much more likely thap men n any tnie frame
longer than 2 year to have had male as well as ferale partners, given that they
have any same-gender partners.

Let us now turn briefly 1o the questions of self-identification and sexual
atraction (tabie 8.3B), The questions that we asked are in the present {cose
and refer to the respondents’ self-assessment at the time of the interview. The
distnbution of the responses on sexual identification resembles the di::;tn‘buu'on
of parmers in the past year.™ Does this mean that answers 10 2 guestion aboui
sexval onentalion reflect a statement aboul current behavior, or do current be-
havior and oriemation express relatively stable ouicomes of a developmenial
process? [n esther case, the ratio of reports of a self-idenufication of homosex-

28, The measure used heee for pariners since pubery is based solely on Lhe quesiions about the
age of sea (after pubcny ! with firse same- and frsl oppostic-gender parner in the childhood and
adolescence secnon of the quesuonnaire This produces a slighily lower rate of same-gender pan-
ners than the any same-gender partner neasure used o fig 8.0 and able 8.2,

29 The major difference 15 that, while about 1 percent of the Sil.l'l:l'p]c had no panngrs the
past year, pracucally evesyone gave an answel that closely At into one of 1?1: three maor CRCEInes.
hererosenual, homasexual, or tisexual The distnbulion 15 consisient with the wdea hat (he non-
seavslly active people had the same distnbulon on sexual identiry as the scapally active people.
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ual to one of bisexual is similar to the ratio of having only same-gender part-
rers o having partners of boib genders in the past year {between 2:1 and 3:1),
Responses to the question about sexual atraction display znother inleresi-
ing difference between men and women. If one looks only at the respondents
who report any sexual attraction to people of their own gender, one finds tha,
whercas the men follow a bimedal distribution, the women's distribution is
monolonic. An equal preportion of men {2.4 percent) report being atiracied
only to other men as reporl being attracted mostly fo womnen (2.6 percent). The
other catcgones of same-gender attraction for men, that is, the men who repont
eqgual atwraction to men and women and the men who report mainly but not
exclusively being attracied to other men, are much tower, at 0.6 and 0.7 per-
cent, respectively. For the women, the pattern is quite different. The largest
group of women who report same-gender attraction are those who report
mostiy, bul not exclusively, being attracted to men, 2.7 percent As the degree
of sexual aitraction 1o other women increases, the proportion of women re-
porting it declines. Only 0.3 percent of women report being exclusively at-
racted to othér women. Now compare these rates with the rates of self-
identification {catcgones of sexval orientation). Slightly more men report be-
ing exclusively attracted to other men than repont considenng themselves 10 be
homosexual (2.4 vs. 2.0 percent), whereas more women consider themszlves
10 be homosexual than repon cxclusive same-geader atiraction (0.9 vs. 0.3 per-
vent). Whire the numbers hers are very small, 1v appears thal, whercas two-
thirds of the women who consider themselves to be homaosexuval report at least
some minimal level of sexual atraction o men, a much smaller minormy of
the men wha report alirachon 1o men but none 1o wemen do nol consider them-
selves 1o be homosexual. Again, there seem to be somewhat elusive (owing to
small sample sizes) but intriguing differences belween the way thal same-
gender sexvality 1s experienced by men and women in the United Staies.

Sex Partners, Frequency, and Practices

In 1his section. we retum to some key measures of scxual behavior from
chapiers 3 and 5 and compare their prevalence for people who do and de not
report same-gender partners. This is a preliminary analysis based on crude
summaries of means and proportions. We are limited by the fact that the rates
of reporting same-gender sexual behavior are so low and our sample size is
smaal) In chapiers 3 and 4, we have atready seen that the distibulion of sexual
behaviors is retated to a2 vanety of social characteristics. We have also seen that
the distnbution of same-gender sexualily is similarty differentiated. Ideally,
one would want to look a1 the differences between sexual behevior belween
same- and opposile-gender couples, taking into account these other secial 5ta-
tuses and contexts. However, we have barely thiny men and women in many
of these categorics, the minimum that we have set for computing group esti-
males. In several cases, there are fewer than thirty women who had same-
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gender partners in the past year or who consider themselves homeosexual or
bisexual. Still, it seems worthwhile to report these summary statistics where
we have sufficient data as a prelimunary indicalion of patterns thal deserve
further investigation when larger samples are available.

Table 8.4 displays data on the number of partners in various time frames;
the past year, the past five years, and since age eighteen. Four different meas-
ures are used to divide sespondenis into two groups based on the presence or
absence of same-gender sexuality: self-identification as homosexual/bisexual
and having any same-gender partners in a given ume frame. The mean pumber
of partners includes all pariners, both men and women, duriag the given time
peried. Only sexually active people are included in the calculation of the
means.

We have included 95 percent confidence intervals for the means in this table
to give a better sense of 1the varability in these distzibutions.® These lower and
upper limits provide a sense of how large the range is within which the true
means are likely to e, When the intervals are overlapping, this implies that
the differences beiween the means are not statistically significant.®

There is a clear overall paitern sn this table. In all cases, when we dichoto-
mize our sumple, the group of people with same-gender partners {or who de-
fine themselves as homosexual or bisexuval} have higher average numbers of
partners than the res! of the sexually active people in the sample. In many, if
not most. of the cases for the men, these differences are not s1austically sig-
nificant. Thus, the mean number of partners in the last year is just under (wo
for men without any male partaers and around three for men with at least one
male partner. But the differences for the split based on identily and any pariners
since eighteen are clearly not statslically significant since the confidence inter-
vals are overlapping. For partners in the past five years, the differences are
larger and produce intervals that do not everlap and are more separated. Men
with no male pariness had a mean of about five panners in the past five years,
as compared to means belween 1welve and twenly-one for the men with same-
gender paginers. Even though the discrepancies between the means for partners
since age eighteen are quite large, wn [acl in oniy ong case s the interval non-
overlapping, The patiem for the women is quile similar to that for the men,
aithough the mean number of panners in the two longer lime periods is gener-

30 The limits for these intervaly aze computed by adding and subcacting approximately two
standard errors to and from the mean Under the assumption that these vanisbles are normally
distnhuled, these calculated lemats would include the tug mean mnety- five umes out of a hundred
increpested samptes. OF course, nomber of panners 1s hardly normaily disinbuned, but gemeraily
violation of the narmatiry assumpisan still provides a reasonable approximation 1 more eaact
calculavens A major purpose of interval cstimation is Uran it gives one a sonse of the variabnlity
invelved in the estimate. Vanabibity of estimates 15 especialty large for sinall sample sizes,

31 Even when the intervals do not overlap. the wrue means may still not differ, That s because
the calculations used hert 3ssume that our methods produce more precsion than we know they
actally do. The pownt here 1s mainly to provide soine guard against appatent differences, but
additienal cautian gganst generalizabon 15 warranted,

Table 8.4 Mean Numbers of Sex Partpers, by Meesures of Same-Gender Sexuality,
Sexually Active Resppndents Oualy
Time Frame
Partners in Last Year Partners in Last 5 Years Fariners since Age 18
Conbdence Confidence Confidence
Interval lnterval Infceval
Mean Low High  Mean  Low  High  Mean Low High
Men
Any same-gender
identy:
Meone 18 1.5 20 49 4.3 56 16.5 137 i94
Homao/bisexval kN 1.8 4.3 8.0 93 %7 42.8 124 731
Any same-gender
partners since
zge 18
None 1.8 1.5 20 49 4.7 55 157 129 184
Some 23 17 29 12.2 1.2 172 443 .2 66.5
Any same-gender
pariners in past
5 years:
Nene 1.7 1.5 20 4% 4.2 5.4 16.9 14§ 19.9
Some 29 21 18 16.7 29 235 26.6 15.1 Mo
Any same-gender
pariners in past
year:
None i8 15 20 4.9 42 55 i7.1 14,1 201
Some 34 23 4.5 07 116 %8 30.0 17.9 222
Women
Any same-gender
rdentity
None . ' ' ' ' '
Homatisesual ' ' ' . '
Any same-gendar
partneds siace
apge 18,
MNone 13 12 13 22 20 24 a9 4.4 5.5
Some 38 -2 77 76 24 129 187 {30 261
Afy same-gender
pariners in past
5 years:
None 13 12 ) 12 20 2a 52 4.6 58
Some 57 -1.8 128 1 1K) 192 199 94 304

Any same-gender
facners m p.'!.SI
YEur.

None
Some

* Fawer thar thirty cascs
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ally less than half the rates for men. For the wosuen. it is only 1he confidence
intervals based on the number of partners since eighteen that clearly separate
the twa groups, Remember that the mean number of partners here is based on
both male and fernale partners. Part of the difference in mean numbers of pan-
ners is due to the fact that the “'same-gender” groups include many people whe
have both same- and opposile-gender pariners.

The bhigher mean numbers of pariners for respondents teporting same-
gender sex corresponds 1o a stereotype of mate hornosexuals that is widespread
in our society. It is thought 10 be both easier for men to find shon-term male
partners and harder for them to form long-term relationships. While some evi-
dence in our dala supponts this general tendency, the differences do not appear
very large in view of the higher vartability in our measures that resulis from
the smalt sample sizes of Homosexually active men. From analyses not shown
here, we estimate that over one-third of the rnen who had only male partners
n the past year were living with a partoer at the time of the interview. Thisg
compares wilh two-thirds of the men who only had female partniers in the past
year, Of course, for the tatter this includes married as well as live-in partners.
Lack of forma) recognivon of same-gender relationships and lack of social
pressure and support 19 maintan them no doubt contribute to the lower rale
of longer-term relationships anrd the higher rate at which new partners are
acquired.

One stereotype about lesbians, on the other hand, holds thar they form ex-
wemely strong bonds with each other, leading one to expect lower rates at
which new pantners are acquired. But our data do not fit that pattemn. We al-
ready noted the large proportion of the women reporting femnale partners in
our sample who also have sex with men, Analysis based on larger samples is
necessary 10 sert oul whether the lesbians” larger average number of partners
is duc 10 having relatively more female or male partners.

Is the comparison of people who report any same-gender sex partners with
a}l those who do not the most appropriate? We have shown that the former are
younger, more educated, more fikely to live in large cities, and generally less
religious. All these factors are also associated with having more sex partners.
Again. we need a larger sample to pursee more refined and apprepriate com-
parsons.

Frequency of Sex in the Last Year

In chapter $, we pointed out that the relaiion belween numbers of partners
and the frequency of sex is nonlinear. Except for a very small proportion of
people with many partners, the frequency of partnered sex generaily declines
with an increase in pariners, This seems 1o be largely a cratter of the ineffi-
ciencies of having to find new parnners with whom to have sex rather than
having sex with the same person, especially if that person shares living quar-
1ers with the respondent. This is a classic argument dating back at least to
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Table 8.5 Mesn Frequency of Sex per Month for Past Year, by Measures of
Same-Gender Sexuallty
Men Waomen
Confidence Confidence
Enlerval Interval
Mean Low High Mean Low High
Al men 6.5 62 64 All women 6.2 59 6.5
Aay same-gendes Any same-gender
dentification: identificanon:
Nant 6.6 6.3 6.9 None . '
Homo/tscxnal 3.5 28 6.2 HomoMbisexual . . ‘
Any same-gender Any same-gender
partners since £5: pariners since j8:
None 6.1 58 6.5 Nage 55 52 5.8
Some 57 44 10 Some 6.1 4.6 7.6
Any same-gender pannes Any sarne-gender pariners
o past § years: mn past § years
None 63 5.0 6.6 None 58 55 6.1
Some 4.4 3.0 5.7 Some 55 77
Any same-gender pariners Any same-gender parners
n pasi year 11 past year:
None 66 6.3 5.9 None ' . '
Some 43 2.6 59 Some . ' '

‘Fewer than Lthiny cases,

Kinsey, Pemeroy, and Martin (1948), where it was applied to homosexually
active men. Table 8.5 reponts the mean frequency of sex per moath {for the
exact wording of the question, see appendix C, SAQ 2. question §). We find
practically no difference between the rates of sex per month for the different
comparisons. The- mean rates for men with male partners are coasistently, but
not significantly, Jower than the rates for the rest of the men. The rates for
women hardly differ at all between the two groups.

Selected Sexual Prackices

In table 8.6, we tum to a preliminary investigation of the sexual practices
of the people defined by several of our measures of same-gender sexuality. We
add one grovp defined in terms of same-gender experience 1o the set that we
have been using. We have included = catcgory in table 8.6 labeled any SG
(same gender] sexuality, behavior. and desire. This group includes ali the
people 1n the Venn disgrams and pie charts (figs. 8.2 and 8.3). This broad fuzzy
set consists of all those one might consider tabeling homosexual in almost any
sense of that tenn doring adulhood (i.e., since age eighteen). given the meas-
ures that we have in our survey. The measures of same-gender sexuality used
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Tahle 8.6 Percentage Reporting Selected Sexual Practices, by Various Measures of
Same-Gender Sexunlity
Mastorbanon m Last Proporuons Reporing Having Engaged 1n Practice
Year since Puberty (on final 3AQ)
Onge pet
Week or  Active Oral  Receplive  Active Anal Receptive
Mot ai All More Sex Oral Sex Sex Anat Sex

M ow M W M w M W M W M W

Total pepulation 67 SR 267 T4 Ther 6770 7RI T30 2540 MA, NA O 04

Any same-gender 1SG)
sexuality, behaviorn

and desire 744 295 496 IB7 323 267 399 346 273 MNA. 23 NA
Any SG partners {P's)

since age 18 153 298 356 193 380 F18 629 712 500 NA 534 NA
Any SGPs impast §

years 118 300 R47 200 745 14 804 §21 640 Na 628 NA
Any SGPs tn post year 11,4 v 486 * §86 v 943 Fo7gd NAL TP NA

Any SG dentity 17 L v 895 vORRS vo757 NMA O BIE NA

Note: M A. = not applicabie
‘Properion of respondents reporing practice with an opposite-gender pantaer {¢.g.. actrve oral sex wponed
by mole respondents refers 10 cver having performed aral sex on 2 woman),

*Fewer than Ibify Tases

in this table become more narrowly and exclusively defined as one moves down
the columns.®

Table 8.6 includes masturbation i the past year, active and receptive oral
sex. and acnive and receptive anal sex. The rwo tails of the distribution of mas-
turbation are included: no mastusbation in the past year and masturbating once
a week or more. The proportion reporting each level of masturbation i the
various groups defined by our measuses of same-gender sexuality n di.splayed,
as is the proportion for the total population. The rates of masturbaniun Iincrease
as one gocs down the columns for both men and women. This appeass as a3
decline in the proportion of people who say that they did not masturbate and
an increase in the proportion who said that they masturbated frequenmly in the
past year. The rates of masturbation for all these groups e ravch higher lha_n
the rates observed for the sample as 2 whole. We can only speculate why this
might be the case. There is a composiltional problem here similar to that for

32 Ths 1s not always wue, although the exceptions are guite minar. The exceplions are (it
There are a few respondents who report same-gendes pariners in Lhe past Hve years who did not
have such pariners since turming eighteen (i.e . among those under twenty-three at the ume of the
interview), Alse, there werg five men and one womnan who dld nat have same-gender panaers bt
who considered themselves 1o e hormosexual or bisexual. These caceptions have only & very munor
¢ifact on the proporitons 1n iis 1able.
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the comparisons made for numbers of pantners. The same-gender sexuality
groupings tend to be younger, more highly educated, more urbanized, and less
religious. They are also less likely to be currently cohabiting or marmed. Per-
haps they are also less subject 1o social taboos related to sexwality so that, in
crossing a major line of sexuwal demarcalion, they have lowered fears of
breaching other bamiers as well.

The sexual practices in this table refer to lifeume rates (i.c., since puberty)
of ever having engaged n the specific practice with a person of the same gen-
der {sec appendiz C, SAQ 4F (for females] and SAQ 4M [for males]). The
companson rates for the sample as a whole are based on reports of cver engag-
ing in the equivalent practice with someone of the opposite gender. For ex-
ample, the tolal population raie for active oral sex for men refers o men who
performed oral sex on s woman {cunsilingus}. The proportions below it for the
various same-gender groupings refer 10 performing oral sex on another man
(fcllatio). For the women, the total population rate for aclive oral scx refers to
fellatio performed on a male panner, and, for the same-gender groupings, the
proponicns are of women who performed oral sex (cunnilingus) on a female
partner. The anal sex columns refer 1o anal intercourse and therefore were not
asked of women in terms of other women. The 1012l population rates are based
on actlive anal intercourse by men with female paniners and receptive anal sex
reporied by female respondents with male partners.,

Similar 10 the pattern for masiarbation, there are inereasing propertions of
the groups who report ever having engaged in a given practice as one moves
down the columns in the 1able. In the first and, by far, the broadest grovping,
about 4 Lhird of the men report ever performing oral sex on another man, and
aboul 40 percent report having had oral sex performed on them.** These pro-
portions increase markedly in cach of the next three rows as one moves down
the column 1o the group of men who had sex with men in the past year. The
highest level of sctive oral sex is close to 90 percent, receptive oral sex 94
percent, and 90 percent of those who identify as either homosexuval or bisexual
report receptive oral sex. For women, the raies and pattern of oral sex are quite
similar, Unfortunately, there are fewer than thirty women in the lwo last calego-
ries, but, even for these groups (not shown here), the rates coatinue 10 increase.
The highest rate for the women is 92 percent reported by the women identified
as homosexual or bisexual. The rates of oral sex with same-gender partners for
those whe report a same-gender partner in the past year or who identify as
homosexual or bisexual rise above those reporied between opposite-gender
pariners for the sample as a whole. While, for these groups, oral sex becomes
almost untversal, approaching 90-95 percent, it is not so high among people

33 Many of the peogple in this set may never have had any sex with a person of thewr own gender
But this 15 not by defininen or design While 39 percent of the women and 44 percent of the men
i s group reporied only desire but no behavior and rdentity in aduithoed, the sexual pracuce
questions refer 1o activity any nme since pubenty.
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reporting al least one same-gender partner since rurning eighteen, iny 6010
percent of these men and women report ever having oral sex wilh a same-
gender parner.

Anal intercourse among men follows the pattern for oral sex, although at
slightly lower rates, Anal sex increases from almost 30 percent to about 8)
percent as one moves down the colomas in the table. There‘is even more con-
sisiency between rates of reporting active and receptive anal intercourse. These
sates arc higher, even for the broadest definilion of a same-gender category.
than the lifetime rates for opposite-gender ana) sex. On the ather hand, while
high, these rates are not as high as thosc for oral sex; 20-23 percent of the
narrowest categorization of the men report never having had anal mtercourse.
They are aiso lower than the high rales of over 95 percent for vaginal inter-
covrse reported in chapter 3.

R.7 Conclusion

in contrast to much of the literature on hompsexuality, which draws sharp dis-
tinctions between people who idenufy socially and psychelogically with the
gay and lesbian experience and everyone else. we have not treated people whlo
had same-gender experiences &s being samehow fundamentally different. Foi-
lowing such reasoning, we have included the whole population in all the analy-
ses {with a fow exceprions) throughout the book, It was only in deference to
the widespread interest in homosexuality per s that we decided to report our
primary resulls on same-gender sexual practices and preferences in a separale
chapter,

Our data, limited in some respects though they may be, represent the most
varied and comprehensive measures of different aspects of homosexuality 1o
be collected on a represeniative sample of U.S. adults. We have broadened the
perspective of poputation-based sex research beyond a narrow focus ona small
set of sexual behaviors berween people of the same gender. Put simpiy, we
contend that there is no single answer 1o questions about the prevalence of
homosexuality. Rather, homosexuality is a complex, multidimensiona? phe-
nomenon whose salient features are related to one another iu highly contingent
and diverse ways. For example, the highest rates of same-gender exp.erielncc
are found in the largest cities, with sharp declines across leveis ot‘urbamzatnon?,
And there are marked geoder differences in the report of same-gender experi-
ences that also interact in complex ways with age and education. Itis fiindings
such as these that underscore the importance of understanding the social organ-
ization of sexuality throughout the life course.

CHAPTER 9

Formative Sexual Experiences

in this chapier, we discuss sexual expenences that are highly salient and eme-
tionally charged: first vaginal imercourse and coercive or sbusive sex. Al-
though frsl intercourse and forced sex are al first glance disparate 10pics, in
this chapter we have grouped them together under the rubric of formative sex-
ual experiences. As we will see, all these experiences involve issues of consent
and each has a special power to shape future sexual and nonsexual adjustment.

in our culrure, first heterosexual intercourse usually represents the initiation
into partnzred sexual activily. This transition, or at least the ape at which it
occurs, has been the subject of extensive pravious research that has been moti-
valed in large pan by changing policy concems ranging from “sexual permis-
siveness” in the 1950s 10 more recent concems with teenage pregnancy and
sexvally ransmilted infections among youAg pecple. Cur resgarch alse traate
the topic of age at first intercourse, but we have expanded the discussion to a
broader consideration of the changing quality of adolescents” sexual Jives and
how respondenis characterize the social context of their early sexual experi-
ences, In this way, we hope to get a sense of the qualitative aspects of how
individuals experience a transition that has so much symbolic importance in
our culture,

Coercive and abusive sexual expeniences are also “formative” in the sense
that they have, as we will see, imponant consequences for the happiness and
well-being of those who experience them. Unlike research on age at first inter-
course, research on forced sex has been limited by a lack of data from high-
quality naiional samples. Qur data include some of the frst estimates of the
prevalence of forced sex experiences based on a national probability sample
of adult men and women as well as a broader reatment of the victims’ relation-
ships to their attackers and the physical and emotional consequences of
forced sex.

Although our data include useful information about the social context of
fisst intercourse and the prevajence of coerced sex, we musl be sensitive 1o
certain features of survey research methodology. We have gathered retrospes-

This chapter was drafted by Knsien Olson, with help from Nora Leibowitz, Fang Li, and Dawne
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Laumann and John H Gagnon.
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