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ABSTRACT 

This study examines the psychological, social and 

environmental predictors of sexually aggressive and 

assaultive behaviors reported by a sample of 466 males 

at one institution. Emphasis was placed on determining 

the impact of Greek affiliation and place of residence 

on self-reported aggressive and assaultive behaviors. 

A questionnaire was administered which 

incorporated demographic and background 

characteristics, environmental characteristics and 

attitudes towards women and relationships. Analysis of 

variance was used to determine statistically 

significant differences among five residential 

groupings on selected variables. A series of 

interlocking multiple regression analyses was then 

performed to determine the predictive influence of 

factors explored in this study. 

Results indicate that IIpeer harassment ll , including 

verbal aggression and unwanted touching, was reported 

by the total sample with great frequency. More severe 

behaviors were reported with less frequency, however, 

slightly more than 5% of the men in the total sample 

reported committing at least one act which met the 
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legal criteria for sexual assault in the academic year 

preceding the study. Although statistically 

significant differences among residential groups 

emerged, attitudes and living environment 

characteristics found predictive of sexually aggressive 

and assaultive behaviors were found in all living 

environments. "Worst" behavior reported was predicted 

best by rape myth acceptance followed by environmental 

and background characteristics including the number of 

sexual partners one had, sexual speculation about 

women, alcohol consumption and perceived level of 

impact one had on their environment. 

Institutions are encouraged to examine the level 

of sexual violence against women on campuses and 

marshal the efforts of student personnel administrators 

as well as faculty in an effort to reduce the 

prevalence of such behavior. 
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CHAPTER 1 

PROBLEM AND BACKGROUND 

Introduction 

Institutions of higher education are becoming 

increasingly concerned with campus climate and safety 

issues. Despite the peaceful appearance of most 

college campuses, crime is increasing. This trend 

presents a myriad of challenges for college 

administrators. Campuses can no longer be considered 

sanctuaries where intellectual pursuits, discourse and 

reflection may take place in isolation from the 

pressures and stress of the larger community (Smith, 

1988). Unfortunately, in many instances, focused 

attention on these issues and subsequent research, 

policy analysis and allocation of human and financial 

resources are expended only after a serious campus 

disturbance or crime occurs. Often negative media 

attention, vocal alumni or parents, and fear of 

litigation provide the impetus for evaluation and 

change. 

During the mid 1980s, college campuses annually 

reported approximately 2,000 crimes of violence 



13 

(including murder, manslaughter, rape, forcible robbery 

and aggravated assault) and over 100,000 serious 

property crimes (Uniform Crime Reports in smith, 1988, 

p.17). As shocking as these figures are, experts 

believe they reflect only a small percentage of the 

actual crimes committed on college campuses. According 

to the Uniform Crime Report, these figures represent 

cases reported by only 10% of the colleges and 

universities in the united States and only represent 

crimes reported to campus police agencies. It is 

estimated that actual frequencies may be two to ten 

times greater, depending on the crime being addressed 

(Uniform Crime Report, 1985). 

One of the most comprehensive studies of campus 

crime and violence was the Towson State Study (1989) in 

which questionnaires regarding reported crimes on 

campus and perceptions of crimes committed on campus 

were sent to 1,100 college and university 

administrators nationwide. Approximately 765 

institutions participated in the study. Survey forms 

were completed by various student personnel subgroups 

on each campus, including student affairs 

administrators, residence hall directors and campus 
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police or security. Discrepancies between the 

percentage of officially reported incidents of campus 

violence and those cases known to have occurred but not 

reported to the police were dramatic. 

In two areas considered by the Towson study (1989) 

(sexual assault and vandalism) security personnel 

estimated that approximately 96% of the vandalism 

committed had been reported, as compared with a 55.9% 

estimate by hall directors. Similarly, security 

personnel believed that 36.9% of the sexual assaults on 

campus had been reported, compared with a less 

optimistic hall director estimate of 28.8% (smith, 

1988). Even this figure is high compared to the 

Federal Bureau of Investigation estimate that only 

between two and ten percent of sexual assault cases are 

reported. As cities encroach on the borders of college 

and university campuses, or vice versa, the ability to 

"secure" a campus from the outside world becomes more 

difficult. Perhaps more frightening is the realization 

that the great majority of campus crimes are 

perpetrated on students by other students. Often these 

student victims have not yet been empowered to deal 

with the harsh realities of life. 
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Colleges and universities are now addressing campus 

violence, especially violence directed at women. In 

1989, the Vice Chancellor of the Unive~sity of 

Illinois, Champaign-Urbana, commissioned a task force 

on sexual assault, abuse and violence against women on 

campus, following a Dean of Students Office study the 

previous spring that found 16% of the women respondents 

had been victims of criminal sexual assault. The task 

force investigated eight critical questions dealing 

with four broad areas which might foster or inhibit 

sexual violence on campus: the environment; education 

and programs; rules and regulations; and community 

involvement. For example, question two asked, "Are 

there culture, conditions, or environments on our 

campus that might serve to engender such incidents? If 

so, which should be addressed immediately? Longer 

range? How?" 

Among the task force's recommendations that 

specifically dealt with culture and environment were 

banning keg parties in university-certified housing 

units and on university property, eliminating tailgate 

and tent parties at athletic events, and requiring 

fraternities and sororities to have live-in directors 
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who were at least 24 years of age. One of the most 

controversial recommendations was, eliminating 

activities that project women as sexual objects, such 

as performances of the "Illinettes". 

controlling alcohol was seen as a key factor in 

reducing violence on campus. The task force found that 

80% of the men and 70% of the women had been drinking 

at the time of an incident involving sexual assault and 

that 89% of the women who were assaulted while using 

alcohol were under 21 years of age. Of these, 39% 

reported drinking at a bar, 39% at fraternity parties, 

and 16% in residence halls. 

Following the 1986 rape and murder of their 

daughter in a residence hall room at Lehigh University, 

connie and Howard Cle~y started a pUblication to 

enlighten parents and high school advisors about campus 

security issues. They wrote in their introduction, 

We live in a violent society where everyone 
minute someone is robbed: every six minutes a 
woman is raped, and every 28 minutes someone is 
murdered. During the past few years, serious 
crimes against students living on campus have 
risen dramatically at many colleges. Many 
institutions are reluctant to divulge the type 
and number of crimes committed against their 
students. They are also reluctant to divulge 
the extent of their campus security or lack of 
it. (1989, p. 1) 
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The Clerys' grassroots effort to force institutions 

of higher education to keep better crime statistics, 

and then to inform potential and current students of 

risks, led a representative of the General Assembly of 

the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to enact The College 

and University Security Information Act (1989). This 

act requires all institutions in the Commonwealth to 

collect and disseminate crime statistics to potential 

students as well as a specific description of security 

personnel, methods or protocols in place on campus to 

ensure greater security. Noncompliance with this act 

can result in a $10,000 fine to the institution. 

In a similar effort, the Association of Independent 

Colleges and Universities in Massachusetts developed 

security standards for its members to combat crime on 

and near their campuses. This report addressed 

specifically security personnel and building safety, 

but not educational efforts. All across the country 

greater attention is being paid to campus security 

issues. Whether the impetus is genuine concern, fear 

of litigation, institutional reputation or a 

combination of all three, clearly, the drive to make 
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campuses safer and to inform students of potential 

risks is gaining strength. 

One of the most common, yet least reported, crimes 

of violence on college campuses is sexual assault. 

This limited reporting pattern mirrors local and 

national trends. The Federal Bureau of Investigation 

estimates that approximately 90,434 cases of rape, 

defined as "carnal knowledge of a female forcibly and 

against her consent," occurred in 1985 (FBI, 1986). 

The National Crime Survey conducted two years earlier 

estimated the number of rapes (sexual assaults) at 

128,000 (U.S. Dept. of Justice, 1983). It is estimated 

that one in four women will be sexually assaulted 

during their lives. 

Varying survey techniques and legal definitions 

used in collecting information on sexual assault may 

explain the substantially different frequencies being 

reported. According to Burkhart and Stanton, 

The legal definition, despite its apparent 
simplicity, is operationalized only through a 
complex, restrictive social definition of rape. 
Based on extensive data, it is evident that the 
social definition of rape is quite incongruous 
with the legal definition and displays a 
characteristic set of biases primarily 
reflecting what Burt (1980) has labeled the 
rape-supportive belief system. Thus the 
question "What is Rape?" is not answered by a 



powerful legal litmus test but through a system 
of beliefs that derive from a misogynistic 
social context, "the rape culture" (1988, 
p.43) • 

Craig (1990) reviewed 25 research studies 

investigating the prevalence of coercive sexual 
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behavior among college students between 1957 and 1989. 

Thirteen of these studies dealt specifically with 

college women as victims of sexual aggression. In all, 

over 10,636 women were intel~iewed or surveyed about 

their sexually coercive experiences, ranging from 

offensive or unwanted intimacy to forcible sexual 

assault. Kanin (1957) found that 62.2% of the 262 

college freshman women in his study had experienced 

offensive and displeasing erotic intimacy. Kirkpatrick 

and Kanin (1957) also discovered 55.7% of the 291 women 

in their study had been offended by an attempted level 

of intimacy in the year prior to the study. Kanin and 

Parcell (1971) reported that 50.7% of the 282 college 

women in another sample experienced offensive and 

displeasing erotic behavior. Lastly, Korman and Leslie 

(1982) found that 63.2% of the 400 college women they 

studied had experienced offensive or displeasing male 

sexual aggression. 
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In reviewing studies that have used similar 

definitions of forcible sexual assault and only college 

women as their target sample, it appears that forcible 

sexual assault is surprisingly common. Using the 

definition of "intercourse against her will through the 

use of force or threat of force," Koss and Oros (1982) 

found the prevalence among 2,016 women to be 12.7%; 

Koss (1985) found that 26.8% of 231 women had 

experienced intercourse through the use of force; Amick 

and Calhoun (1987) reported that 15% of 206 women 

studied reported "male tactics involving the use or 

threat of physical force employed to gain sexual 

intercourse with an undesiring female;" Koss, Gidycz 

and Wisniewski (1987) reported 15.4% of the 3,187 women 

in their study had experienced intercourse through the 

use of force; and finally Poppen (1988) reported that 

38% of his sample of 38 women reported sexual 

intercourse through force or threat of force (Craig 

1990, pp. 397-441). 

Although the study of unwanted sexually aggressive 

and assaultive behaviors is not new, a relatively new 

phenomenon emerging in the literature is the finding 

that approximately 80% of the sexual assaults which 
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occur on college campuses take place between 

acquaintances, not strangers. The terms "acquaintance 

rape" and "date rape" have been developed to describe 

more aptly this phenomenon. state statutes pertaining 

to sexual assault or rape do not differentiate between 

a sexual assault committed by strangers or 

acquaintances except those statutes dealing with 

marital rape which is still excluded from the laws, in 

40 states (Beneke, 1982, p.169). 

Even though statutes may not discriminate based on 

the victim's relationship with the perpetrator, it is 

clear that society in general often does. Police 

officers, judges, county attorneys and others operating 

on their own biases often discourage or prevent 

reporting of acquaintance rapes. A police sergeant in 

a university town was asked during an interview: "How 

do you determine which cases should be prosecuted?" 

His answer was: 

We had a case reported this morning. She said 
she'd been raped by about four guys that she 
knew. They'd all been out together drinking 
and had gotten just sloppy drunk. She said 
they took her clothes off and beat her and 
raped her. She did have a busted lip. She 
went to sleep, she said, after they raped her 
and slept for two or three hours and decided to 
call us. with that kind of situation, well, 
you know what they say about a woman that 



travels around. She says she woke up and her 
clothes were off. That's just not going to get 
it. (Beneke, 1982, p. 145) 

A consistent finding among researchers [Burkhart 

(1988), Burt (1980), Koss & Oros (1982), and Lottes 
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(1986)] is that a pre-existing relationship between the 

victim and assailant clouds victim awareness that a 

crime has been committed, limits reporting of the 

crime, and complicates recovery, "with the degree of 

acquaintance being negatively correlated with an 

attribution of rape by victims, offenders and other 

citizens (Burkhart & Stanton, 1988, p. 43)." In order 

to get a more accurate picture of the frequency and 

degree of sexual aggression, research efforts have 

shifted to the study of undetected victims and 

assailants. Much of this research has been focused on 

the college age population because they have been 

identified as being at greatest risk for victimization. 

According to Koss, "The victimization rate for women 

peaks in the 16-19 year-old group and the second 

highest rate occurs among women in the 20-24 year-old 

age group. The victimization rates for these groups 

are approximately four times higher than the mean for 

all women (Koss, Gidyck and Wisniewski, 1987, p.163)." 



In a study sponsored by the National Institute of 

Mental Health, Koss (1985) surveyed approximately six 
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thousand male and female students attending thirty-two 

colleges and universities across the country about 

their sexual experiences. Self-reports of the 

respondents' sexually assaultive experiences for the 

year preceding the study are summarized below: 

One-Year Incidence Frequencies 
of Sexual Experiences 

lIomen ("=3,187) Hen 
Sexual Experience N Incidents N 

1. Sexual contact by verbal coercion 725 1716 321 
2. Sexual contact by misuse of authority 50 97 23 
3. sexual contact by threat or force 111 211 30 
4. Attempted intercourse by force 180 297 33 
5. Attempted intercourse by alcohol or 143 236 72 

drugs 

6. Intercourse by verbal coercion 353 816 156 

7. Intercourse by misuse of authority 13 21 11 
8. Intercourse by alcohol or drugs 91 159 57 
9. Intercourse by threat or force 63 98 20 

10. Oral or anal penetration by threat 53 96 19 
or force 

N=2,972) 
Incidents 

732 
55 
67 
52 

115 

291 

20 
103 
36 
48 

In November of 1985, The Project on the status and 

Education of Women Association of American Colleges 

produced Campus Gang Rape: Party Games (Ehrhart and 

Sandler, 1985). Although their investigation, 

discussion and recommendations dealt specifically with 
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gang rape, it is one of the few sources that considers 

campus living environments as a key issue in the study 

of sexual assault. Ehrhart and Sandler (1985) 

researched reported cases of gang rape at colleges and 

universities throughout the united states and 

determined that among fifty reported gang rapes during 

a two year period, 60% involved fraternity members, 30% 

involved members of athletic teams and 10% "other," 

defined as men living in off-campus apartments, 

residence halls or elsewhere. The authors consider the 

culture of most fraternities to be ideal for sexual 

aggression. According to Martin and Hummer (1989), 

"Fraternities create a sociocultural context in which 

the use of coercion in sexual relations with women is 

normative and in which the mechanisms to keep this 

pattern of behavior in check are minimal at best and 

absent at worst (p. 459)." In addition, hostility 

towards women, peer pressure regarding sexual 

experiences, alcohol and drug use and pornography were 

identified by Ehrhart and Sandler as behaviors both 

potentially linked to sexually aggressive acts and 

prevalent in most fraternities. For example, Ehrhart 

and Sandler (1985) state: "Many fraternities glorify 
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drinking and may deliberately encourage women to over 

drink. At one institution, members of a fraternity 

kept a chart that listed the number of beers it took to 

seduce certain women (p. 7)." Are men living in 

fraternities actually more dangerous than men living in 

other environments, or does their behavior just draw 

more unfavorable press? 

Purpose and Significance of the Study 

The purposes of this study are as follows: to 

determine the prevalence of sexually aggressive and 

sexually assaultive behaviors of a sample of men 

attending a large university in the southwestern United 

States; to determine which demographic, attitudinal and 

behavioral variables are correlated with sexual 

aggression within this sample; and to determine if 

specific living environments, which tend to create 

their own unique culture, are predictive of sexually 

assaultive behaviors independent of other variables. 

Although numerous studies have been conducted on the 

prevalence and causes of sexual assault on college 

campuses, the impact of living environments and 

associated variables have not previously been studied. 
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This study specifically addresses links between living 

environment characteristics and sexually aggressive and 

assaultive behavior. 

Behavioralists believe that violence, like all 

other behaviors, is learned and that this learning 

begins at birth. Factors such as parental modeling, 

the media, education (formal and informal), and the 

quality of interaction between boys and girls (siblings 

and friends) all interact to reinforce certain 

stereotypes regarding what it means to be a man or 

woman in our society. These stereotypes then become a 

framework for acting in the world. 

The period of late adolescence is marked by shifts 

from parental control to the strong influence of peers. 

According to Chickering (1969), the transition from 

high school to college is a time when students struggle 

to find competence (intellectual, physical and social) , 

and that development in these areas is a precursor to 

developing independence and establishing an identity. 

Intimacy has likewise been viewed as a need and 

developmental necessity for college students. Coons 

(1974) identified solidifying a sexual identity as a 

key task for adolescents. He states that developing a 
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sexual identity is a process of understanding the 

nature and needs of being a man or a woman. "This is a 

time of identification with appropriate sex roles which 

is based on past parental relationships and sex role 

modeling (Coons in Blimling, 1981, p. 39)." In Coons' 

developmental schema, the formation of a sexual 

identity precedes the development of the capacity for 

true intimacy. Intimacy requires a movement from a 

non-authoritarian perspective to a more relativistic 

view. In Chickering's developmental vectors, this 

process is termed "freeing interpersonal relationships" 

(Chickering, 1969). 

Peers in the living environment are seen as a key 

element in the development or stagnation of students. 

The single most important influence on 
students' development in college upon values, 
career aspirations, and overall adjustment is 
the peer group. The peer group sets the 
standards for interaction, acceptable behavior 
and approval and serves as a mirror to reflect 
the images that students have of themselves 
(Blimling, 1981, p. 49). 

Peer influence is significant in the development of 

"appropriate" sex roles. Unfortunately among many 

adolescents, this sex role development may be 

internalized with a predisposition for domination and 

aggression and may result in inappropriate and even 
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criminal expressions of maleness. Late adolescence is 

described as a time when the traditional standards of 

masculinity are most uniformly endorsed as appropriate 

and desirable, which leads to highly competitive 

relationships among men. Morland, writing about male 

competitiveness in relationship with women, states: 

The expression of vulnerability or positive 
feelings toward other males is particularly 
taboo. Even in heterosexual relationships, 
there is an emphasis on doing rather than 
being, on action rather than feeling. For most 
adolescent males, intimacy is indistinguishable 
from sexuality; and sex, rather than being a 
modality for feeling expression, frequently 
becomes merely another arena for attaining 
success and achievement. (1989, p. 119) 

In further explaining the competitive nature of 

male/female relationships, Joseph Pleck spoke of the 

need for men to create an "underclass." Pleck (1989) 

believes that women operate in men's lives as a symbol 

of success, as a lubricant (mediators) in men's 

relationships with one another, by providing refuge as 

well as a means of reducing the stress of competition 

by serving as a known and stable underclass. Pleck 

writes, 

The point is that men do not just happily bond 
together to oppress women. In addition to 
hierarchy over women, men create hierarchies 
and rankings among themselves according to the 
criteria of masculinity. Men at each rank of 



masculinity compete with each other, with 
whatever resources they have, for the 
differential payoffs that patriarchy allows 
men. (Pleck, 1989, p. 25) 
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This may explain why some men's relationships with 

women are adversarial in nature, and why sex is often 

viewed as a conquest. If one accepts that sexual 

aggression is learned behavior, then the environments 

where much of this learning takes place must be 

scrutinized to determine what behaviors are being 

modeled and rewarded. According to behaviorists, any 

behavior that is reinforced or rewarded is more likely 

to occur in the future. Reward can include social 

approval or increased status among peers. 

Three living environments have been selected for 

this study: 1) fraternity houses; 2) coeducational 

residence halls; and 3) single-sex residence halls. 

These living environments vary with respect to contact 

between genders, rules and regulations, supervision and 

programming opportunities, and yet are similar in many 

ways. Men living in these environments often form 

strong social bonds with one another. Although forms 

of interpersonal violence and the use of drugs and 

alcohol are common to both fraternities and residence 

halls (factors previously linked to incidents of sexual 
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violence), fraternities tend to use alcohol as the 

focal point of large social gatherings, whereas 

residence halls on most campuses do not sanction this 

type of social function. The level of supervision and 

rule structures in the two types of campus housing 

environments differ dramatically and are, therefore, 

worthy of additional attention. Further, in 

coeducational residence halls, the presence of women is 

natural and expected. Men and women live 

(theoretically) as coequals in this environment, 

whereas in fraternities and single-sex residence halls, 

the status of women is that of guest. 

Although much more is now known about "hidden" 

perpetrators of sexual assault and their victims, 

little is known about the impact of particular living 

environments and their potential effect in fostering or 

inhibiting sexually aggressive acts. This study will 

compare and contrast men living in these environments, 

using self-reported measures of their sexually 

aggressive behavior, attitudes about women, adherence 

to rape myths and finally, elements of their daily 

lives which are strongly influenced by peers in their 

environments. 
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Given that there appears to be a proclivity toward 

sexually aggressive and assaultive behaviors among 

college males (Malamuth 1981), research must focus on 

any social and environmental cues, as well as 

psychological factors which tend to foster or inhibit 

the transformation of sexually aggressive attitudes 

into sexually abusive or assaultive behavior. One 

logical place to investigate such mitigating factors 

appears to be the living environments of college men. 

If measurable differences exist, educational programs 

and policy issues can be targeted at specific 

populations to combat the growing problems of sexual 

assault on campus. 

Research Questions 

The following research questions will be investigated 

in this study. 

1. What is the prevalence of sexually aggressive 
and sexually assaultive acts reported by the 
men in this sample? 

2. Does the prevalence of self-reported sexually 
aggressive and assaultive acts vary among 
coed residence halls, single-sex residence 
halls and fraternities? 

3. What other variables included in the survey 
instrument are predictive of self-reported 



incidents of sexually aggressive and 
assaultive behaviors? 

Methods and Theoretical Perspectives 

Most theories regarding the cause(s) of sexually 

assaultive behavior have been developed based on 
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studies of incarcerated rapists, a population which is 

vastly different from the potential and actual 

perpetrators found among male college students. In 

general, when compared to their incarcerated 

counterparts, male college students are predominately 

white, from more affluent backgrounds, are better 

educated; and most importantly, they have never had 

their behavior challenged by the legal system or 

administrative forces. These rapists are largely 

"hidden." For this reason, research on sexually 

aggressive college men must depend on self-reports of 

sexually aggressive and assaultive behavior. 

This study relies on survey research to determine 

attitudes and behaviors of men in various living 

environments. A full description of the instrument, 

sample size and characteristics is provided in Chapter 

Three. This methodology was selected because it 

allowed the author to survey men on a wide variety of 



sociological and psychological variables quickly and 

anonymously. Participant-observer and personal 

interview methodologies were ruled out because of the 

sensitive nature of the study, gender of the author 

(which might have limited openness and honesty), time 

and financial constraints. 

Malamuth (1986) states, 

To understand the cause of sexual aggression, 
it is essential to consider the role of 
multiple factors, such as those creating the 
motivation to commit the act, those removing or 
reducing internal and external inhibitions that 
might prevent it from being carried out and 
those providing the opportunity to act (p. 
953) • 

This research methodology and survey instrument 
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allowed the author to evaluate a great many variables. 

Due to the complexity of the issue and the dynamics of 

living environments it is difficult to determine which 

variables will be the most significant, singularly and 

in conjunction, for predicting sexually aggressive and 

assaultive behaviors. 

Data were collected via a survey instrument 

administered to approximately 475 male students at a 

large southwestern university. Each were surveyed in 

one of three living environments: fraternities, 
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coeducational residence halls, and single sex residence 

halls. Participation by all individuals was voluntary. 

An instrument entitled the collegiate Lifestyle and 

Relationship Survey was administered. This survey 

consists of approximately 140 questions. Three 

sections of the instrument have been used in national 

and regional studies on college students and have been 

found to be effective tools for discriminating among 

mildly aggressive, moderately aggressive, and sexually 

assaultive men. The Collegiate Lifestyle and 

Relationship Survey includes Check's 30 item Hostility 

Toward Women scale (1985), Burt's Rape Supportive 

Beliefs scale (1980), and Koss' Self-Reported Sexual 

Behavior scale (1985), which was modified for use in 

this study. Additional questions were developed using 

a rational-intuitive process guided by current 

literature. These items cover demographic 

characteristics of participants, preconditions for 

sexual violence as well as questions regarding sexual 

experiences and men's living environments. 

The data were transcribed into computer-legible 

form and analyzed using the SPSSx program. The 

standardized scales being used in the instrument were 
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scored according to the author's instructions. Factor 

analysis was performed on all remaining questions in 

the survey in an effort to reduce the data and identify 

useful composite variables. 

After this data reduction, a series of interlocking 

step-wise multiple regressions was calculated within 

each of the residential populations, to assess the 

patterns of relationship among sexually aggressive 

behaviors and attitudes and their psychological and 

environmental precursors. 

The following terms are used throughout this study 

and require definition and clarification. 

1. Sexual assault: according to Arizona's Revised 
Statutes (1988) section 13-1406, a person commits 
sexual assault by intentionally or knowingly 
engaging in sexual intercourse or oral sexual 
contact with any person without consent of such 
person. 

lao Sexual intercourse means penetration into the 
penis, vulva or anus by any part of the body, or by 
any object or manual masturbatory contact with the 
penis or vulva. 

lb. Without consent includes any of the following: 
(a) The victim is coerced by the immediate use or 

threatened use of force against a person or 
property. 

(b) The victim is incapable of consent by reason 
of mental disorder, drugs, alcohol, sleep or 
any other similar impairment of cognition and 
such condition is known or should have 
reasonably been known to the defendant. 

(c) The victim is intentionally deceived as to 
the nature of the act. 



(d) The victim is intentionally deceived to 
erroneously believe that the person is the 
victim's spouse. 

2. Rape - see sexual assault. Term used 
interchangeably with sexual assault by many 
authors. 

3. "stranger" rape: a rape committed by a person 
unknown to the victim. 
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4. "Acquaintance" rape: a term used to describe an 
act of sexual assault committed by an acquaintance 
or person known to the victim. 

5. "Date" rape: a term used to describe a sexual 
assault committed while on a date or in a dating 
situation. 

6. Seduction: involves sexual intercourse where no 
force, implied or otherwise is used. Seduction 
occurs when a woman is manipulated, coerced or 
cajoled into agreeing to have sex. Acquaintance 
rape often occurs when seduction fails (Ehrhart and 
Sandler, 1985). 

organization of the Study 

Chapter Two provides a comprehensive review of the 

theories regarding the causes of sexual assault, with a 

special emphasis on acquaintance rape, which is most 

common among the college age population. Special 

attention is paid to theories that have helped 

perpetuate myths and misconceptions regarding sexual 

assault. The analytical framework selected for this 

research project is identified and described. 
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Chapter Three discusses the methodology, 

instrumentation and data analysis procedures. Chapter 

Four presents the findings relative to each research 

question, and Chapter Five includes the summary of 

findings, implications and suggestions for future 

research. 
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CHAPTER 2 

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE 

Perhaps no other topic involving institutions of 

higher education has received more research attention 

than their students, including backgrounds, values, 

academic aspirations, cognitive and affective 

development. students have been conceptualized as both 

input and output, and their living environments have 

been examined for their influence on academic 

performance and persistence. Yet in reviewing the 

literature one is amazed at the "pedestrian" nature of 

most mainstream research involving students. As 

Baldwin and Thelin state, 

Emphasis has been on describing the normative 
college student -- not the colorful individual 
or the exceptional case. As a result, we 
receive valuable composite snapshots of college 
students but not really a film about college 
life. Furthermore, the composite picture of 
college students is one that sometimes lacks 
rich (and enlightening) details on the 
varieties and diversities of individual college 
students. Likewise, the dominant research 
trend offers relatively little information on 
the culture and mores of collective student 
life within an institution that make each 
campus distinctive (1990, p. 338). 

Across the six volumes of research compendia 

entitled Higher Education: Handbook of Theory and 
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Research, considered by many to be the finest anthology 

of current research, such issues as alcohol or drug 

abuse, campus crime (g8nerally or specifically) 

including sexual assault, or a hundred other issues 

which challenge contemporary college student personnel 

administrators are essentially omitted. These issues 

are well researched and available, but they just 

require a more concerted effort to locate. Even 

leading researchers in the field of student development 

appear somewhat apologetic when they discuss 

nonacademic issues. For example, Pascarella (1987), 

writes, 

Affective or noncognitive outcomes refer to 
student's attitudes, values, self concept, 
aspirations, interpersonal relationships and 
personality dispositions. While these are 
arguably less central to the mission of the 
university than learning and cognitive 
development, they have nevertheless been the 
focus of sUbstantial research and writing 
(e.g., Feldman and Newcomb, 1969). 

Are they "arguably less central?" If one of the 

central missions of higher education is to produce an 

educated citizen, issues of personal and social 

development seem inseparable from cognitive development 

as the central outcome of college attendance. It can, 

however, be argued that affective or non-cognitive 



outcomes are more difficult to measure or control, or 

to influence directly, but student's attitudes 

certainly do have an impact on the college and 

university campuses across the country. 
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Efforts have been made to obtain a descriptive feel 

for students' lives (and their effects on cognitive 

development), but many research efforts just skirt the 

edges when considering students' behavior and 

environmental issues. For example, Astin (1977) 

defined "hedonism" through such behaviors as drinking 

wine or beer, oversleeping, missing a class or 

appointment, smoking cigarettes, staying up all night 

and gambling with cards or dice. In the late 1980's 

and early 1990's, these behaviors are relatively common 

experiences for college students, and do not begin to 

cover the full range of potentially negative or 

antisocial student behaviors observed. Similarly, Pace 

(1984) developed The College Student Experiences 

Questionnaire, which, according to Pace, is a self

report survey of how students spend their time and the 

nature and quality of those experiences. The fourteen 

clusters or areas studied include: library experience; 

course learning; art, music, theater; science lab 
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experiences; dormitories, fraternities and sororities; 

experiences in writing; personal experiences; student 

acquaintances; topics of conversation; and information 

in conversation. As fruitful as this research has 

been, it looks to common and rather benign experiences 

that most students have while in college. To avoid 

looking at the "seamier" side of students' lives is to 

avoid looking at critical domains of student behavior 

and beliefs. 

If one believes that peer harassment and sexual 

assault are widespread on most college campuses (Hughes 

and Sanders, 1988), college administrators and 

researchers must focus on these embarassingly 

pathologic issues as well. certainly the victims' 

persistence and retention, not to mention their ability 

to learn (all, the hallmarks of mainstream student 

development literature), is hampered if not thwarted by 

such behavior. As Pavela (1990) so eloquently stated, 

If we are to prepare students for the world we 
could do no better than share and discuss with 
them the insights into human nature displayed 
by the founders of the American political 
system. They knew that human beings are an 
amalgam of good and evil. As creatures "at the 
juncture of nature and spirit", we are the most 
noble and dangerous animal to walk the earth. 
There will be no safe place where we reside (p. 
135) • 
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The apparent increase in sexually aggressive and 

assaultive behavior on campus and the attitudes and 

environmental arrangements which support such behavior 

deserve fur'ther analysis and attention in higher 

education research. viewing these issues naively, one 

might speculate that college campuses should represent 

relatively safe environments for women, that such 

dangers as exist would largely result from intruders; 

and that the overall impact of the educational/ 

developmental process on students would depress among 

them attitudes and behaviors connected to sexual 

violence (including peer sexual violence). The truth 

is that we simply do not know whether those assumptions 

are true, although increased incidences of reported 

sexual violence between students, and feminist 

critiques of the university environment's effects on 

women raise sUbstantial doubts. As the literature 

review that follows illustrates, the larger questions 

animating this study simply have not yet been 

systematically studied. 

This chapter will review three major theoretical 

perspectives on sexual assault etiology which have 

emerged in the literature: psychoanalytic, feminist 



and sociocultural. Each was selected because of its 

impact on past and current research, and the unique 

contributions each has had on our society's 

understanding of, and response to sexual assault. 
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Next, pertinent research regarding the living 

environments selected for this study will be presented. 

No attempt is made to do an exhaustive review of this 

literature as it is amply discussed elsewhere. Factors 

which make these three living environments distinctive, 

and logical for inclusion in this study will be 

discussed. Finally, this chapter concludes with two 

analytical models which were influential in the 

development of the Collegiate Lifestyle and 

Relationship Survey instrument and selection of 

participants for this study. Data analysis methodology 

will be discussed in Chapter Three. 

Early research in the area of sexual assault 

focused solely on stranger rape and was gathered using 

incarcerated rapists as research subjects. As more 

information emerged about the incidence of acquaintance 

rape, new theories and methods of data collection were 

utilized. These newer theories have a 

multidisciplinary emphasis in which threads of 



psychoanalyti~, feminist, psychological, sociological 

and anthropological perspectives may be seen. 

Psychoanalytic Perspective 
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The psychoanalytic perspective is worthy of careful 

study as its basic tenets seem to be repeated over and 

over again in studies focusing on myths surrounding the 

crime of sexual assault. Scully and Marolla (1985) 

provide an excellent overview of the psychoanalytic 

perspective. Using a sociology of knowledge framework 

to analyze the psychiatric literature on rape, they ask 

"In whose interest is this theory? (p. 294)." 

According to Scully and Marolla (1985), each 

psychoanalytic explanation absolves everyone except the 

victim from responsibility, and as with the insanity 

defense in criminal law, the effect is to avoid the 

study of society and/or societal injustices (p. 294). 

Scully and Marolla point out four types of motive 

statements attributed to rapists from psychoanalytic 

literature: 1) uncontrollable impulse; 2) mental 

illness or disease; 3) momentary loss of control 

precipitated by unusual circumstances; and 4) victim 

precipitation. 
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Glueck (1925) and Karpman (1951) explained the 

notion of uncontrollable impulses as being the result 

of a disease of the brain causing weakened control. If 

a rape is committed under these circumstances, the 

individual cannot be held accountable because his 

behavior is not voluntary. The individual does not 

know that his behavior is wrong and cannot relate the 

particular act to the general rules forbidding it. 

Some years later, Guttmacher and Weihofen (1957), in a 

similar vein, identified the "explosive expression of 

pent-up impulse as a primary motivation for rape 

(Scully and Marolla, 1985, p. 296)." This 

interpretation was often used as a criminal defense 

because irresistible impulses absolved responsibility 

for the crime. Scully and Marolla point out two 

serious flaws in this motive theory. First, 71% of 

"stranger" rapes are premeditated rather than 

impulsive. Secondly, they found that the impulse 

theory has only been used as a motive for crimes 

against women. 

Mental illness or disease motives were linked with 

latent homosexuality, hatred of mothers, and childhood 

abuse resulting in a sadistic personality. This theory 
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is still being used as a diagnostic category, 

particularly for "stranger" rapists. It is supported 

by Groth (1979), who characterized the sadistic rapist 

as one prone to torture and kill his victim following a 

rape. This type of rapist was uncommon even among 

incarcerated samples. Psychoanalytic theory considers 

rape symptomatic of inner conflicts that are the real 

problem. According to Scully and Marolla, 

The disease model has several obvious 
functions. It places the behavior in a special 
category and thus, protects the interests of 
normal males. Behavior attributed to 
incapacity beyond the individual's control 
carries the obligation of admitting illness and 
seeking professional help. Ultimately, the 
offender is returned to psychiatry's domain (p. 
300) . 

Momentary loss of control precipitated by unusual 

events has been associated with alcohol and drug use in 

psychoanalytic literature. Although never proved as a 

causal factor, alcohol presumably removes social 

constraints and allows "basic drives" to take over. 

Alcohol has become an acceptable explanation for 

deviant behavior in our culture. Ironically, alcohol 

use by the perpetrator is used to minimize 

responsibility for his actions, and alcohol use by the 

victim is viewed as victim precipitation. Burt (1980) 
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included several questions about alcohol use in 

assessing measures of adversarial sexual beliefs, 

acceptance of interpersonal violence and rape myth 

acceptance. For example, one item from her scale reads 

"If a woman gets drunk at a party and has intercourse 

with a man she's just met there, she should be 

considered "fair game" to other males at the party who 

want to have sex with her too, whether she wants to or 

not (p. 217)." Burt's scale, designed to measure rape 

myth acceptance appears to have been, in many cases 

drawn from psychoanalytic motive statements. 

The last psychoanalytic theme discussed by Scully 

and Morolla is victim precipitation. Amir (1971), a 

noted sociologist, has adhered to the theory of victim 

precipitation, arguing that women are responsible for 

rape by victim precipitative behaviors through acts of 

commission and omission. Commissive acts, by his 

definition, included accepting a ride in a man's car, 

drinking, hitchhiking and the like. Omissive acts 

referred to the woman's failure to be more forceful in 

saying "no" to sexual advances and by dressing in such 

a way as to attract attention. Amir (1971) stated that 

under these circumstances, "the victim becomes 
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functionally responsible for the offense by entering 

upon and following a course that will provoke some 

males to commit crimes (p. 155)." Thus, Amir argued 

that attention should "be focused upon the 

victim/offender relationship, the moral character of 

the victim, and the victim's personality, which may 

orient her towards the offender and the offense (p. 

132)." Warshaw (1988) reported that victim misconduct 

continues to be a factor in suspects not being charged 

in instances of acquaintance rape. In a study of 905 

such cases, the following were perceived as victim 

misconduct: hitchhiking; drinking; being alone at a 

bar; being unfaithful in marriage; and willingly 

entering the suspect's car, house or apartment (p. 

141) . 

Similar themes are used by Burt (1980) in 

identifying rape supportive myths held by both men and 

women. Respondents are asked to agree or disagree to 

questions such as: "A woman who goes to the home or 

apartment of a man on their first date implies that 

she's willing to have sex;" "When women go around 

braless, wearing short skirts or tight tops, they are 

just asking for trouble;" "Women who get raped while 
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hitchhiking get what they deserve;" and, "In the 

majority of rapes, the victim is promiscuous or had a 

bad reputation." Burt (1980) found that over 50% of 

her sample of 598 men and women agreed with these 

statements. She also found adherence to rape 

supportive myths to be significantly correlated with 

acceptance of interpersonal violence and adversarial 

beliefs. Koss et al. (1985), and Burkhart and Stanton 

(1988) indicated similar findings. victim 

precipitation clearly puts responsibility for the crime 

on the woman. It is clear that these theories continue 

to have an impact on how victims are treated in the 

courts and by society as a whole. 

Psychoanalytic theories have not just been advanced 

by men, for men. Karen Horney (1973) gave her analysis 

of sexual assault from a "woman's point of view." She 

stated, 

The specific satisfaction sought and found in 
female sex life and motherhood are of 
masochistic nature. The content of early 
sexual wishes and fantasies concerning the 
father is the desire to be mutilated, that is, 
castrated by him. Menstruation has the hidden 
connotation of a masochistic experience. What 
the woman secretly desires in intercourse is 
rape and violence, or in the mental sphere 
humiliation (in Scully and Marolla, 1985, 
p.303). 
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Burt (1980) also incorporated this familiar notion in 

her Rape Supportive Myths Scale: "Being roughed up is 

sexually stimulating to many women;" and "Many women 

have an unconscious wish to be raped and they may then 

unconsciously set up a situation in which they are 

likely to be attacked." 

Although the psychoanalytic perspective of rape 

etiology contributes little to gaining an understanding 

of the dynamics of Hacquaintance" rape, it should be 

clear that this perspective has survived for several 

decades . 

... when this [motive] vocabulary is used, 
attention is focused on the behavior and 
motives of the victim rather than on the 
offender. Consequently, responsibility for the 
act is also shifted to the victim. The power 
and influence of this vocabulary extends beyond 
psychiatric journals. As numerous observers 
have noted, in court, it is the rape victim who 
appears to be on trial (Scully and Marolla, 
1985, p. 305). 

Feminist Perspective 

In the early to middle 1970s, the feminist 

perspective gained popular attention. Rather than a 

specific theory regarding male sexual aggression and 

its causes, feminists have viewed rape as a natural 

consequence of being born female in a male-dominated 
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world, where power and authority are vested in males, 

and women are the property of men. Brownmiller (1975) 

traces the historical domination of women throughout 

the ages. 

The ancient patriarchs who came together to 
write their early covenants had used the rape 
of women to forge their own power - how then 
could they see rape as a crime against women? 
Women were wholly owned subsidiaries and not 
independent beings. Rape could not be 
envisioned as a matter of female consent and 
refusal; nor could a definition acceptable to 
males be based on male-female understanding of 
a female's right to her bodily integrity. Rape 
entered the law through the back door, as it 
were, as a property crime of man against men. 
Women, of course, were viewed as the property 
(p.18). 

Men can maintain control over women through the 

threat of rape, keeping them in a subordinate position. 

According to Weis and Borges, 

The feminist perspective, and the model which 
derives from it views rape as an extension of 
normal male sexual aggression which can be best 
understood within the context of hostility 
towards women and male sex role expectations. 
Combining elements of cultural transmission 
with the feminist perspective produces a 
framework for examining rape that stands in 
stark contrast to the psycho-pathological 
model. The concept of rape is expanded to 
include a number of factors that are ignored 
when the behavior is attributed to an 
individual disorder (1973, p.307). 

The feminist perspective explored the development and 

consequences of sex role stereotyping which have 



similarly been viewed as a consequence of living in a 

male-dominated society. William and Best (1982) 

defined sex role stereotyping as beliefs about the 

appropriate activities for men and women. Sex trait 

stereotypes refer to the social beliefs about traits 

differentially associated with men and women (in 

Hargreaves and Colley, 1987, p. 45). Although not 

scientific, these sex role and sex trait stereotypes 

characterize men as more aggressive, more physical, 

outgoing, showing more initiative (especially in 

relationships), and women as more passive, more 

dependent, more nurturing and caring. 

Feminists are quick to point out that the 

socialization of women toward these stereotypes may 

make women more susceptible to victimization. 

Brownmiller (1975) states that in dating situations 

where unwanted aggression may be an outcome, 

Social propriety and the strictures of 
conventional behavior that dictate politeness 
and femininity demand that the female 
gracefully endure or wriggle away if she can, 
but a direct confrontation falls outside of the 
behavior norms (p. 284). 

The correlation between adherence to traditional 

sex roles and sexual aggression has been used by 

researchers Rapaport and Burkhart (1984), Koss et al. 
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(1985), Burt (1986) and Korman and Leslie (1982), to 

differentiate between men who sexually aggress and 

those who do not. In general, adherence to sex role 

stereotypes has been positively correlated with 

measures of hostility toward women and a moderately 

strong predictor of sexual aggression. Feminist 

theories helped illuminate the impact of socialization 

on both men and women and was one of the first theories 

to introduce the impact of culture. 

In its most radical form, feminist theory has 

described sexual assault (rape) as a normal male sexual 

behavior. If one accepts the notion that rape is 

"normal," it is difficult to martial educational, 

social and legal remedies for combatting it. 

socio-cultural Perspective 

The feminists' contentions that rape is a weapon 

used by all men to intimidate and exploit women and 

further, that all men are innately aggressive, bestial 

and animalistic was, in part, soon challenged by 

cultural anthropologists. Just as feminist authors 

such as Brownmiller (1975) powerfully challenged the 

psycho-analytic notions that men who commit rape are 



mentally ill (and therefore substantially different 

from other men) or that women provoke sexual violence 

the socio-culturalists (many of whom are also 

feminists) attempt to identify elements within a 

particular culture or society which foster or support 

such violence in men. 
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Sanday (1981) studied 95 tribal societies and found 

that contrary to Brownmiller's thesis, rape is not a 

universal experience. Only 18% of the societies she 

studied were found to be "rape prone," described as 

societies in which female power and authority were low, 

males expressed contempt for women as decision makers, 

genders were separated, interpersonal violence rates 

were high, and toughness and aggression were highly 

valued characteristics in men. In the 47% of the 

societies termed "rape free," women were highly valued 

and respected. She placed 35% of the cultures in an 

intermediate category, which meant that rape existed 

but did not appear to be culturally supported as 

"normal male behavior." Sanday concluded that, 

"Violence is socially, not biologicallY programmed. 

Rape is not an integral part of male nature, but the 



means by which men programmed for violence express 

their sexual selves (Sanday, 1981, p. 25-26)." 
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In a similar study, Reis (1986) investigated 186 

non-industrialized cultures and found, "significant 

predictors of rape-prone societies were endorsement of 

macho personalities and a belief in the inferiority of 

females. Macho attitudes included acceptance of 

physical aggression, high risk taking and a casual 

attitude toward sexuality (in Lottes, 1986, p. 6)." 

The United states, when compared to other countries, 

could certainly be labeled as rape prone. In 1977, 

incidents of reported rapes in the united states were 

approximately three times higher than west Germany and 

England, approximately ten times higher than France and 

almost 13 times higher than Japan (Abramson and 

Hayashi, 1984). 

Incidents of sexually aggressive and assaultive 

behaviors among college men have likewise been 

exhaustively documented [Kanin (1957), Kirkpatrick and 

Kanin (1957), Kanin and Parcell (1977), Korman and 

Leslie (1982), Koss et ale (1981, 1985), Makepeace 

(1981), Parrot (1985), Rapaport and Burkhart (1984), 

Burkhart and stanton (1989), Malamuth (1981, 1984), 
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Koss and Oros (1982), Koss and Leonard (1984) Koss, 

Leonard, Beezley and Oros (1985) Sweet (1985), Tieger 

(1981), Lottes (1986), Koss, Gidycz and Wisniewski 

(1987)]. The importance of all these studies is to 

lend support to the socioculturalist belief that rape 

is not only a culturally sanctional phenomenon in the 

united states as a whole, but also prevalent in college 

and university campuses across the country. 

sociocultural models have been applied to college 

age samples in the study of acquaintance rape. Kanin 

(1984) found self-reporting date rapists to be products 

of highly sexually oriented peer group socialization. 

These men accepted the view that sexual conquest 

enhanced their self worth. Kanin also found that 

compared with non-sexually assaultive men, men 

identified as sexually assaultive had more partners and 

were more sexually active. Koss et al. (1985) found 

similar results in her college sample of sexually 

aggressive males. In an earlier study, Koss (1981) 

found that sexually aggressive men viewed the blending 

of sex and aggression as normal, had conservative 

attitudes towards female sexuality, reported greater 

rape myth acceptance, regarded heterosexual 
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relationships as adversarial, held women more 

responsible for rape prevention than men, and reported 

traditional beliefs about women's roles. According to 

Burkhart and stanton (1988), "this attitudinal 

structure is believed to be firmly embedded in a 

cultural tradition which serves to legitimize sexual 

aggression (p. 58)." 

Theoretical Underpinnings 

According to social learning theorists, all 

behavior, including sexual aggression, is learned and 

may be displayed, depending on the circumstances in 

which one finds himself/herself. "Evidence of learning 

does not rule out the possibility of innate causes. 

Learning can alter or modify built-in patterns (Deaux 

and Wrightsman, 1984, p. 196)." According to Lewin, 

human behavior is a function of both the person and the 

environment. He expressed it formulaically as B = 

f(P,E), where B = behavior, f = function, P = person 

and E = environment. Thus, a person's behavior is 

related both to characteristics within the person 

(hereditary abilities, personality, state of health, 



etc.) and to the social situation in which the person 

presently operates (Lewin, 1951). 
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The basic interactionist approach has been 

developed further by symbolic interactionist theorists 

who concern themselves with the influence of society 

and culture on an individual and in turn, the influence 

of the individual upon society and culture. This 

approach necessarily blurs the distinction between the 

potential influences of person and environment, 

allowing for a more realistic and dynamic 

interpretation of how people learn and consequently 

behave (Alfred, 1972, p. 35). 

Dollard et al. (in Deaux, 1984) hypothesized that 

frustration causes aggression. Dollard defined 

frustration as the state that emerges when 

circumstances interfere with goal response. Buss 

(1967) suggested that frustration and aggression may be 

linked only when aggression has instrumental value, 

that is, when aggressive behavior will help override 

the frustration (Buss, p. 1-7). 

Berkowitz (1969) disagreed, in part, with Dollard 

and Buss, hypothesizing that frustration only creates a 

readiness for aggressive acts and that cues must be 
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present in the environment to serve as triggers for the 

expression of aggression. Berkowitz represented this 

model as follows: 

Frustration --~ readiness -~ stimulus cues --~ 

aggression. 

The cues, according to Berkowitz, can increase the 

strength of the aggressive response. For the purposes 

of this study, these stimuli might include both 

internal (adherence to rape supportive beliefs, past 

experiences which may direct present behavior) and 

external cues (such as alcohol, overcrowding, third 

party instigation or perceived peer pressure). 

The direction the aggression takes depends on an 

individual's goal and motivation. Groth (1979), a 

pioneer in the study of rapists, states that with 

"power rape" (the most common type of rapist according 

to Groth) the goal of the rapist is to achieve sexual 

intercourse with his victim as evidence of conquest. 

The conquest in turn serves to assert the rapist's 

competence, validate his masculinity and compensate for 

underlying feelings of inadequacy and lack of control. 

According to Russel (1975), "Rape is the logical 

consequence of the lack of symmetry in the way males 
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and females are socialized in this society (in Borgess, 

1988, p. 201)." 

Finkelhor (1984) proposed five preconditions for 

the occurrence of sexual violence; four are relevant to 

this study. First, the assault must be emotionally 

congruent with the perpetrator's beliefs. Several 

variables in the study are related to this 

precondition: exposure to family violence, exposure to 

pornographic magazines which tend to portray women as 

sex objects (and often provide visual impressions of 

sex and violence), hostility toward women, and 

adherence to rape supportive beliefs. Adversarial 

beliefs towards women can be assessed by the use of 

Burt's (1980) instrument, which was incorporated into 

the Collegiate Lifestyle and Relationship Survey used 

in this study. 

Second, sexual arousal must be possible in the 

presence of nonconsent and resistance. Check and 

Malamuth (1983), have conducted laboratory studies to 

determine the link between pornographic images and male 

sexual stimulation. Video tapes of what appeared to be 

consensual and nonconsensual sexual acts were shown to 

male participants. Penile stimulation was monitored 
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throughout the experiment. videos portraying 

nonconsensual sexual acts using varying degrees of 

physical violence were found to be more sexually 

stimulating than consensual portrayals. After viewing 

the videos, participants were asked to engage in 

another experiment where they were asked to administer 

electric shock to a confederate experimenter under the 

guise of an experiment on learning. Men who had been 

exposed to videos portraying nonconsensual sexual acts 

were more prone to administer higher levels of electric 

shock to the confederate than were those exposed to 

consensual acts and control groups who viewed a video 

unrelated to sex. 

Check and Malamuth's research suggests a link 

between exposure to pornography, stimulation and 

subsequent aggressive behavior under very controlled 

circumstances. In the present study, issues of sexual 

arousal in the presence of nonconsent and resistance 

are not measured directly. Questions regarding the use 

of various pornographic magazines were included in the 

Collegiate Lifestyle and Relationship Survey to 

determine if there is an association between such 

material and self-reports of sexually aggressive and 
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assaultive behavior. There may also be a link between 

the adherence to rape supportive beliefs and issues of 

consent. Men who tend to hold rape supportive beliefs 

are more likely to believe common myths and 

misconceptions about sexual assault, such as: A woman 

must say "no" to a man's advances to protect her 

reputation. So, a man may believe that "no" does not 

necessarily mean "no" and applying more pressure is 

expected of him. In this scenario, "no" really means 

"yes," given time. If men adhere to rape supportive 

beliefs, then it does not matter so much whether they 

can become sexually aroused in the presence of 

resistance and nonconsent, but rather how they 

interpret such resistance. When resistance is viewed 

as part of "the game," it is not real resistance, just 

a temporary set back. 

Third, obstacles that block access to consenting 

partners must exist. Finkelhor's conceptual work dealt 

mainly with child abusers. This precondition is only 

marginally valuable in the study of acquaintance rape. 

It seems facially logical that a man in a fulfilling 

intimate relationship would be less likely to sexually 

aggress than those who are not. However, this line of 
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reasoning strengthens the myth that sexual assault is a 

crime of passion rather than violence. Groth (1979) 

discovered that the vast majority of men who committed 

rape had access to a sexual partner (wife or 

girlfriend) at the time they committed the crime. 

Thus, a strong argument exists that even if rape is 

born of sexual frustration, the roots are aggression 

and sex is simply a means to an end. Groth (1979) and 

Koss et al. (1985) concluded that sexual satisfaction 

is negatively correlated to sexual aggression. 

Fourth, "releasers" that allow typically inhibited 

behavior to occur must be present. Alcohol and drugs 

have been positively corre!ated with acquaintance rape 

and other forms of sexual aggression. Koss et al. 

(1985) estimated that approximately 75% of the men and 

55% of the women involved in acquaintance rapes had 

been drinking or taking drugs just before the attack. 

Alcohol remains the drug of choice on most college 

campuses. It has a tendency to cloud judgment and 

lower inhibitions in both men and women. Numerous 

questions in this study's survey deal with self-reports 

of alcohol and drug use and the frequency and amount of 

alcohol use among peers. 
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Perceived peer pressure to have sex may also serve 

as a releaser. If a person's perception of his/her 

living environment is that "everybody is doing it" and 

fitting into this cultural norm is important, then 

sexual conquests, even to the point of sexual assault, 

may be deemed "appropriate." Numerous questions in 

this study deal with peer pressure (for example: "With 

your friends, how often do you hear talk speculating 

how a particular woman would be in bed?"; "How much 

pressure do you get from your friends to discuss your 

sexual experiences?;11 and, "00 your friends ever 

pressure you to have sex with women when you do not 

want to?"). Mere access to women may also serve as a 

releaser. These questions will help establish a better 

understanding of the cultural norms in each of the 

living environments selected for this study. 

Finkelhor's final precondition states that 

environmental settings that preclude assault including 

the victim's resistance must be overcome. This study 

does not attempt to look at specific incidents of 

sexual aggression to determine where, when and how a 

sexual assault occurred. The environment is critical, 

however, in ascertaining cultural norms which may guide 
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behavior. Environments with low supervision, high use 

of alcohol, those which tend to be exclusive (limiting 

access), and accepting of interpersonal violence, and 

rape supportive myths would seem to be generally more 

"dangerous" environments. Living environments may vary 

in their support of exogenous and endogenous variables 

associated with sexually aggressive behavior. In the 

following section, literature regarding fraternity and 

residence hall living environments will be discussed in 

greater detail. 

Fraternities 

According to Winston and Saunders (1987), 

The Greek experience can generate opportunities 
for participants to develop mature 
interpersonal relationships, learn leadership 
skills, develop capacities for cooperative 
effort through teamwork, stimulate a lively 
interchange of ideas, promote values congruent 
with a democratic society and a learning 
community, and facilitate the development of a 
sense of autonomy and personal identity (p. 7). 

The authors state that although great potential exists, 

this potential is largely unrealized. The authors 

point out that in most college fraternities there is 

evidence of alcohol and drug abuse, irresponsible and 

negligent behavior sometimes resulting in personal 



injuries or even death, hazing, poor academic 

performance, destruction of property, bigotry, sexual 

assault and disruption of residential neighborhoods. 

The authors point out that although these charges 

cannot be levied against all Greek organizations or 

chapters, a pattern exists that creates many negative 

stereotypes in the minds of university administrators 

and the general public. 

In reviewing research on measures of values, 

attitudes and personality development to determine if 

students who elect to join Greek letter organizations 

are different from those who do not, Winston and 

Saunders found the following: 

Miller (1973) found fraternity rushees, 
compared to non-rushees, to be more 
conservative, more dependent on peers, less 
sensitive to social injustice and involved in 
fewer cultural activities. In a recent study 
by Hughes and Winston (1987) at a large public 
university, fraternity pledges and independents 
were found not to differ with each ather on 
measures of interpersonal values, but during 
the course of the pledgeship year, Greeks 
became more like each other and came to value 
power more and independence less. Independents 
remained virtually unchanged in their values 
during the course of the year (Winston and 
Saunders, 1987, p. 9). 

According to several researchers (e.g. Feldman and 
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Newcomb, 1969; Kart, 1973; and Astin, 1977), Greeks are 
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generally more politically conservative than non

Greeks. Additional comparative research, reported by 

Winston and Saunders (1987, p. 10), has found that 

Greeks are more authoritarian and ethnocentric 

(Bohrnstedt, 1969; and Astin, 1977); exhibit more 

developmental leadership skills (Dollar, 1966; and 

Astin, 1977); are more sociable (Baird, 1969) i have 

more self-confidence, possess greater self-esteem and 

are more assertive (Dollar, 1966, and Astin, 1977); are 

less sophisticated in the humanities and arts (Wilder, 

1986) i are less sensitive to moral and social 

injustices (Wilder, 1978)i are more socially conforming 

(Johnson, 1970, and Rose and Elton, 1971); have greater 

feelings of security and belonging on the campus Astin, 

1977); become more hedonistic over time (Astin, 1977) ; 

adhere more closely to traditional religious beliefs 

(Segal, 1965, and Astin, 1977). 

Hughes and Winston (1987) also studied leadership 

(defined as the ability to exercise power and influence 

over others) and its relationship to social conformity. 

They found that pledges came to value leadership in 

interpersonal relationships more highly than 

independents. The authors suggest that role models 
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presented to pledges including house officers, pledge 

educators, and team captains may project an 

authoritarian image of leadership whir:~:, "pledges come 

to believe is the chapter's ideal in which control of 

others is seen as desirable (p. 410)." One of the 

major overall findings of this research appears to be 

that fraternities promote conformity. "Fraternity 

education programs need to pay careful attention to 

which values are being promoted (especially through the 

actions, not just the words, of members) and most 

important, whether the attitudes and values expressed 

by members coincide with the ideals on which fraternity 

was founded (Hughes and Winston, 1987, p. 410)." 

Hirschorn (1988) reports that behavior of students 

in fraternities is worsening. Although fraternity 

officials insist that problems such as racial 

harassment, sexual assault and alcohol abuse on campus 

are widespread among the general student body, 

Hirschorn states, " ... some educators charge that the 

fraternity environment encourages antisocial behavior 

such as drinking and abuse of women." Bernice Sandler 

of the Association of American Colleges states that "at 

least 80% of the gang rapes reported to her office are 
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fraternity related. Fraternities very often provide an 

atmosphere where sexual prowess, sexual activity, 

scoring is encouraged, permitted, reinforced (in 

Hirschorn, 1988, p. A36)." 

Fraternity houses are structurally similar to 

residence halls in that they have student rooms and 

common areas. However, fraternities do not generally 

have staff on site. They rely on a different 

organizational structure than residence halls to 

encourage compliance with regulations. Regulations, 

guidelines and goals of fraternities are promulgated by 

the fraternities' national chapter, and alumni advisors 

assist local chapter officers (students) with the day 

to day operation of the houses. House officers' duties 

include pledge selection and education, planning 

social, educational and philanthropic activities, and 

financial management of the house. Houses are 

generally either owned by the corporate office and 

rented to the fraternity or owned by the university and 

leased to the fraternity. The relationship between 

fraternities and the host institution varies, but 

generally fraternities are recognized as campus 

organizations and are therefore eligible to receive 
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support services provided by the institution. Although 

total membership in a house may be quite large, 

fraternity houses selected for use in this study house 

less than 100 students on site. 

Residence Halls 

students on the campus used in this study may opt 

to live in one of several types of residence halls, 

including single sex, co-ed halls, or apartment style 

halls. students must sign a contract with the 

Department of Residence Life which stipulates certain 

behavioral expectations. Residence halls are managed 

by a live-in residence hall director, and on each wing, 

a resident assistant (undergraduate peer) is charged 

with assisting between 18-50 students on his/her floor. 

Their duties include administrative tasks, designing 

programs to meet the developmental needs of students, 

student conduct reporting and facility/maintenance 

management. Resident Assistants must complete a 16-

week training course covering student development 

theory, basic counseling skills, crisis management, 

issues such as suicide, alcohol and drug use, diversity 

and sexual assault. 
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The goal of on-campus residential living is to 

provide a safe living/learning environment which 

fosters personal and academic growth. Students 

indicate on their contract their preferences for living 

arrangements and are assigned based on these 

preferences whenever possible. Most single sex 

residence halls have limited visitation. Coed 

residence halls are co-ed by floor, and in stark 

contrast to Moffatt's (1989) description of 

coeducational living, men and women may not roam the 

building freely nor do they live next door to each 

other or with each other. Apartment style residence 

halls, which are co-ed by room, were not used for this 

study because peer groups were much more difficult to 

define. Students living in apartment style residence 

halls tend to experience greater isolation than 

students living in traditional residence halls because 

they are not forced to associate with one another (e.g. 

no common bathrooms) . 

Common to both environments is the use of alcohol 

and drugs. Although alcohol may not be served as part 

of a social function in a residence hall, underage 

drinking is still prevalent. Fraternities have had the 
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ability to hold large dances and other social events 

which involve alcohol. Carding, to determine the age 

of party attenders, and limiting alcohol consumption 

have been problematic. Due to a large number of 

incidents on this campus, including the death of a 

police officer at a fraternity party and numerous cases 

involving assault and battery, the administration is 

attempting to assert more control over alcohol use at 

fraternity parties. Cases of sexual assault have 

reportedly occurred in residence halls, fraternities 

and off campus. However as only two cases were 

reported to the campus police during the year this 

survey was administered, it is difficult to assess the 

true frequency of sexual assault. On a positive note, 

both fraternities and residence halls have been 

credited with aiding college retention efforts and in 

assisting students in making the transition from living 

with parents and becoming more autonomous (Chickering 

and Associates, 1981). 

Conceptual Framework 

Two recent theoretical models were influential in 

the development of the author's instrument, the 



73 

Collegiate Lifestyle and Relationship Survey. In the 

first model, White and Koss (1990) used an "embedded" 

perspective to illuminate and organize factors 

affecting the likelihood of sexually assaultive 

behavior among college age males. Their model presents 

four levels of analysis: the otogenetic level that 

considers the intrapsychic characteristics of an 

individual; the microsystem which is defined as the 

dyadic interpersonal context and includes features of 

the relationship and situation; the exosystem which 

includes the social structures that directly encroach 

on a young man's daily life, such as family, peer 

relationships, school and religion; and the 

macrosystem, the larger social context that includes 

cultural values, norms and expectations. The authors 

of this model believe that, "the interplay of these 

systems. . .provides the context within which the 

process of sexual assault occurs (p. 8)." The work of 

white and Koss (1990) is beneficial because it 

identifies both variables and levels of analysis which 

should be considered: 



macrosystem 

exosystem 

microsystem 

otogenetic level 

Incorporating some of the same concepts and 

variables, Craig (1990) proposed that the Situational 

Model of Coercive Behavior, developed by Snyder and 

Ickes (1985), could predict sexually assaultive 

behavior. This model is essentially a symbolic 

interactionist perspective of sexually assaultive 

behavior, positing that exogenous and endogenous 

variables have bidirectional influence "wherein the 
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participants and situation reciprocally impact on each 

other ... [and] where the coercive male may 

deliberately change situations to make them congruent 

with his disposition (Craig, 1990, p. 406)." According 

to Craig, 

People may change themselves, the situation or 
their perception of the situation to eliminate 
the incongruency between their experience and 
their self-concept. Following the situational 
model, the coercive male may deal with 



incongruency in five ways including cognitive 
restructuring, selective evaluation, selective 
exposure evocation of congruent features and 
congruency by comparison (1990, p. 406). 

I ., 

INO CONSENT I 

., 

CONGRUENCY 
BY 

COMPARISON 

I 

., 

., 

(from Coercive Sexuality in Dating Relationships: A situational model, Craig, 1990) 
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Although the complete theory has never been tested, the 

author presents ample evidence from the literature that 

elements of the model can be operationalized and 

tested. 

Disposition and history of male is a broad category 

which includes traits or dispositions within the 

individual guiding and directing his behavior. 
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Research conducted on sexually coercive males has 

identified several predictive factors, including the 

acceptance of interpersonal violence, higher levels of 

hostility toward women (Rapaport and Burkhart, 1984), 

adherence to rape supportive beliefs (Burt, 1980), sex 

role stereotyping and adversarial sexual beliefs (Burt, 

1980; Rapaport and Burkhart, 1984; Calhoun, Kelley, 

Amick and Gardner, 1986; and Koss and Oros, 1982). 

This component of the model also incorporated past 

sexual history, such as the onset of sexual intercourse 

and the number of partners [which Koss et al. (1985) 

found to be positively correlated with self-reports of 

sexually assaultive males] and perceptions of peer 

experience. According to Koss et al. (1985), men whose 

friends place a high value on sexual prowess and 

experience are more likely to use coercive methods to 

attain sexual intercourse with women. 

Coercive-supportive peer groups place a high 
value on loss of virginity, discussing sexual 
experiences, and discussing women in terms of 
their sexual possibilities (Kanin, 1985; Koss 
et al., 1985). Not conforming to the values of 
the group may lead to ostracism and rejection 
(Kanin, 1967). Thus it seems that coercive 
males are more reactive to make social pressure 
than their non-coercive peers (Craig, 1990, p. 
410) . 
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Selective exposure is defined as a process in which 

males select situations that are likely to allow for 

the expression of their dispositions. In a study of 

coercive males and their peer groups, Kanin (1967) 

concluded that "the orientation to sexually exploit was 

acquired at a previous period, high school or perhaps 

earlier and the choice of sympathetic membership groups 

at college largely represents a selective attempt to 

sustain and receive support for the earlier acquired 

values (p. 501)." Given that selective exposure may 

differ for men living in residence halls and 

fraternities, and that selection to a given living 

environment may represent the desire to be near peers 

who have shared values, the study uses place of 

residence as a key variable and includes numerous 

questions about peer pressure and peer attitudes in the 

survey instrument. 

Selective evaluation incorporates the individual's 

interpretation of events. In this process, the person 

subjectively weighs the relative importance of 

different cues in the environment and attends to those 

which he feels are weighted most heavily. These cues 

may include clothing worn by women, token resistance, 
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and dating patterns which allow for the expression of 

the male's dispositions. "Zellman, Johnson, GIarrusso 

and Goodchilds (1979) found that males interpret almost 

all cues, including type of clothing, dating 

activities, and dating behaviors, more sexually than do 

females (in Craig, 1990, p. 413)." Craig (1990) goes 

on to say, 

.•. males may place prime importance on those 
aspects of the situation which encourage him to 
make sexual advances, accurate or not, and 
minimize those which would inhibit him, 
including direct refusals. This process of 
selective evaluation allows the coercive male 
to express his dispositions and avoid 
incongruency by using a subjective weighting 
process in his evaluation of his date's and his 
own behavior (p. 414). 

Evocation of congruent features involves the active 

manipulation of the situation to enhance the likelihood 

of sex and to minimize resistance. A common strategy 

is to encourage the use of alcohol by the victim. 

craig (1989) found that making false statements or 

promises to talk a woman into having sex [seduction] 

was used by 42% of the men in her sample. 

Cognitive restructuring according to Snyder and 

Ickes (1985), is changing interpretations to better fit 

one's self image. "Common implementations of this 

mechanism in coercive sexual behavior include use of 
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alcohol (by the male), victim blaming and 

rationalizations (Craig, 1990, p. 415)." Reporting on 

the effects of alcohol on inhibitions, Crowe and George 

(1989) found that "subjects who believed they had 

consumed alcohol, whether or not they actually had, 

[college age subjects were given alcohol or a placebo] 

behaved as if actualizing the widespread belief that 

alcohol promotes violence and sexual responsiveness (in 

Craig, 1990, p. 415)." victim blaming is used to 

reduce perceived responsibility for sexual coercion. 

The third aspect of restructuring involves 

rationalizations a man uses for sexual aggression. 

Koss et al. (1985) found in her study of approximately 

3,000 college men, that men who have a sexually 

coercive history view their behavior as normal and that 

aggression to get sex is appropriate under some 

circumstances. There is a striking resemblance between 

the process of cognitive restructuring and what Amir 

(1971) described as victim precipitation. This belief 

system can be operationalized and measured by the use 

of Burts' Rape supportive Beliefs Scale (1980) and 

Checks' Hostility Towards Women (1983), both of which 



were incorporated into Collegiate Lifestyle and 

Relationship Survey used in this research project. 

The last element in the model is congruency by 

comparison. This has also been termed reattribution. 

Simply put, if methods to have sex with an unwilling 

woman fail, the blame for this is placed on the woman 

or the situation, but never on the man. By doing so, 

the man may maintain his self image intact. 
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Craig's (1990) situational model hypothesizes the 

process by which the decision to sexually assault 

occurs. It presents and defends areas which should be 

included in a thoughtful analysis of variables 

associated with sexually aggressive and assaultive 

behaviors. Although the White and Koss (1990) and 

Craig (1990) models discussed are complementary, 

neither provides distinct categories adequate for 

analysis. For example, White and Koss (1990) include 

attitude formation under the heading of the 

macrosystem, but craig (1990) incorporates the 

formation of attitudes as being a part of the history 

and disposition of the male. Both seem logical and 

appropriate because attitudes are formed through 

interaction with the larger social milieu and are 
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reinforced over time. Action is guided by these 

beliefs and may be triggered by environmental cues or 

simply by the opportunity to act in a given manner. 

Environmental characteristics include elements of 

Craig's selective exposure and evocation of congruent 

features. While both White and Koss (1990) and craig 

(1990) emphasize the influence of peers, neither have 

looked at living environments to determine if variables 

characteristic of a given living environment are 

significantly different and if these differences relate 

to predictions of sexual violence. 

For the purpose of this study, four broad areas of 

analysis have been selected: history and background, 

environmental characteristics, attitudes, and self

reports of sexually aggressive and assaultive behavior. 

History and background incorporates demographic and 

academic characteristics. This area corresponds to 

White and Koss' (1990) "otogenetic level" and Craig's 

(1990) "history and disposition of the male." 

Environmental characteristics incorporate what White 

and Koss (1990) describe as the microsystem, as well as 

elements of Craig's (1990) selective exposure and 

evocation of congruent features, which were 
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conceptualized as the impact of the environment and 

peers on the male. Attitudes are considered by Craig 

to be part of the male's disposition, but white and 

Koss (1990) see this component as a primary consequence 

of the impact of societal values on an individual. 

Thus, they incorporated attitudes into their 

macrosystem level of analysis. Finally, sexually 

aggressive and assaultive behavior are incorporated 

into Craig's model under evocation of congruent 

features. The simplified model selected for use in 

this study was derived from White and Koss (1990) and 

Craig (1990), and includes elements described by the 

literature as pertinent to an investigative study of 

sexually aggressive and assaultive behavior through 

focusing on living environments. The model is 

represented on the next page. The number in the corner 

of the box indicates the number of questions 

corresponding to a given topic within the survey. It 

will be necessary to determine which factor or factors 

in this new model are most predictive of behavior, 

using a post hoc research methodology. Specific 

elements of this model will be described more fully in 
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Chapter Three and corresponding survey items related to 

these areas will be presented. 
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CHAPTER 3 

METHODOLOGY 

Data for this study were collected by administering 

a questionnaire, the Collegiate Lifestyle and 

Relationship Survey, to approximately 475 men living in 

fraternities, co-ed and single-sex residence halls to 

determine if specific characteristics of these living 

environments are predictive differentially of self

reported sexually aggressive and assaultive attitudes 

and behaviors. Scales and questions selected or 

developed for inclusion in this instrument were based 

on earlier research findings and guided by the 

theoretical models of White and Koss (1990) and Craig 

(1990). Data were analyzed by analysis of variance and 

regression. 

SUBJECTS 

Approximately 475 male students were surveyed; 466 

surveys were complete and usable. Of this total group, 

32.6% lived in single sex residence halls, 43% lived in 

co-ed residence halls and 14.1% lived in fraternity 

houses at the time of the survey. An additional 10.1% 
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were fraternity members living off campus. A complete 

description of these groups will be provided in Chapter 

Four. As the researcher was an administrator in 

Residence Life at the time of this study, access to 

males living in residence halls was gained with 

relative ease. Hall staff were cooperative in 

providing the time and manpower to administer the 

survey. Access to fraternity members was significantly 

more difficult to acquire. 

Permission to conduct the survey was sought from 

corporate fraternity presidents, each being contacted 

individually by mail. All but one of the fraternities 

that responded answered favorably; however, several 

stated that they would like more information before 

giving their support. All suggested that local chapter 

presidents be contacted directly to elicit their 

support. All fraternities were guaranteed that 

information would be pooled by type of living 

environment and that no fraternity would be identified 

by name or distinguishing characteristics. Ten 

fraternity presidents were then contacted by telephone 

to request their participation. Five fraternities 

initially agreed to participate in the study; however, 
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three fraternities later withdrew their support. Two 

cited concerns over fraternity reputation if the 

results did not present them in a favorable light, the 

other citing a "scheduling conflict." A trained male 

proctor administered the survey in a group setting at 

the remaining two fraternities. Approximately ten 

surveys were also submitted by a third fraternity who 

had earlier rejected the notion of participating. 

These surveys were administered by a member of the 

fraternity following the established guidelines. 

Coed and single sex residence halls were selected 

based on size of the hall and other lifestyle 

characteristics. Neither co-ed apartment style 

residence halls nor buildings housing more than two 

students per room were used. Three ced residence halls 

with similar characteristics were selected. Male hall 

staff were trained to serve as proctors for the 

administration of the survey. Students were notified 

that a research survey would be given following the 

final wing meeting in each of the three halls. 

Residents were told the nature of the study in general 

terms and were informed that their participation was 

completely voluntary. Students interested in 



participating met in small groups in study lounges 

located in their halls, were read the instructions by 

the proctor, and completed the survey on site. 
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All single-sex hall residents were recruited to 

participate. Three all-male halls participated, using 

the same techniques as described above. 

QUESTIONNAIRE 

A copy of the Collegiate Lifestyle and Relationship 

Survey is included in appendix A. The questionnaire 

can be divided into four sections: demographic 

information, environmental characteristics, attitudes 

towards women and finally, self-reports of sexually 

aggressive and assaultive behavior using the "Sexual 

Experiences Survey" developed by Koss et ale (1985) and 

adapted for use in this study. 

Demographic background information included 

questions regarding age, religion, ethnicity, parents' 

levels of education, family income, parents' marital 

status, strictness of parents, family violence, year in 

school and GPA. Affiliation and residence questions 

focused on current place of residence, residence last 

semester, affiliation (independent, greek active or 
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pledge) and where friends, with whom they spend the 

most time, reside. Questions regarding environmental 

characteristics included values of peers, perceptions 

of leadership, perceptions of the living environment, 

perception of and adherence to rules in the 

environment, level of supervision, importance of 

fitting in with peers in the environment, ability to 

make changes in the environment, access to wo~en, level 

of roughhousing, personal alcohol and drug use and peer 

perceptions of same, and pressure to discuss or engage 

in sexual activity. These constructs relate to 

elements contained within the exosystem, as described 

by White and Koss (1990). In studies by Kanin (1985) 

and Koss et ale (1985) these variables, especially peer 

pressure to discuss or engage in sexual experience, 

have been correlated with higher levels of sexual 

aggression. Craig (1990) included these variables 

under the "disposition and history of the male." 

Sexual experience was assessed by asking questions 

about their current level of sexual activity, age when 

they first had sexual intercourse, number of partners, 

and a question regarding the use of condoms. Use of 

pornographic magazines was derived from participants 
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indicating what magazines they read occasionally or 

regularly. Koss et al. (1985) found the number of 

partners to be one of the best predictors of sexual 

aggression. This is logical as the more experience one 

has, the greater the possibility of having a sexual 

encounter which could be labeled as assaultive. 

Exposure to pornographic images of women was similarly 

found to be related to aggression in a laboratory 

setting (Malamuth and Check, 1983). 

Attitudes were measured using Check's Hostility 

Toward Women (1983), which is a 30 item forced-choice 

true or false scale. Hostility is an attitudinal 

measure. Like Burt's scale, which measures rape 

supportive beliefs, these attitudes may be formed 

through past experience, societal views advanced by 

print and visual media, and contact with peers. A 

second measure of attitudes is Burt's Rape Supportive 

Beliefs Scale (1980). It is designed to assess a 

"generalized cultural background of attitudes focusing 

specifically on rape and sexual violence (p. 218)." 

Burtis (1980) scales measure how strongly an individual 

endorses ideas that support the occurrence of rape and 

places responsibility on the victim. Using Burtis 
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procedures, four scores were obtained from these items. 

The names and internal consistency reliability of each 

scale as determined by Burt (1980) were as follows: 

Adversarial Sexual.Beliefs (alpha = .80), Acceptance of 

Interpersonal Violence (alpha = .59), Sexual 

Conservatism (alpha = .81), and Rape Myth Acceptance 

(alpha = .88). According to Burt (1980), sex role 

stereotyping was found to vary directly with rape myth 

acceptance. Sexual conservatism focuses on notions of 

appropriate sexual behavior. Burt hypothesized that an 

extremely sexually conservative individual "might feel 

so strongly threatened by and rejecting of the specific 

circumstances of the rape that he or she would overlook 

the coercion and force involved and condemn the victim 

for participation (p. 218)." Burt stated that 

adversarial sexual beliefs "refers to the expectations 

that sexual relationships are fundamentally 

exploitative, that each party to them is manipulative, 

sly, cheating, opaque to the others' understanding and 

not to be trusted (p. 218)." Adherence to 

interpersonal violence implies that force and coercion 

are legitimate ways to gain compliance. Burt found the 



scales to be highly intercorrelated. According to 

Burt, 

Acceptance of interpersonal violence was the 
strongest predictor of rape myth acceptance. 
If sex role stereotyping is the precondition 
for targeting women as potential sexual 
victims, acceptance of interpersonal violence 
may be the attitudinal releaser of assaultive 
action. Excessive violence has long been a 
theme in American life; rape is only one of its 
modes of expression. But the data presented 
here suggest that the combination of pressures 
of sex role stereotyping and the psychological 
availability of violence have helped to produce 
a rape rate in the united states that is the 
highest of any industrialized country (1980, p. 
229) • 

The last section of the Collegiate Lifestyle and 

Relationship Survey includes ten statements to 
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ascertain self-reports of specific sexually aggressive 

and assaultive behaviors. The statements range from 

making catcalls to women, through more severe behavior 

such as unwanted touching, attempted sexual assault and 

sexual assault. Men were asked to rate the frequency 

of such behaviors "since age 14" and "this academic 

year." Frequencies were coded as follows: never, 

once, twice, several times, or often. Similar 

procedures were used by Koss et ale (1985) and Rapaport 

and Burkhart (1984) in their research. Kerlinger 

(1973) has questioned the validity of such self-reports 
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because people may be prone to lie about their 

behavior. Koss et ale (1985) tested the reliability of 

self-reporting sexual behavior, by asking respondents 

to indicate whether or not they would be willing to be 

interviewed on the same material in the survey 

regarding their sexual activities at a later point in 

time. These volunteers were then contacted and 

interviewed by a licensed psychologist. Koss found 

that 93% of the individuals answered the questions 

exactly the same. 

DATA ANALYSIS 

Data analysis began with a statistical description 

of the total population. Residential samples were then 

compared and contrasted with analysis of variance 

(ANOVA) to identify differences on the various 

background, attitudinal, and behavioral traits. 

Dependence of the various attitudinal and 

behavioral traits on environmental and personal 

background characteristics were explored via regression 

analysis. Using a methodology suggested by Koss et ale 

(1985), variable blocks were identified and loaded into 

the SPSSx statistical program in a logical sequence . 

... _ ........ - ---- -----
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This procedure allows the roles of each set of 

variables to be examined with the effect of earlier 

variables controlled. The grouping of characteristics 

was guided by White and Koss (1990) and Craig (1990). 

Groupings or blocks were organized as follows: 

demographic information (history and background) ; 

environmental characteristics and behavior; attitudes 

(which incorporates the scales of Burt and Check); and 

self-reported sexually aggressive and assaultive 

behavior. The structure of borrowed scales was 

confirmed and found appropriate with factor analysis. 
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CHAPTER 4 

RESEARCH FINDINGS 

This chapter presents the empirical findings of this 

study, unfolding them in several stages. First, data 

are reported for the total group on demographic 

characteristics, their family backgrounds, and 

collegiate residential situations. Characteristics of 

the subjects' living situations are used to define five 

residential groups which are the comparative focus of 

this study. After these five groups are compared on 

their demographic backgrounds through analysis of 

variance, the remaining survey items covering aspects 

of the respondents' living environments, attitudes, and 

behaviors are described first for the sample as a 

whole, then with respect to statistically significant 

differences among the five residential settings. 

Finally, patterns of predictive influence among all of 

these factors are explored with a series of the 

interlocking multiple regression analyses. 

Not all respondents to a survey will take it 

seriously; some individuals will give answers intended 

to confound the results. Some of the responses 
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produced under such an intent will be difficult to 

detect. Others are fairly easy, however. If, for 

example, a respondent answers "false" to all of the 

items in a battery of questions that were design9d to 

balance question phrasing, one may be fairly certain 

that the answers were not generated honestly. Since 

all possible responses to questions in the 

questionnaire were computer coded, a print-out showing 

response patterns was generated by the computer. Where 

little or no variation in patterns was identified (e.g. 

all questions coded as "2"), the original 

questionnaires were identified (by code) and examined 

for completeness and non-random responses. In order to 

ensure the best possible results, the responses in 

sections found to be falsified in such a manner were 

treated as missing data and any surveys with two or 

more such sections were dropped from the analysis 

entirely. Ten questionnaires were eliminated from the 

data set using this process. 

Table 1 displays the text of the original 

questionnaire items regarding the respondents' 

background characteristics, showing the percentage of 

the total group (N=464) responding to each individual 
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response item. Totals for each question may not equal 

100% as missing items were not calculated in these 

totals. When compared to Cooperative Institutional 

Research Program (CIRP) data collected for the same 

year, the individuals who volunteered for the current 

research project are comparable. The total freshman 

class self-reported as 83.2% white (anglos), and in the 

present study, 83.5% of the respondents identified 

themselves as anglo. African Americans account for 

2.3% of the freshman class and 1.3% of the participants 

in this study. American Indians account for 1.5% of 

the freshman class at this institution, yet 2.1% of the 

participants in the study identified themselves as 

American Indian. CIRP data reports Asian-Americans as 

4.5% of the total freshman class surveyed, and 4.9% 

were represented in the current sample. Hispanics 

account for 9.4% of the total freshman class and 7.4% 

of this sample. 



TABLE 1: BACKGROUND CHARACTERISTICS, RESIDENTIAL 
SETTINGS AND GREEK AFFILIATION 

N = 464 

1. How old are you today? 
~ = 19.64 SD 1.37 

2. What is your ethnic background? 
2.1% 
4.9% 
1.3% 
7.4% 

83.5% 
.8% 

American Indian 
Asian or Pacific Islander 
Black (African American) 

. Hispanic 
Non-Hispanic White (Anglo) 
other, please specify: 

3. In what religion were you raised? 
36.4% Catholic 

5.8% Jewish 
31.7% Protestant 
15.9% None 

9.3% other, please specify: 

98 

4. Indicate your father's highest level of education. 
3.7% Some high school 
9.7% High school graduate 

14.9% Some college 
33.4% College graduate 
37.7% Graduate school or professional school 

graduate (law, medicine, dentistry, 
etc ... ) 

5. Indicate your mother's highest level of education. 
2.2% Some high school 

19.4% High school graduate 
24.4% Some college 
36.6% College graduate 
17.0% Graduate school or professional school 

graduate (law, medicine, dentistry, 
etc ... ) 



TABLE 1: continued 

6. Please estimate your family's income for last 
year. 

7.5% 
19.4% 
24.6% 
17.9% 
25.2% 

$25,000 or below 
$25,001 - $50,000 
$50~001 - $75,000 
$75,001 - $100,000 
over $100,000 

" 
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7. with whom did you live while you were growing-up? 
82.3% Mother and father together 
11.0% Mother only 

1.3% Father only 
4.4% Lived alternatively with both 

.4% Lived with neither parent 

8. While you were growing up, did your mother work 
outside your home? 

33.0% No 
66.2% Yes. If yes, in what type of job? 

9. How strict were your parents in making you abide 
by their rules? 

4.1% Not at all strict 
48.8% A little strict 
41.4% Very strict 

5.2% Extremely strict 

10. While you were growing up, did your parents ever 
use physical punishment (spanking, slapping, 
kicking) when you misbehaved? 

21. 3% Never 
66.8% sometimes 
10.1% Usually 
1. 5% Always 

11. Did you ever observe any physical or verbal abuse 
in your home? Check all that apply. 

66.6% No family violence 
10.1% Yes - between parents 

8.6% Yes - between parent(s) and other 
siblings 

13.1% Yes - between parent(s) and myself 



TABLE 1: continued 

12. What is your current year in college? 
44.0% Freshman 
27.2% Sophomore 
16.8% Junior 
10.1% Senior 

13. What is your cumulative GPA? 
~ = 2.94 SD .55 

14. Where do you currently live? 
32.1% All male residence hall 
42.9% CoEd residence hall 
14.4% Fraternity House 

.6% Home of parent or relative 
9.5% House/Apartment off campus 

15. Where did you live last semester? 
31. 0% All male residence hall 
35.6% CoEd residence hall 
10.3% Fraternity House 
10.8% Home of parent or relative 

9.9% House/Apartment off campus 

16. Which term best describes your affiliation? 
62.7% Independent (non-Greek) 

3.2% Rushed, but not pledged 
5.8% Greek Pledge 

27.4% Greek Active 

100 

17. Think about the male friends with whom you spend 
most of your free time. Where do they live? 

21.1% All male residence hall 
31.3% CoEd residence hall 
23.3% Fraternity House 

2.4% Home of parent or relative 
20.3% House/Apartment off campus 



101 

As expected, the individuals in this sample are 

older than CIRP respondents, who were all freshmen. 

Compared with CIRP data, this sample has a greater 

percentage of Catholics and a lower percentage of 

students indicating that they do not have a religious 

preference. Jewish students are under-represented when 

compared to the CIRP data. Family income ranges are 

similar to the CIRP data for the midranges. 

Approximately 7.5% of the students in this study 

indicated that their family income was less than 

$25,000, and 43.1% indicated that their family income 

was over $75,000. Corresponding percentages from the 

CIRP data are 5.2% and 35.1% respectively. CIRP data 

were also available on fathers' level of education. In 

the present sample, 37.7% of the participants' fathers 

had a graduate degree, compared to 32.3% in the CIRP 

report. 

From the original three residential groups selected 

for this study (fraternities, coed and single sex 

residence halls), two subgroups surface. These groups 

are fraternity men living in residence halls and 

fraternity men living off campus. 
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TABLE 2: PLACE OF RESIDENCE X AFFILIATION 

Live Now 

Aff it i at i on Male Hall Coed Hall Frat House FOC Row Total 

Independent 130 175 305 

Greek 16 24 67 48 155 

Colum 
Total 146 199 67 48 460 

Missing Observations = 4 

Both subgroups were surveyed at either their fraternity 

house or residence hall according to the same 

procedures described in chapter 3. Many fraternity 

members live outside of the house due to space 

limitations, cost of living in the house or simply the 

desire to live off campus. However, members continue 

to focus much of their social life around the 

fraternity house. Weekly meetings and parties keep 

pledges and actives involved in their house regardless 

of their place of residence. According to the survey 

results, a disproportionate number of men in the survey 

indicated that the friends with whom they spend most of 

their time live in a fraternity house. This implies 

that although fraternity members live outside the 

house, their primary peer group continues to be men 

living in the fraternity houses. 
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These five groupings, male hall (MH), co-ed hall 

(CH) , fraternity members living in fraternity houses 

(FF), fraternity members living in residence halls (FH) 

and fraternity members living off campus (FOC) , remain 

constant in the study in order to determine how 

fraternity members living off campus or in the 

residence hall compare with their counterparts living 

in the houses. Both affiliation and place of residence 

were determined from the survey (see Table 2). 

Table 3 presents significant statistical differences 

among residential settings on background 

characteristics. Only items which produced 

statistically significant differences between 

residential settings are provided in the table. 

Fraternity members off campus (FOC) were the oldest of 

all the groups, followed by fraternity men living in 

the fraternity house (FF). Men in single-sex halls 

(MH) , coed halls (CH) and fraternity members living in 

the residence halls (FH) were approximately the same 

age. Mean age of the total sample was 19.64 years of 

age. 
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TABLE 3: SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES AMONG RESIDENTIAL 
SETTINGS ON BACKGROUND CHARACTERISTICS 

Res Hall Off Camp 
Characteristics Male Hall CoEd Hall Fraternit}! Fraternit}! Fraternit}! ----1L- Notes 

Age 11: 19.56 19.34 19.22 20.09 20.67 <.00005 FH, CH, 
(SO) ( 1.40) (1.22) (1.05) (1.38) (1.43) MH/FF /FOC 

% Jewish 3.88 5.78 23.08 00.00 4.17 <.00005 FF, MH, FOC, 
(SO) ( 19.38) (23.40) (47.68) (00.00) (20.19) CH/FH 

% Protestant 32.56 30.64 33.33 45.45 16.67 .0278 FOC, CH, 
(SO) (47.04) (46.23) (47.76) 1'0.17) (37.66) FH/MH/FF 

% tlo Religion 18.60 17.92 10.26 4.55 25.00 .0235 FF, FH/CH, 
(SO) (39.07) (38.46) (30.74) (20.00) (43.76) MH, FOC 

Fami ly Income 3.17 3.12 3.47 3.86 3.96 <. 00005 CH, MH, FHI 
(SO) (1.23) (1.22) (1.34) (1.26) (1.28) F F, FOC 

Corporal Punishment 2.01 1.97 1.85 1.70 1.85 .0079 F F, FH, FOCI 
(SO) (0.65) (0.51) (0.77) (0.61) (0.58) CH, MH 

Class in College 1.81 1. 75 1.46 2.33 2.71 <.00005 FH, CHI 
(SO) (0.94) (0.98) (0.68) (1.01 ) ( 1.03) MH/FF/FOC 

*For analysis, all items' responses were numerically coded with consecutive integers from 1 as 
ordered in Table 1. 

The percentage of non-anglos in this sample was 

highest among CH and MH, followed by FOC. The lowest 

percentage of non-anglos was reported in FH and FFi 

however, the differences were not found to be 

statistically significant at the .05 level. 

students in the study were asked to indicate the 

religion in which they were raised. statistically 

significant differences among living environments were 

found for students indicating their religion as Jewish, 

Protestant and none (no religion). The percentage of 

Jewish students was greatest for the FH sample at 
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23.08%. All other residential groupings were found to 

be similar. However, no Jewish students were 

identified in the FF sample. 

The percentage of students indicating no religion 

was lowest for the FF and the FH groups, which were 

statistically significantly different from the CH, MH 

and FOC groups. Differences among the group on 

measures of mothers' and fathers' level of education 

were not found to be statistically significant. Family 

income was found to be statistically different among 

the groups beyond the .00005 level. FF and FOC 

reported the highest level of family income; CH, MH and 

FH all reported lower levels and were statistically 

equivalent. 

No significant differences were found among 

residential settings regarding which parent students 

lived with while growing up. This was also true of 

mothers working outside the home and perceived level of 

strictness of parents. Corporal puniShment was found 

to be statistically different among residential 

settings at the .0079 level of significance. Men 

living in FF, FH and FOC experienced less corporal 

puniShment while growing up than men living in CH and 
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MH, however, differences among groups on physical and 

verbal abuse were not found to be statistically 

significant. 

The percentages of freshman, sophomores, juniors and 

seniors among the groups were statistically different. 

Fraternity men living off campus (FOC) tended to 

indicate their class status as sophomore or above. FF 

and MH were similar, as were FH and CH who 

predominantly identified themselves as freshmen. Grade 

point averages among the groups were not found to be 

significantly different. 

The next data set to be reviewed is environmental 

characteristics and corresponds to questions 18 through 

32, 45 and 46 in the Collegiate Lifestyle and 

Relationship Survey. Table 4 is again drawn from the 

questions in the survey and summarizes response to 

these questions for the total sample. Table 5 

summarizes only those questions which revealed 

statistically significant differences among residential 

settings on environmental characteristics. 
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TABLE 4: SUMMARY OF RESPONSES REGARDING ENVIRONMENTAL 
CHARACTERISTICS 

18. Would you 
40.5% 
53.0% 

4.7% 
1.1% 

say your friends values are -
Very similar to yours 
Somewhat similar to yours 
Somewhat dissimilar to yours 
Very dissimilar to yours 

19. In your current living environment would you 
generally characterize yourself as a leader or a 
follower? 

5.4% 
51. 7% 
39.9% 

0.0% 

Follower 
Depends on the situation 
Leader 
Unsure 

20. How would you describe your current living 
environment? 

38.1% Quiet, controlled 
50.4% Gets pretty loud sometimes 

9.3% Usually pretty rowdy 
1.3% Loud/out of control most of the time 

21. How important is it for you to adhere to the rules 
of your environment? 

2.4% Not important at all 
13.6% Not very important 
59.1% Somewhat important 
24.4% Very important 

22. Who sets the IIrules" which have the most influence 
on your behavior in your living environment? 

17.6% Those with whom you live 
24.0% Corporate/house leaders or hall staff 

6.2% Your parents 
52.2% You/yourself 
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TABLE 4: continued 

23. Which statement best describes how you feel about 
the rules in your living environment? 

50.4% They are in place for a reason and 
should be followed. 

35.1% Rules are to be followed when others are 
around, but what we do in private is our 
own business. 

10.6% The rules are pretty stupid, so we find 
ways to get around them. 

2.4% The rules do not apply to us/me. 

24. What level of supervision characterizes your 
living environment? 

23.7% No supervision at any time 
51.1% Low supervision - very irregular unless 

there are problems 
23.3% Moderate supervision 

1.1% Lots of supervision 

25. Do you feel this level of supervision is -
4.5% Insufficient 

85.8% Adequate 
7.8% Excessive 

26. How often do you feel uncomfortable hanging around 
with your friends for fear that they might do 
something that gets you in trouble? 

65.9% Never 
32.1% Occasionally 
1. 3% Frequently 

27. How important is it for you to "fit in" with those 
around you? 

14.7% Not important at all 
32.5% Not very important 
41.6% Somewhat important 
10.6% Very important 



TABLE 4: continued 

28. How much impact do you feel you have in making 
significant changes in your living environment? 

4.3% No impact 
20.5% Little impact 
50.0% Some impact 
23.5% A great deal of impact 

29. In comparison to your friends (people in your 
living environment) do you consider yourself to 
be -

Less masculine than my friends 
About the same as my friends 
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3.4% 
72.6% 
15.7% 

5.2% 
A little more masculine than my friends 
Much more masculine than my friends 

30. In your living environment do you feel that women 
are -

5.4% Generally excluded 
30.0% There as invited guests only 
62.7% Routinely around 

31. Are the people with whom you spend the most time -
7.3% Mostly female 

40.7% Equal numbers of males and females 
50.4% Mostly male 

32. What level of roughhousing do you routinely 
experience in your living environment? 

17.7% None 
59.1% A little, but no one gets hurt 
18.5% Quite a bit, but no serious injuries 

2.8% No holds barred, very physical 

45. with your friends, how often do you hear talk 
speculating how a particular woman would be in 
bed? 

11. 4% Never 
17.5% Monthly 
37.7% Weekly 
31. 7% Daily 
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TABLE 4: continued 

46. How much pressure do you get from your friends to 
discuss your sexual experiences? 

51.9% 
27.8% 
14.9% 

4.1% 

No pressure 
A little pressure 
Some pressure 
A great deal of pressure 



111 

When asked if respondents' values were similar or 

dissimilar to theirs, 93.8% of the total sample felt 

that their values were either somewhat similar or very 

similar to their own. No statistical differences were 

found on this measure. Approximately 41% of the total 

respondents perceived themselves as leaders, while only 

5.4% saw themselves as followers. The majority of the 

sample, 51.7%, indicated that perceptions of being a 

leader or follower depended on the situation. 

Respondents were asked to rate the "rowdiness" of 

their environment. possible answers ranged from quiet 

and controlled, to loud and out of control most of the 

time. Residents in male halls (MH) and fraternity men 

off campus (FOC) rated their environments as the most 

"tame," followed by coed halls (CH) and fraternity men 

living in the halls (FH). Fraternity men living in 

fraternity houses (FF) rated their environments as the 

most "rowdy." Respondents were then asked to determine 

how important it was for them to adhere to the rules of 

their environment. MH and FF residents indicated that 

adhering to the rules in their respective residences 

was most important. All the groups except one, CH, 



placed the importance of rules between "somewhat 

important" and "very important". 
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Question 22, "Who sets the rules?", was primarily 

determined by place of residence. When asked how 

respondents felt about the rules in their environments, 

statistical differences emerged beyond the .00005 level 

of significance. FF seemed most tolerant of the rules 

in their place of residence. Rules in this environment 

include how and with whom pledges may interact, duties 

to be performed, study schedules and the like. Men in 

CH appear least tolerant of the rules. Men's 

perceptions of level of supervision in their 

environments was statistically different beyond the 

.00005 level of significance. CH perceived the level 

of supervision to be the greatest followed by FH, FOC, 

and MH. FF indicated they had the lowest level of 

supervision. When asked if this level was deemed 

excessive, adequate or inSUfficient, 85.8% of the total 

sample felt that it was adequate. Responses among 

residential settings were not significantly different. 

As discussed in chapter two, supervision levels in 

terms of trained personnel are the lowest for FF and 

FOC. 
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statistical differences for the need to "fit in " 

with those around them were found among the residential 

groups at the .0360 level of significance. MR, CH and 

FOC were similar to one another and reported the lowest 

need to "fit in." FH indicated the greatest need to 

"fit in" with those around them, with FF running a 

close second. The majority of this sample believed 

that "fitting in" was somewhat or very important 

(51.8%). When asked if, compared to their friends, 

respondents felt they were more or less masculine, the 

mean for all groups of respondents was between 2.0 and 

3.0, meaning that they perceived themselves "about the 

same as my friends" or "a little more masculine than my 

friends". Difference among the groups was 

statistically different at the .015 level of 

significance. FH residents tended to perceive 

themselves as a little more masculine than their 

friends, while FF and FOC saw themselves about the same 

as their friends. Respondents were asked if women in 

their living environment were, "generally excluded," 

"there as invited guest" or "routinely around," 

differences were found beyond the .00005 level of 

significance. MH had the lowest level of contact with 



114 

women, viewing them as "there as invited guests." CH, 

FF and FOC Tllere more likely to see women as "routinely 

around." 

Question 31 asked men if the people with whom they 

spend most of their time were mostly men, mostly women 

or equal numbers of men and women. No residential 

group indicated that they spent most of their time with 

other men. The means for all groups was between 2.0 

and 3.0. CH and FH reported spending about the same 

time with men and women, but MH, FF, and FOC indicated 

that they spent a little more time with men. 

Roughhousing was common among all groups, with the 

greatest level of roughhousing occurring among FF the 

and least in MH, CH and FOC, who scored in a 

statistically equivalent manner. When asked how often 

respondents heard speculation about how a particular 

woman would be in bed, differences among residential 

groups were found to be significant beyond the .00005 

level of significance. Weekly or daily speculation was 

most common among the FF, FH and FOC residential groups 

and less frequent among MH and CH. Almost one third of 

the total sample reported hearing such speculation 

daily. 
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TABLE 5: SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES AMONG RESIDENTIAL 
SETTINGS ON ENVIRONMENTAL CHARACTERISTICS 

Res Hall Off Camp 
Characteristics Male Hall CoEd Hall FraternitlC Fraternit~ FraternitlC --'L- Notes 

Rowdiness 11: 1.42 1.83 1.85 2.23 1.45 <.00005 MH, FOC/CH, 
(SO) (0.58) (0.63) (0.81) (0.55) (0.62) FH/FF 

Importance 
of rules 11: 3.11 2.91 3.05 3.27 3.08 <.00005 CH, FH, 

(SO) (0.68) (0.65) (0.81) (0.69) (0.65) FOC/MH, FF 

Feels @ rules 11: 1.57 1.80 1.78 1.26 1.67 <.00005 FF/MH, FOC, 
(SO) (0.68) (0.82) (0.70) (0.44) (0.97) FH/CH 

Supv. level 11: 2.07 2.25 2.18 1.61 1.43 <.00005 FOC, FF/MH, 
(SO) (0.62) (0.67) (0.64) (0.68) (0.65) FH/CH 

Fit in 11: 2.38 2.41 2.70 2.68 2.64 .0360 MH, CH, 
(SO) (0.88) (0.82) (1.04) (0.87) (0.82) FOC/FF/FH 

Masculinity 11: 2.29 2.15 2.50 2.20 2.23 .0148 CH, FF, 
(SO) (0.62) (0.56) (0.76) (0.51) (0.56) FOC/MH/FH 

\lomen in 
envirorvnent 11: 2.22 2.75 2.54 2.76 2.81 <.00005 MH/FH/CH, 

(SO) (0.61) (0.50) (0.68) (0.50) (0.45) FF, FOC 

Spend Time 11: 2.54 2.30 2.41 2.54 2.57 .0038 CH, FH/MH, 
(SO) (0.65) (0.64) (0.59) (0.53) (0.58) FF, FOC 

Roughhouse 11: 1.91 2.02 2.31 2.38 2.08 <.00005 MH, CH, 
(SO) (0.64) (0.67) (0.86) (0.55) (0.77) FOC/FH/FF 

Spec. women 
in bed 11: 2.62 2.84 3.23 3.21 3.33 <.00005 MH, CH/F F, 

(SO) ( 1.10) (1.00) (0.77) (0.67) (0.72) FH, FOC 

Discuss sex 
experiences 11: 1.37 1.63 1.95 2.27 1.94 <.00005 MH/CH/FOC, 

(SO) (0.66) (0.81) (0.93) (0.97) (0.89) FH, FF 

When asked how much pressure they get from friends 

to discuss their sexual experiences, the breakdown was 

very similar to that of hearing speculation about how a 

particular women would be in bed. FOC, FH and FF were 

most likely to be asked to discuss their sexual 

experiences, and MH reported the least pressure. These 

findings mirror the concerns of Sandler (in Hirschorn, 
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1988) who observed that fraternities often provide an 

atmosphere where sexual prowess, sexual activity and 

"scoring" is encouraged, permitted and reinforced. 

The next section of data deals with drug and alcohol 

use in the living environments. As expected, 

differences in alcohol consumption were found to be 

significant among groups. This section corresponds to 

questions 33 through 41 in the Collegiate Lifestyle and 

Relationship Survey. Table 6 shows responses for the 

entire sample to these items. Table 7 reflects 

significant differences among residential settings on 

alcohol and drug usage characteristics. A drinking 

index was formed by combining several questions 

involving alcohol. These included Questions 37, 38 and 

39. This index shows that FH, FF and FOC tend to use 

more alcohol and in greater amounts than CH. MH had 

the lowest index score. 



TABLE 6: SUMMARY OF RESPONSES REGARDING ALCOHOL 
AND DRUG USE 

33. within your particular peer group, how much 
pressure is there to drink? 
43.8% No pressure at all 
33.6% A little pressure 
12.1% Moderate pressure to drink 

9.3% Lots of pressure (everyone does it) 

34. Which statement best describes the drinking 
behavior of your friends when they drink at a 
party? 

7.5% 
21.1% 
48.3% 

20.9% 

35. Are women 
.4% 

6.5% 
35.6% 
55.4% 

36. When you 
2.4% 
9.7% 

33.6% 
43.5% 

They do not drink. 
They get buzzed but do not get drunk. 
They get drunk but generally stay in 
control. 
They get wasted. 

usually 
Never 
Seldom 
Usually 
Always 

drink, do 
Alone 
with 1-2 
with 3-5 

present at these parties? 

you usually drink -

friends 
friends 

with large groups (party) 

37. How often do you drink alcohol? 
14.4% I do not drink 
39.7% Less than once a week 
31.3% One to two times a week 
10.1% Three or more times a week 

3.0% Daily 
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38. On occasions when you drink alcohol, how much do 
you usually drink? 

12.1% I never drink 
27.6% 1-3 drinks 
29.3% 4-6 drinks 
28.2% Over 6 drinks 
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TABLE 6: continued 

39. Which statement generally describes you when you 
drink? (Assume you are not driving.) 

14.7% I do not drink. 
39.2% I get a buzz but not drunk. 
36.2% I get drunk - but generally stay in 

control. 
8.2% I get wasted. 

40. How frequently do you use marijuana? 
53.7% I have never used marijuana 
39.7% I used marijuana occasionally 

2.2% One to two times a week 
1.5% Three or more times a week 
1.5% Daily 

41. How frequently do you use cocaine? 
88.4% I have never used cocaine 

8.8% I have tried cocaine, occasionally 
.9% One to two times a week 
.0% Three or more times a week 
.6% Daily 



TABLE 7: SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES AMONG RESIDENTIAL 
SETTINGS ON ENVIRONMENTAL (DRUG & ALCOHOL 
USE) CHARACTERISTICS 

Res Hall Off Camp 
Characteristics Male Hall CoEd Hall Frater!li.ti Fraterni t:t Fraternit:t -1L-

Drinking index ~ 8.98 10.01 11.88 11.91 11.96 <.00005 
(SO) (3.02) (3.14) (3.15) (2.42) (2.57) 

Pressure to drink ~ 1.65 1.80 2.05 2.15 2.17 .0006 
(SO) (0.90) (0.95) (1.04) (0.96) (0.96) 

Drink/friends ~ 2.53 2.85 3.10 3.16 3.09 . <.00005 
(SO) (0.86) (0.87) (0.82) (0.57) (0.73) 

Party women ~ 3.26 3.44 3.70 3.79 3.81 <.00005 
(SO) (0.72) (0.60) (0.61) (0.41) (0.45) 

Drink wi th ~ 3.10 3.34 3.69 3.58 3.28 .0001 
others (SO) (0.79) (0.91) (0.66) (0.63) (0.75) 

Drink freq. ~ 2.08 2.27 3.03 3.00 3.11 <.00005 
(SO) (0.91) (0.89) (1.05) (0.68) (0.84) 

Drink amt. ~ 2.40 2.65 3.16 3.25 3.15 <.00005 
(SO) (0.99) (1.03) (0.82) (0.85) (0.81) 

Orink/sel f ~ 2.07 2.32 2.82 2.74 2.68 <.00005 
(SO) (0.82) (0.85) (0.78) (0.64) (0.69) 

Mari juana ~ 1.41 1.44 1.80 1.75 1.89 <.00005 
(SO) (0.79) (0.70) (0.97) (0.66) (0.56) 

Pressure to drink was found to be statistically 

different among the living groups beyond the .00005 
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Notes 

MH/CH/FH, 
FF, Foe 

MH, CH/FH/ 
FF, FOC 

MH/CH, FOC, 
FH/FF 

MH/CH/FH, 
FF, FOC 

MH, FOC/CH/ 
FF/FH 

MH, CH/F F , 
FH, Foe 

MH/CH/FOC, 
FH, FF 

MH/CH/FOC, 
FF, FH 

MH, CH/FF, 
FH, FOC 

level of significance. FF and Foe reported receiving 

the greatest pressure to drink, followed by FH and 

finally MH. The Rattern is logical as most FH, Foe and 

FF residents consume alcohol at fraternity social 

events. When asked to describe the drinking behavior 

of their friends, MH residents indicated that their 
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friends tended to get buzzed but not drunk. The means 

for CH, FOC and FH were significantly higher than for 

MH. The means for these groups were 2.85, 3.09 and 

3.10 respectively. For the latter two groups, this 

response implies that respondents, on average, report 

getting drunk but staying in control. FF had the 

highest mean at 3.16. 

When asked if women are usually present when 

drinking, differences were found significant beyond the 

.00005 level. Means gathered into three groupings with 

MH at the lowest end, reporting that women are "usually 

present" at parties. CH men also reported that women 

were usually present, but FH, FF and FOC indicated that 

women were usually or always around at parties. 

Respondents were then asked, "on occasions when you 

drink, do you usually drink alone, with 1-2 friends, 3-

5 friends, or with large groups (party). Statistical 

differences were found among the groups. FH and FF had 

means of 3.69 and 3.58 respectively, indicating that 

parties they attend are generally large. Differences 

between FH and FF were also found to be significant. 

MH and FOC grouped together and had the lowest mean. 
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From the previous three questions it can be seen 

that pressure to drink exists at varying levels in all 

the living environments under study. Students in this 

sample report that their friends usually get drunk at 

parties where women are present. Most of these parties 

tend to be quite large. 

The next three questions address personal drinking 

behaviors (frequency and amount) of men in the various 

living environments. As suggested by the literature, 

men associated with fraternities tend to drink more 

often. When asked how much alcohol respondents consume 

when they drink, a similar pattern emerged. FOC, FH 

and FF grouped together with an average of 4-6 drinks 

being consumed when they drink. The mean of the MH 

group was the lowest and CH was in the middle. When 

asked to characterize their own behavior when they 

drink, respondents felt their behavior, when compared 

to that of their friends, was more controlled. Once 

again, FOC, FF and FH reported that they generally 

became more intoxicated when they drank than CH or MH 

residents. 

Although marijuana use was found to be statistically 

different among the groups beyond the .00005 level of 
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significance, self-reports of t~e level of use was 

generally low among all groups. FF, FH and FOC 

admitted to using marijuana more often then MH and CH, 

who had similar means. cocaine use was not found to be 

statistically different among the groups. 

Table 8 shows the responses for the total population 

regarding current dating patterns and behavior. Table 7 

corresponds to questions 43, 44, 47 and 48 in the 

Collegiate Lifestyle and Relationship Survey. 

Table 9 indicates significant differences among 

residential settings regarding dating behavior. When 

men were asked how often they dated, the possible 

responses included rarely, seldom, often, and very 

often. Differences among the residential settings were 

significant beyond the .00005 level. Dating frequency 

was highest among FH and FF and lowest for MHi CH and 

FOC were between these two groups and statistically 

similar. Men were then asked specifically about how 

many women they date. The large portion of the total 

group, 47.4% indicated that they were not dating anyone 

at this time. Only 8.2% of the total group indicated 

that they were "playing the field." Differences among 

residential settings on this variable were found beyond 
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the .00005 level of significance. FF and FH reported 

dating more people than either FOC or CH, which had 

similar statistical means. The MH sample tended to 

date only one person at a time, when they dated. When 

asked how satisfied men were with their current level 

of sexual activity, 55.2% indicated that they were 

either "somewhat satisfied" or "not satisfied at all." 

statistically significant differences among residential 

settings were not found. A large portion of the 

respondents, 90.5%, did not feel pressure to engage in 

sex when they did not want to do so. Differences among 

groups on this question were not found to be 

statistically significant. Likewise, condom use was 

not statistically different among the groups. Condom 

use was asked primarily out of curiosity because of 

campus concerns over the spread of sexually transmitted 

diseases; however, the author believed that caring for 

oneself and others relates to the regular use of 

condoms and therefore might be negatively correlated 

with measures of hostility toward women. 



TABLE 8: SUMMARY OF RESPONSES REGARDING DATING 
BEHAVIOR 

43. How often do you date? 
28.7% Rarely (less than once a month) 
39.2% Seldom (once or twice a month) 
22.4% Often (3-4 times a week) 

7.8% Very often (5 times a week or more) 

44. Are you currently -
47.4% Not dating anyone at this time 
35.6% Dating only one person 

7.8% Dating a few women regularly 
8.2% "Playing the field" (dating lots of 

different women) 
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47. How satisfied are you with your current level of 
sexual activity? 

24.4% Not satisfied at all 
30.8% Somewhat satisfied 
25.6% satisfied 
17.5% Very satisfied 

48. Do your friends ever pressure you to have sex with 
women when you do not want to? 

90.5% No 
7.3% Yes 
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TABLE 9: SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES AMONG RESIDENTIAL 
SETTINGS ON DATING BEHAVIOR 

Res Hall Off Camp 
Characteri st i cs Male Hall CoEd Hall Fraternity Fraternity Fraternity ---1L-- Notes 

Q43. 
Date freq. If 1.83 2.04 2.35 2.44 2.32 <.00005 MH/CH, FOCI 

(SO) (0.94) (0.92) (0.83) (0.73) (0.81) FH, FF 

Q44. 
Date level If 1.46 1.72 2.13 2.11 1.98 <.00005 MH/CH, FOCI 

(SO) (0.73) (0.87) ( 1.14) (0.89) (1. 05) FF, FH 

The next set of data is set out in Tables 10 and 11. 

Because researchers have previously found that sexual 

experience, onset of sexual activity and number of 

partners one has had to be positively correlated with 

self-reports of sexually aggressive and assaultive 

behavior, all three questions were asked in this 

survey. Approximately 71% of the respondents indicated 

that they had engaged in sexual intercourse. 

statistical difference among the groups were found. MH 

reported the least experience, with 55% of the men 

indicating prior experience with sexual intercourse. 

CH and FH were statistically equivalent, reporting 73% 

and 87% having experienced sexual intercourse, 

respectively. FF and FOC reported the highest level of 

experience at 91% and 96%, respectively. For the 
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entire sample, the mean age for first sexual 

intercourse experience was 16.50 years of age (with a 

standard deviation of 2.26). Means for the residential 

settings were not found to be significantly different. 

When asked about the number of sexual partners they had 

had, residential groups differed statistically at the 

.00002 level of significance. MH, CH and FH were 

statistically equivalent and indicated the fewest 

number of partners (mean 4.5). FOC reported the 

largest number of partners at 8.95, and FF was found to 

be between these groups with a mean of 6.11. 



TABLE 10: SUMMARY OF RESPONSES REGARDING SEXUAL 
ACTIVITY 

49. Have you had sexual intercourse? 
25.2% No If you answered "No", please 

continue to next page. 
71. 6% Yes 
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50. At what age did you first have sexual intercourse? 
~ = 16.50 SD 2.26 

51. How many different sexual partners have you had? 
~ = 5.28 SD 6.09 

52. Do you practice safe sex (wear a condom)? 

TABLE 

7.0% Never 
25.5% sometimes 
23.4% Usually 
44.1% Always 

11: SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES AMONG 
SETTINGS ON SEXUAL ACTIVITY 

Res Hall 
Characteristics Male Hall CoEd Hall Fraternit:t: Fraternit:t: 

RESIDENTIAL 

Off Camp 
Fraternit:t: ----1L- Notes 

Had sex 55% 73% 87% 91% 96% <.00005 MH/CH, FH/ 
FF, FOC 

# partners ~ 3.79 4.62 4.75 6.11 8.95 .00002 MH, CH, FH/ 
(SO) (3.94) (4.90) (3.59) (5.73) (10.99) FF/FOC 
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TABLE 12: SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES ru~ONG RESIDENTIAL SETTINGS 
ON THE USE OF PORNOGRAPHIC MAGAZINES 

Res Hall off Camp 
Characteri st i cs Male Hall CoEd Hall Fraternit}! Fraternit}! Fraternit}! -IL- Notes 

Use of 
Pornography lr .77 .67 1.37 .67 .56 .0048 FOC, FF, 

'SO) '1.15) '1.00) '1.28) (1.04) ,1.03) CH, MH/FH 

using controlled experiments, Malamuth identified a 

correlation between pornographic images of 

nonconsensual sex and acts of aggression. Question 55 

in the Collegiate Lifestyle and Relationship Survey 

queried respondents about whether they read a variety 

of magazines which are popular with college students. 

Three magazines in this study are considered 

pornographic in that they portray women as sexual 

objects: Playboy, Penthouse and Hustler. Respondents 

were asked to mark which magazines they read regularly, 

(2 points), or read occasionally, (1 point). A person 

who read all three pornographic magazines regularly 

would have a maximum score of 6. Use of pornographic 

magazines differed significantly among residential 

settings (see Table 12). Although respondents in all 

groups revealed relatively low use of pornography, FH 

used pornography more than any other residential group. 

FOC, FF, CH, and MH all scored similarly. 
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Table 13 summarizes the samples' responses to 

Check's (1985) Hostility Towards Women scale. 

Differences among the residential groups on this 

measure were not found to be significant. It appears 

that some degree of hostility towards women (as 

measured by this instrument) is evident among all 

groups of men in the sample. 

At this point, the reader is encouraged to refer to 

the two interviews with victims of sexual assault in 

Chapter Five (beginning on page 178). Although the 

words are those of the victims, the "voice" of the male 

is clearly evident. Attitudes are difficult to 

adequately express with numerical values. Perhaps 

nowhere in the results of this study is the presence of 

rape supportive beliefs more evident. It is clear that 

both men and women accept these myths and as a 

consequence, are confused as to the limits of 

acceptable sexual behavior. Rather than provide 

excerpts from the interviews at this point, the author 

feels it is important that they are read in full so the 

complexity and impact of the individuals' responses are 

not lost. 
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Table 14 summarizes the results from Burt's (1980) 

Rape supportive Beliefs Scale. This scale is 

subdivided as follows: Adversarial Beliefs, Sexual 

Conservatism, Acceptance of Interpersonal Violence, and 

Rape Myth Acceptance. Means and standard deviations 

for the total sample are provided to the right of each 

statement. No differences among residential settings 

were found for adversarial beliefs or sexual 

conservatism. Residential settings were found to 

differ however, on measures of acceptance of 

interpersonal violence and rape myth acceptance. Table 

14 contains the breakdown by residential setting of 

these two subscales. FH scored the highest on 

acceptance of interpersonal violence and was found to 

be significantly different from FOC, MH, FF, and CH who 

all had similar scores on this subscale. 



TABLE ;3: SUMMARY OF RESPONSES FOR CHECK'S HOSTILITY 
TOWARDS WOMEN SCALE 

Item Item Text % True 
# 

1 Many times women fl irt with men just to tease or hurt them. 59.91 

2 I feel upset by even slight criticism by a woman. 15.95 

3 It bothers me when women tease me about my faults. 34.48 

4 I used to think that most women told the truth but now I know 
otherwise. 35.78 

5 \.Iomen will walk all over you if you aren't willing to fight. 30.82 

6 I often find mysel f disagreeing with women. 29.53 

7 I do very few things to women that make me feel remorseful 
afterward. 76.29 

8 I rarely become suspicious of women who are more friendly than 
I expected. 58.19 

9 There are a number of women who seem to dislike me much more 
than they are aware of. 9.7 

10 \.Iomen always seem to get the breaks. 27.37 

11 I don't seem to get what's coming to me in my relationships. 32.33 

12 I generally don't get really angry when a woman makes fun of 
me. 69.18 

13 \.Iomen irritate me a great deal. 14.22 

14 If I I et a woman see the way I rea II yam, they would consider 
me a hard person to get along with. 10.78 

15 Lately, I've been kind of grouchy wi th women. 20.04 

16 I think that most women would lie to get ahead. 28.45 

17 It is safer not to trust women. 23.49 

18 \.Ihen it really comes down to it, a lot of women are dece it fu I. 25.43 

19 I am not easily angered by a woman. 69.83 

20 I often feel that women probably think that I have not lived 
the right kind of life. 18.10 

21 ( never have hostile feelings toward women that make me feel 
ashamed of myself later. 47.20 

22 Many times a woman appears to care, but really just wants to 
use me. 20.91 
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TABLE 13: continued 

Item I tem Text % True 
# 

23 I get a raw deal from the women in my life. 20.91 

24 I sometimes wonder what hidden reason a woman has for doing 
something nice for me. 35.34 

25 If women had not had it in for me, I would have been more 
successful in my personal relationships with them. 12.28 

26 I never have the feeling that women laugh about me. 40.09 

27 Very few women tend to tall< about me behind my back. 64.87 

28 IIhen I look back at what's happened to me, I don't feel at all 
resentful toward the women in my life. 66.59 

29 I never sulk when a woman makes me angry. 39.44 

30 I have been rejected by too many women in my l He. 25.00 
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TABLE 14: SUMMARY OF RESPONSES FOR BURT'S RAPE SUPPORTIVE 
BELIEFS SCALE 

[0] Strongly Disagree [dl Disagree [N] Neutral [a] Agree [A] Strongly Agree 

*For computer coding purposes 
0=1 d = 2 N = 3 a = 4 A = 5 

ADVERSARIAL SEXUAL BELIEFS 

1. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] A woman will only respect a man who will lay 
down the law to her. 

2. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] Many women are so demandi ng sexua II y that a 
man just can't satisfy them. 

3. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] A man's got to show the woman who's boss right 
from the start or he'll end up henpecked. 

4. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] \lomen are usua II y sweet unt i I they've caugh t 
a man, but then they let their true selves show. 

5. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] A lot of men talk big, but when it comes down 
to it, they can't perform well sexually. 

6. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] In a dating relationship, a woman is largely 
out to take advantage of a man. 

7. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] Men are only out for one thing. 

8. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] Most women are sly and manipulative when they 
are trying to attract a man. 

9. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] A lot of women seem to get pleasure in 
putting men down. 

SEXUAL CONSERVATISM 

10. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] A woman who initiates a sexual encounter will 
probably have sex with anybody. 

11. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] A woman shouldn't give in sexually to a man 
too easily or he'll think she's loose. 

12. [0] [d] (N] [a] [A] Men have a biologically stronger sex drive 
than women. 

13. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] A ni ce woman wi II be offended or embarrassed 
by dirty jokes. 

14. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] Masturbation is a normal sexual activity. 

15. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] People should not have oral sex. 

16. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] I would have no respect for a woman who 
engages in sexual relationships without any 
emotional involvement. 

>f = 2.31 

>f = 2.11 

>f = 2.29 

>f = 2.62 

>f = 3.11 

>f = 2.27 

>f = 2.59 

>f = 3.02 

>f = 2.75 

>f = 2.66 

>f = 3.23 

>f = 3.25 

>f = 2.81 

>f = 2.99 

>f = 1.84 

>f = 3.14 

SO 1.04 

SO 1.04 

SO 1.13 

SO 1.15 

SO 1.06 

SO 1.03 

SO 1.23 

SO 1. 1 5 

SO 1. 11 

so 1. 17 

SO 1.13 

SO 1.30 

SO 1. 10 

SO 1.18 

SO .99 

SO 1.29 
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TAELE 14: continued 

17. [0] Cd] [N] [a] [A] Having sex during the menstrual period is If = 3.24 SO 1.07 
unpleasant. 

1B. [0] Cd] [N] [a] [A] The primary goal of sexual intercourse should If = 1.B7 so 1.06 
be to have children. 

19. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] \loman have the same needs for a sexual outlet If = 3.BO SO 1.09 
as men. 

ACCEPTANCE OF INTERPERSONAL VIOLENCE 

20. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] People today should not use "an eye for an If = 3.64 SO 1.20 
eye and a tooth for a tooth" as a rule for 
living. 

21. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] Being roughed up is sexually stimulating to If = 2.23 SO 1.01 
many women. 

22. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] Many times a woman will pretend she doesn't If = 2.41 SO 1.11 
want to have intercourse because she doesn't 
want to seem loose, but she is really hoping 
the man will force her. 

23. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] A wife should move out of the house if her If = 3.B3 SO 1.09 
husband hits her. 

24. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] Sometimes the only way a man can get a cold If = 1.B4 SO .96 
woman turned on is to use force. 

25. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] A man is never justified in hitting his wife. If = 4.26 SO 1.06 

RAPE MYTH ACCEPTANCE 

26. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] A woman who goes to the home or apartment of If = 2.04 so 1.05 
a man on their first date implies that she's 
willing to have sex. 

27. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] Any female can get raped. If = 4.04 so 1.16 

28. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] One reason that women falsely report rapes is If = 3.0B SO 1.08 
that they frequently have a need to protect 
their reputation. 

29. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] Any healthy woman can successfully resist a If = 2.22 SO 1. 12 
rapist if she really wants to. 

30. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] \lhen women go around braless, wearing short If = 2.70 SO 1.16 
skirts, or tight tops, they are just asking 
for trouble. 

31. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] If a girl engages in necking or petting and If = 2.21 SO 1. 14 
she lets things get out of hand, it is her 
own fault if her partner forces sex on her. 

32. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] A woman who is stuck up and thinks she's too 1f=2.12 SO 1. 15 
good to talk to guys on the street deserves 
to be taught a lesson. 
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TABLE 14: continued 

33. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] Many women have an unconscious wish to be It; = 1.97 SO 1.09 
raped and may then unconsciously set up a 
situation in which they are likely to be 
attacked. 

34. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] I f a woman goes to a party and has i nter- It; = 2.26 SO 1.24 
course with a man she's just met there, she 
should be considered "fair game" for other 
males at the party. 

35. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] If a woman gets drunk at a party and passes It; = 1. 52 SO .97 
out, she should be considered "fair game" for 
males at the party who want to have sex with 
her. 

36. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] \lomen who get raped while hitch-hiking get It; = 1.81 SO 1.05 
what they deserve. 

37. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] In the majority of rapes, the victim is It; = 2.01 SD 1.07 
promiscuous or had a bad reputation. 
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TABLE 15: STATISTICAL DIFFERENCES AMONG RESIDENTIAL SETTINGS 
ON BURT'S RAPE SUPPORTIVE BELIEFS SCALE 

Res Hall Off Camp 
Characteristics Male Hall CoEd Hall Fraternit:;t Fraternit:;t Fraterni t:;t --1L- Notes 

Interpersonal 
Violence ~ 11.84 12.63 13.94 12.53 11.44 .0264 FOe, MH, 

(SO) (3.78) (3.99) (5.92) (3.07) (3.53) FF, CH/FH 

Myths ~ 11.84 12.63 13.94 12.53 11.44 .0264 FOC, MH/CH, 
(SO) (3.78) (3.99) (5.92) (3.07) (3.53) FF/FH 

Rape Myth Acceptance was highest among FH, followed 

by CH and FF, who scored similarly. The lowest Rape 

Myth Acceptance was found among FOC and MH. Question 

38 of the Collegiate Lifestyle and Relationship Survey 

was drawn from the work of Malamuth, et.al (1980). In 

his research on sexually aggressive college men, 

Malamuth found that approximately 50% of his sample 

indicated that they would force a woman into having sex 

if there was no possible way of being caught. 

Believing that this question might be.too self 

revealing, the wording was changed to, "Most men would 

have sex with a woman against her wishes if they could 

be guaranteed that they could not be identified and 

would never face charges." Respondents were asked to 

strongly disagree, disagree, [neutral], agree or 
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strongly agree to the question. Approximately 36 men 

agreed or strongly agreed with the statement, 111 

indicated no opinion, and 290 men disagreed or strongly 

disagreed with the statement. statistical differences 

among residential settings were not observed. 

In the last section of the Collegiate Lifestyle and 

Relationship Survey, respondents were asked to indicate 

if they had been involved in any of ten behaviors which 

ranged from mildly aggressive acts such as making 

catcalls, whistling or yelling at a woman on the 

street, to sexual assault using some degree of force. 



TABLE 16: SUMMARY OF RESPONSES FOR THE TOTAL SAMPLE 
REGARDING SEXUALLY AGGRESSIVE AND ASSAULTIVE 
BEHAVIORS 

THIS ACADEMIC YEAR 

Please indicate how frequently you have engaged in each of the listed behaviors. 
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The response codes indicate: [N] Never [1] Once [2] Twice [S] Several times [0] Often [#] Number of 
responses and [%] Percentage of men reported committing the behavior at least once this academic 
year. 

1. Made "cat-calls", whistled, or yelled at a woman 
on the street. 

2. Touched a woman's buttocks, breasts, or genital area 
against her wishes. 

3. Attempted sexual intercourse with a woman when she 
didn't want to by overwhelming her with continual 
argument and pressure. 

4. Attempted sexual intercourse with a woman when she 
didn't want to by giving her more alcohol or drugs 
than she could handle. 

5. Attempted sexual intercourse with a woman when she 
didn't want to by threatening to use force. 

6. Attempted sexual intercourse with a woman when she 
didn't want to by using some degree of force. 

7. Had sexual intercourse with a woman when she didn't 
want to by overwhelming her with continual argument 
and pressure. 

8. Had sexual intercourse with a woman when she didn't 
want to be giving her more alcohol or drugs than 
she could handle. 

9. Had sexual intercourse with a woman when she didn't 
want to by threatening to use force. 

10. Had sexual intercourse with a woman when she didn't 
want to by using some degree of force. 

N 

185 

332 

383 

383 

403 

401 

394 

397 

409 

408 

1 2 

50 63 

34 15 

15 6 

17 7 

2 8 

5 6 

15 3 

11 4 

2 3 

2 3 

S 0 # % 

97 33 428 56.7?"/' 

21 14 416 20.19% 

8 3 415 7.71% 

3 5 415 7.71% 

0 2 415 2.89% 
I 

2 1 415 3.37% 

1 1 414 4.83%1 

2 2 416 4.57% 

2 o 416 1.68% 

3 o 416 1.92%j 
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Following the suggestion of Dr. Mary Koss, the terms 

rape or sexual assault do not appear in this section, 

although several behaviors described in this section 

clearly meet the legal definition of sexual assault in 

the state of Arizona. Table 16 contains the 

frequencies of self reported behavior for the total 

sample. The percentage of respondents committing a 

specific behavior at least once this academic year is 

calculated by summing the scores (once, twice, several 

times, and often) then dividing by the number of men 

responding to a given statement. 

Respondents were most likely to omit this section of 

the survey. Speculation on the past behavior of these 

men could continue indefinitely; however, it makes 

sense that the men who felt they could somehow be 

identified or generally incriminate themselves or their 

organizations might have been more hesitant to respond 

to such statements. 

Table 17 represents a calculation of attempted 

sexual assault and sexual assault using the Arizona 

Revised statutes as a guide. Under Arizona law, having 

sexual intercourse with a woman against her wishes by 

[knowingly] giving her more alcohol or drugs than she 
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could handle (statement 8), threatening to use force 

(statement 9) and the use of force (statement 10) 

constitutes sexual assault. Respondents who indicated 

they had engaged in either 8, 9, or 10 had committed 

sexual assault, and slightly more than 5% of the total 

sample acknowledged those behaviors at least once this 

past academic year. similarly, by combining statements 

4, 5, and 6 and calculating the percentage of men who 

met any of these three criteria, 9.13% of the total 

sample reported committing attempted sexual assault 

this past academic year. 
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TABLE 17: FREQUENCY TABLE. SELF REPORTS OF ATTEMPTED SEXUAL 
ASSAULT AND SEXUAL ASSAULT 

Please indicate how frequently you have engaged in each of the listed behaviors. 
The response codes indicate: [N] Never [1] Once [2] Twice [S] Several times [0] Often [#] Number of 
responses and [X] Percentage of men who had reported committing the behavior at least once this 
academic year. 

N 1 2 S 0 # X 

1. Att~ted sexual assault. 378 16 11 5 6 416 9.13X 

2. Completed sexual assault. 394 11 3 6 2 416 5.28% 

The figures for both attempted sexual assault and 

sexual assault would have been significantly inflated 

by including statements 3 and 7 in the respective 

calculations. However, while attempting to obtain or 

obtaining sexual intercourse with a woman when she does 

not want to by overwhelming her with continual argument 

and pressure has been viewed by some as coercive, it is 

not necessarily illegal. Thus, by not including these 

items in the calculations, these measures of criminal 

conduct were conservative. 
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TABLE 18: STATISTICALLY SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES AMONG 
RESIDENTIAL SETTINGS ON SEXUALLY AGGRESSIVE AND/OR 
SEXUALLY ASSAULTIVE BEHAVIOR 

Res Hall Off Camp 
Characteristics Male Hall CoEd Hall Fraternit~ Fratern; t~ Fratern;t~ ----1L- Notes 

Unwanted 
touching It" .356 .306 1.121 .410 .650 .0003 CH, MH, 

(SO) ( .832) ( .862) (1.635) (1.006) (1.099) FF/FOC/FH 

Attempted 
sexual 
assault It" .076 .253 .500 .049 .153 .005 FF, MH, 

(SO) ( .373) (.783) (1.218) ( .284) (.540) FOC/CH/FH 

Completed 
sexual 
assault It" .034 .099 .344 .066 .205 .021 MH, FF, 

(SO) ( .259) ( .488) (1.004) (.309) ( .695) CH, FOC/FH 

Table 18 identifies statistically significant 

differences among residential settings on sexually 

aggressive and/or sexually assaultive behavior during 

this academic year. Only those behaviors found to be 

significantly different by residential setting are 

listed in Table 18. Unwanted touching was reported 

significantly more often by fraternity men living in 

the residence halls (FH), followed by FOC. FF, MH and 

CH were statistically similar. FH also scored 

significantly higher than all other groups on attempted 

sexual assault and completed sexual assault. 
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REGRESSION ANALYSIS 

Following the descriptive analysis of the data, 

interlocking multiple regression analysis was 

performed. This statistical process identifies a 

maximally efficient combination of available predictors 

of the dependent variable using as few independent 

variables as possible. Only variables which add to the 

predictive value of the dependent variable are provided 

in the tables. R2 measures the combined predictive 

power of a set of independent variables for a given 

dependent variable. In the tables, "B" represents the 

actual regression coefficient. A one unit increase in 

an independent variable results in an increase at "B" 

units in the dependent variable all things being equal. 

Because several different scales were used, a beta 

score is calculated to compare the relative importance 

of an independent variable's ability to predict the 

value of the dependent variable. In essence, beta is 

the standardized regression coefficient. The acheived 

significance level~ pet), is calculated by dividing B 

by the standard error of B [s.e. (B)J and using a t 

table to determine the probability that the value of B 

occurred by chance (sampling). 
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In general, it was found that environmental 

characteristics were quite predictive of attitudes, and 

that both attitudes and environmental characteristics 

were predictive of behavior. On the surface, the R2 

regression equation scores may seem relatively low. It 

should be noted that predicting attitudes from other 

attitudes is considerably easier than predicting 

behavior from attitudinal and environmental measures. 

This is especially true for an area of study as complex 

as sexually aggressive and assaultive behaviors. The 

element of "opportunity" is difficult to assess in a 

paper and pencil methodology, but may playa 

significant role in determining who may aggress. 

For this section of the analysis, attitudes and 

behavior are reported and displayed in the tables. 

Independent variables predictive of a given dependent 

variable also are provided in the tables. Significant 

findings will be briefly discussed following each 

table. 
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TABLE 19: REGRESSION COEFFICIENTS OF HOSTILITY TOWARD WOMEN 

Dependent Survey Independent 
Variable Question # Variable(s) B s.e. (B) beta pet) 

HOSTILE (26) FEARFRND 2.050 .523 .204 3.922 .0001 
R'=.252 (30) IIOMENENV -1.439 .446 - .169 -3.226 .0014 

(52) SAFESEX - .811 .267 -.158 -3.036 .0026 
(37) DRNKFREQ .830 .285 .159 2.915 .0038 
(21) RULES .909 .350 .138 2.600 .0098 
(27) FITIN .636 .306 .109 2.075 .0389 
(11) ABUSE .497 .237 .107 2.093 .0372 
(47) SEXSATIS - .517 .255 - .107 -2.027 .0435 

(Constant) 7.244 1.959 3.696 .0003 

Hostility towards women was measured via Check's 

(1985) Hostility Toward Women Scale. This 3D-item 

true/false instrument produced one score. All the 

predictive independent variables save ·abuse were 

considered environmental (see characteristics model on 

p. 58). Fear of friends getting respondents in 

trouble, frequency of personal consumption of alcohol, 

perception of rules in the environment, desire to fit 

in and sexual satisfaction were all positively 

correlated with measures of hostility. Witnessing, or 

being the victim of family abuse growing up was 

classified a family characteristic under the heading of 

demographic or background characteristics in the model, 

and was also positively correlated with hostility 

towards women. 
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Although no statistically significant differences 

appeared among groups for hostility towards women, 

several predictive independent variables were 

statistically different among groups. Drinking 

frequency was highest among FF, Foe and FH. The desire 

to "fit in" showed exactly the same pattern. The 

perceived importance of rules in the living environment 

was also statistically different among groups, with the 

MH and FF viewing rules as most important. Fear of 

friends getting them into trouble, history of family 

abuse, and sexual satisfaction were not statistically 

different among the groups. Women in the environment, 

safe sex and sexual satisfaction were all negatively 

correlated with hostility towards women. 

Measures of hostility appear to rise as women are 

routinely around. This finding is contrary to the 

author's assumption that exclusive environments might 

be more hostile towards women. It should be noted, 

however, that even in typically "exclusive" 

environments, women were reported as being "routinely" 

around. The practice of safe sex (wearing a condom) 

was also negatively related to hostility toward women, 

meaning that men who usually or always wear a condom 
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scored lower on the hostility scale. Men who tended to 

report low sexual satisfaction scored higher on 

measures of hostility. No statistical differences 

among groups appeared for sexual satisfaction. 

Pornography did not appear predictive of hostility. 

Hostility towards women was a moderately strong 

predictor of other attitudinal measures, as well as 

being mildly predictive of sexually aggressive and 

assaultive behaviors. This can be represented as 

follows: 

FIGURE 1 
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The attitudinal measures which follow were derived 

from Burt's (1980) Adversarial Beliefs Scale, which 

produced four subscales: Adversarial Beliefs, Sexual 

Conservatism, Interpersonal Violence and Rape Myth 

Acceptance. All four subscales produced a separate 

score. The first subscale, Adversarial Beliefs, can be 

seen in Table 20. 
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TABLE 20: REGRESSION COEFFICIENTS FOR ADVERSARIAL BELIEFS 

Dependent Survey Independent 
Variable Question # Variable(s) B s.e. (B) beta pet) 

ADVBELF (1-30 pt.) HOSTILE .595 .060 .482 9.841 .0005 
R'=.332 (27) FITIN .980 .350 .137 2.796 .0055 

(24) SUPVLEV 1.040 .415 .120 2.506 .0128 
( 12) CLASS - .687 .296 - .112 -2.319 .0211 
( 14) MALEHALL -1.395 .666 -.100 -2.094 .0370 

(Constant) 14.659 1.462 10.029 .0005 

Adversarial Beliefs was predicted (R2=.332) by 

hostility towards women, desire to fit in, level of 

supervision in the living environment, class, and 

living in a male hall, the last two being negatively 

correlated. Hostility towards women was the best 

predictor of Adversarial Beliefs (beta=.482). As 

noted, the desire to fit in was greatest for fraternity 

members, regardless of their place of residence. 

Approximately 75% of the total respondents reported no 

or low supervision in their environment. Year in 

school and living in a male hall were negatively 

correlated with adherence to Adversarial Beliefs. In 

this study, living in an exclusive environment tended 

to decrease adversarial beliefs. Freshmen reported 

living in CH and FH in greater numbers and appeared to 

be more apt to adhere to adversarial beliefs. This 



150 

finding is consistent with Burt's (1980) finding that 

level of education was negatively correlated with 

adversarial beliefs. Contrary to her other finding, 

adversarial beliefs were not found to be predictive of 

measures of sexual conservatism in this sample. 
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TABLE 21 REGRESSION COEFFICIENTS OF SEXUAL CONSERVATISM 

Dependent Survey Independent 
Variable Question # Variable(s) B s.e. (B) beta pet) 

SEXCONSV (49) HAD SEX '3.215 .712 -.247 -4.514 .0000 
R'=.179 (1-30) HOSTILE .212 .063 .187 3.347 .0009 

(27) FITIN 1.120 .356 .171 3.144 .0018 
(50) SEXAGE .361 .141 .143 2.561 .0109 
(52) SAFESEX .748 .324 .129 2.311 .0215 
(40) MARIJUANA - .906 .430 -.119 -2.108 .0359 

(Constant> 20.759 2.907 7.142 .0000 

The strongest predictor of Sexual Conservatism was 

having had sex, which was negatively correlated. It 

appears that conservative attitudes regarding sex wane 

with experience. The use of marijuana was also 

negatively correlated with sexual conservatism. FF and 

FOC produced the highest percentage of men who had had 

sexual intercourse and FF, FOC, and FH also indicated 

using marijuana significantly more often than MH or CH, 

although reported use for all groups was minimal. 

Hostility towards women and desire to "fit in" were 

also significant predictors. Those who practice safe 

sex (wear a condom) scored higher on sexual 

conservatism than those who did not. No differences 

among residential groups was observed for condom use. 
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TABLE 22 REGRESSION COEFFICIENTS OF INTERPERSONAL VIOLENCE 

Dependent Survey Independent 
Variable Question # Variable(s) B s.e. (B) beta pet) 

IPVIOLNC (1-30) HOSTILE .263 .043 .332 6.089 .0000 
RI=.186 (31) SPNDTIHE 1.132 .354 .177 3.199 .0015 

(30) WOHENENV 1.085 .377 .161 2.877 .0043 
(24) SPRVSLEV .655 .296 .117 2.214 .0276 
(12) CLASS - .435 .210 - .110 -2.069 .0394 

{Constant) 4.087 1.776 2.301 .0221 

The strongest predictor of Interpersonal Violence 

was hostility towards women (beta=.332). As stated 

previously, no differences among groups were found for 

this measure. Spending time with women more often than 

men or spending about the same amount of time with men 

and women were both positively correlated with 

increased measures of interpersonal violence. FOC had 

the highest scores on this measure. Supervision level 

was also found to be positively predictive of 

acceptance of interpersonal violence. CH reported the 

greatest level of supervision. Class (year in school) 

was once again negatively predictive of acceptance of 

interpersonal violence, suggesting that maturity or 

increased education have a mild but positive effect on 

diminishing adherence to negative attitudes. 



153 

TABLE 23 REGRESSION COEFFICIENTS OF RAPE SUPPORTIVE MYTHS 

Dependent Survey Independent 
Variable Question # Variable(s) B s.e.(B) beta pet) 

MYTHS (1-30) HOSTILE .641 .091 .372 7.076 .0000 
R' =.283 (14&16) FRAT HALL 5.003 1.579 .162 3.168 .0017 

(12) CLASS '1.356 .434 -.158 ·3.125 .0020 
(30) IIOMENENV 2.122 .779 .145 2.725 .0068 
(35) PARTYIIOM '1.924 .707 -.142 '2.720 .0069 
(47) SEXPRESS 3.870 1.673 .117 2.313 .0214 
(18) FRNDVALU '1.555 .709 -.111 '2.194 .0290 
(43) DATELEVL •• 975 .492 - .103 .1. 981 .0485 

(Constant) 23.122 3.868 5.978 .0000 

The best single predictor of adherence to rape 

supportive myths was hostility towards women 

(beta=.372). Living in a hall as a fraternity member 

was a much weaker predictor of adherence to rape myths, 

but this is only the second time in this study that 

residence X affiliation appeared to be predictive of an 

independent variable. Women in the environment, and 

pressure to discuss sexual experiences were also 

positively correlated with the dependent variable. 

Pressure to discuss sex showed statistically 

significant differences among groups, as FOC, FH and FF 

were more likely to experience such pressure. Class in 

school, parties with women present, friends' values 

(similar to one's own) and level of dating were all 

negatively correlated with rape myth acceptance. No 

significant differences appeared among groups for women 
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being present at parties where alcohol is being served. 

When friends' values are reported as being more similar 

to one's own, rape myth acceptance tends to increase. 

Among group differences on this variable were not 

significant. 

Level of dating (frequency) was negatively 

correlated with rape myth acceptance, which implies 

that rape myths are strongest among those who indicate 

they date fewer women. This was reported most often by 

individuals living in male halls. 

Table 23 corresponds to the Question 38 of the 

Collegiate Lifestyle and Relationship Survey ("Most men 

would have sex with a woman against her wishes if they 

could be guaranteed that they could not be identified 

and would never face charges. ") . Hostility towards 

women appeared to be the only predictor of this 

dependent variable. Statistically significant 

differences among groups on this attitudinal statement 

were not found. 
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TABLE 24: REGRESSION COEFFICIENTS OF WILLINGNESS TO 
COMMIT SEXUAL ASSAULT (ATT3B) 

Dependent Independent 
Variable Variable(s) 

ATT38 
R'=.021 

HOSTILE 
(Constant) 

B 

.035 
2.140 

s.e. (B) beta 

.014 

.132 
.144 2.477 

16.228 

p(t) 

.0138 

.0000 

As expected, the number of respondents indicating 

that they had engaged in aggressive or assaultive 

behavior during "this academic year" decreased as the 

severity of behaviors increased. For several of the 

behaviors, particularly severe ones, a relatively small 

number of respondents reported any cases. This results 

in low variability among the cases on those variables. 

Confidence in the results of a regression analysis of a 

dependent variable with such low variability is itself 

low. 

Figure 2 is a computer-generated representation of 

all the respondents' self-reported behaviors. Blank 

horizontal lines indicate no reported behavior. Bars 

along the axis indicate the level of behavior reported 

(from catcalls to forcible sexual assault), and the 

height of the bar represents the frequency of any given 

behavior (which ranged from "never" through "once" to 

"often"). It is discernable from this figure that as 

more severe behaviors appear, the frequency at less 
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severe behaviors also increases. When all responses 

were taken into account and the summed frequencies for 

all ten behaviors calculated, the range was found to be 

o to 27. 

It was therefore decided that rather than performing 

regression analysis on each behavior, a single index 

could be created to represent aggressive and assaultive 

behavior. This index was named "worst." It is simplY 

a coded representation of the most serious behavior 

reported, from catcalling (1) to completed forcible 

rape (10). The correlation between the total frequency 

and this new index was .774. This indicates that total 

frequency and "worst" behavior are empirically highly 

correlated with each other and are, in this sample, 

essentially interchangeable. 



FIGURE 2 

Histogram icon plots of behavioral frequency data for 
survey respondents. 
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TABLE 25 REGRESSION COEFFICIENT OF "WORST" BEHAVIOR 

Dependent Independent 
Variable Variable(s) B s.e.(B) beta t pet) 

IIORST MYTHS .038 .009 .236 4.178 .00005 
R'=.257 NPARTNERS .039 .012 .168 3.221 .0014 

IMPACT ·.273 .095 ·.152 -2.856 .0046 
LEADER .359 .128 .148 2.791 .0056 
DRINKSELF .246 .098 .145 2.517 .0124 
HOSTILITY .038 .016 .135 2.316 .0213 
SPECULA TI ON .181 .081 .125 2.213 .0277 
CORPORAL .262 .122 .113 2.149 .0325 

(Constant) -2.011 .550 -3.654 .0003 

The best predictor of IIworst ll behavior was Rape Myth 

Acceptance (beta=.236). Speculation about how a woman 

would be in bed, number of sexual partners a person has 

had, hostility towards women, perceived leadership, 

behavior while drinking, and corporal punishment were 

also mildly predictive of IIworst ll behavior measured. 

Perceived impact was negatively related to worst 

behavior, meaning that the less control a subject 

reported feeling over his environment the greater the 

likelihood of aggressive or assaultive behavior. As 

stated, this question dealt with the perceived impact 

one feels one has in making significant changes in 

their living environment. This may also be closely 

related to the ability to change perceived or real 

norms in an environment. 



statistical differences among living environments 

for "worst" behavior were found at the .003 level of 

significance. 
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TABLE 26: ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE ON "WORST" BEHAVIOR 

Res Hall Off Camp 
Characteristics Male Hall CoEd Hall Fraternitl( Frater!li!.l! Fraternitl( ----1L- Notes 

"IJorst" 
Behavior ,,; 1.24 1.39 2.46 1.63 1.60 .0003 MH, CH, 

(SO) (1.32) (1.35) (1.70) (1.46) (1.59) FOC, FF/FH 

When analysis of variance was performed on this 

measure, it was found that fraternity men living in the 

residence halls were more likely to engage in higher 

levels of aggressive or assaultive behavior than any 

other group. All other groups scored in a 

statistically similar manner and reported lower levels 

of behavior. This finding is consistent with the 

analysis of variance performed on individual behaviors 

reported in Table 18. 

Figure 3 displays the predictive variables of 

"worst" behavior; environmental characteristics, while 

not the strongest predictor of "worst" behavior, aided 

in predicting "worst" behavior. 
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FIGURE 3 

IJorst Behavior 

Demograe!li cl 
Background Environmental Attitudinal 
Characteristics Characteristics Measures Behavior 

Myths 1. 236 

1. 125 Speculation > 
> 

# Partners 1. 168 IJorst 
Corporal .113 > Behavior 

Punishment R'=.257 

Drink Sel f 1. 145 
> 

1-. 152 
Impact > 

Host il i ty 1. 135 

1. 148 > 
Leader > 

In summary, then, Figure 4 presents the 

attitude/behavior complex associated with hostility 

towards women. Hostility towards women was predictive 

of all other attitudinal measures, and hostility and 

rape myth acceptance were also directly predictive of 

"worst" behavior. 

In this path model, interpersonal violence, sexual 

conservatism and adversarial beliefs are not 

predictive, other things being equal, of "worst" 

behavior for this sample. 



FIGURE 4 

.4821 Adversarial Beliefs 

Sexual Conservatism 

Hostil ity 

Interpersonal Violence 

Rape Myth Acceptance 

.135 

.236 
----> 

"lIorst" 
Behavior 

This model illustrates that men who scored higher on 

measures of hostility also tended to adhere to 

adversarial beliefs, sexual conservatism, interpersonal 

violence and rape myth acceptance. These attitudes 

are, in turn, predictive of sexually aggressive and 

assaultive behaviors. This finding is consistent with 

Lottes' (1986) finding that "traditional, double-

standard, male dominant, sex-role beliefs are 

associated with victim-callous rape attitudes ... " (p. 

60). This study goes one step further, indicating that 

this complex of attitudes was also predictive of 

behavior and that levels of assaultive behavior varied 

statistically among living environments. 
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CHAPTER 5 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION 

One of the most insidious characteristics of sexual 

assault is its hidden nature. Few victims confide in 

their friends or family, fewer still tell police 

personnel or seek counseling support. Although widely 

discussed as a concern on most college campuses, the 

true frequency of sexually assaultive behaviors is 

hidden even from college decision makers and care 

providers who want to stop it from occurring. Police 

records, the most common source of information on crime 

frequencies, vastly underrepresent the frequency of 

sexual assaults on campus. 

The research questions selected for this study were 

chosen in an effort to better understand the frequency 

and dynamics of sexually aggressive and assaultive 

behavior on one campus. This chapter will review the 

significant findings of this study in relation to the 

research questions posed in Chapter One. The 

limitations of this study will be discussed, as well as 

recommendations for future research. Implications and 

recommendations based on this research follow two 

transcripts of interviews conducted with victims of 
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sexual assault from the same campus. While these 

interviews are not included in the presentation of data 

in this study, they are included to remind both the 

author and the reader that quantitative findings, as 

important as they are, can never fully represent the 

personal impact of sexual assault. For that, we must 

turn to the victims. Their stories, voluntarily given 

and used in this study with their permission, reveal 

the pain, frustration, and uncertainty that sexual 

assault causes in a way a statistic cannot. 

RESEARCH SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION 

The conceptual model used to develop The Collegiate 

Lifestyle and Relationship survey included variables 

which have previously been found to be predictive of 

sexually assaultive behaviors. Among these were 

negative or adversarial attitudes towards women, prior 

sexual experience, and the use of alcohol and 

pornography. The model and survey were specifically 

designed to examine these variables vis-a-vis selected 

living environments. Questions were written in an 

effort to better understand the normative culture of 

specific environments regarding attitudes and behavior 
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hypothesized to be predictive of sexually aggressive 

and assaultive behavior. This research breaks with 

traditional research on sexual assault to the extent 

that previous efforts have not focused on the normative 

contexts so much as psychologistic variables. 

The first research question was: "What is the 

prevalence of sexually aggressive and assaultive acts 

reported by the men in this sample?" A detailed 

description of these findings appears in Table 16 

(p.137). Although the survey asked respondents to 

answer each statement twice, once "since age 14" and 

again for "this academic year," only results for "this 

academic year" were summarized. Frequencies and 

patterns of behavior "since age 14" were essentially 

equivalent to that of "this academic year." since some 

men may have included this academic year in "since age 

14" frequencies, only "this academic year" was used for 

analytic purposes. It was also the most relevant for 

the focus of this study. 

More than half of the men in the total sample 

admitted making catcalls, whistling or yelling at women 

on the street at least once during this past academic 

year. While some men consider this behavior flattering 



to women, just the reverse is likely true. Termed 

"peer harassment" by Hughes and Sandler (1988), they 

report that as a consequence of such behavior, 

Women may feel uncomfortable and annoyed; they 
may feel embarrassed, humiliated, or degraded; 
they may feel disgusted; they may feel helpless 
and unsure how to respond. At times they may 
feel angry, insulted, and fearful of violence. 
They may also feel guilty or blame themselves. 
The cumulative effect of repeated harassment 
can be devastating. It reinforces self-doubt 
and can affect a woman's entire academic 
experience (p. 2). 
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Although reported with less frequency than "catcalls," 

slightly over twenty percent of the men in this study 

reported touching a woman's breasts, buttocks or 

genital area against her wishes at least once this past 

academic year. Unwanted touching was also categorized 

as "peer harassment" by Hughes and Sandler, yet it 

clearly represents a more intrusive and assaultive form 

of behavior. 

As expected, more severe behaviors were reported at 

much lower frequencies. Using the strictest definition 

possible for sexual assault, 5.28% of the total sample 

in this study admitted committing at least one sexual 

assault during this past academic year. This is 

slightly less than Koss' (1985) finding that 6.29% of 

the men in her national sample had committed sexual 



167 

assault during a similar time frame. The converse was 

true for attempted sexual assault, which was reported 

by 9.13% of the total sample in this study compared to 

Koss' finding of 5.28% in her national sample. 

According to White and Koss (1990), 

Estimates of college men perpetrating rape have 
consistently ranged from 4-7% (Aizenman and 
Kelly, 1988; Koss, Leonard and Beezley, 1'985; 
Lisak and Roth, 1988; Muehlenhard and Linton, 
1987; Rapaport and Burkhart, 1984; 1987; White, 
Humphrey and Farmer, 1989; White and Humphrey, 
1990), with estimates of attempted rape 
averaging 4% (Koss et al., 1987; Lisak and 
Roth, 1988; White et al., 1989; White and 
Humphrey, 1990) (p.6). 

In summary, 14.41% of the total sample reported 

committing an attempted or completed sexual assault 

this past academic year. If this figure were stable in 

larger samples, it would translate to a rate of 14,410 

rapes or attempted rapes per 100,000 college males. 

The second research question was: "Does the 

prevalence of self-reported sexually aggressive and 

assaultive acts vary among co-ed residence halls, 

single sex residence halls and fraternities?" Although 

between group differences were not found for 

"catcalls," and attempted or completed sexual 

intercourse by use of coercion (continual argument or 

pressure), statistically significant differences in 
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group frequencies were found for unwanted touching, 

attempted sexual assault and completed sexual assault. 

For all three behaviors, fraternity men living in 

residence halls reported significantly higher rates 

than all other groups. A detailed description of the 

means for all groups may be seen in Table 18 (p.141). 

The reasons for this curious and disturbing finding are 

difficult to accurately pinpoint. 

One possible explanation for this phenomenon may be 

that greater access to women in coed halls (where the 

majority of these fraternity men lived) increases the 

likelihood of assault. One of the difficulties with 

this assumption is that women were reportedly 

"generally" or "routinely" around in all the 

environments under study. Because no attempt was made 

in this study to determine specific details of 

aggressive or assaultive behavior (e.g. location, 

victim information), it is impossible to determine if 

the women in the coed halls were the victims of these 

assaults or whether the assaults occurred in the halls. 

Another possible explanation is that fraternity men 

living outside the fraternity house with other, 

(nonaffiliated) men may feel a greater need to 
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establish themselves and distinguish themselves from 

"non-Greek" men in the environment. If Pleck (1989) is 

correct in his assumptions that men's conflicts are 

generally with other men and that women serve as either 

the target this of frustration or the prize for 

competition, then women in the environment may provide 

easier access, but may not be the source of the 

frustration leading to the aggression. 

other environmental variables found predictive of 

"worst" behavior were observed with the greatest 

frequency among the fraternity sample, and included 

speculation about how a woman would be in bed, and 

level of intoxication. Perceived leadership was also 

predictive of "worst" behavior. Although the 

residential groups did not statistically vary on this 

last measure, in general, the more one perceived 

himself as a leader, the greater the propensity for 

aggressive behavior. The explanation may not center 

around the level of one's perceived leadership 

capabilities, but rather the definition of male 

leadership itself. According to Hughes and Winston 

(1987), leadership and authoritarianism may be 

synonymous within some Greek organizations, in that 
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leadership is defined more as the ability to exercise 

power and control over others, than as some altruistic 

notion. In summary, without specific details about 

incidents of sexually assaultive behavior, it is 

difficult to assess more definitively the causes for 

this finding. However, it suggests an intriguing, if 

disturbing perspective on a socially valorized concept 

(i.e., leadership), and hints at a pathological version 

that may be operating in these male enclaves. 

Additional research is needed to better explicate this 

phenomenon. 

The third and final research question asked, "What 

other variables included in the survey instrument are 

predictive of self-reported incidents of sexually 

aggressive and assaultive behaviors?" This information 

was determined from regression equation analysis. As 

explained in Chapter Four, an index was developed to 

predict the most severe behavior reported. Although 

men who reported the most severe levels of behavior 

were more likely to report engaging in a variety of 

other assaultive behaviors, a causal progression of 

behavior along a continuum cannot be assumed or 

inferred. "Worst" behavior was predicted most often by 
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variables associated with living environments; however, 

rape myth acceptance was the best single predictor. 

When analysis of variance was performed on "worst" 

behavior, a pattern emerged that was all too familiar 

based on other results in this study. Fraternity men 

living in the residence halls again reported the 

"worst" behavior more often than other groups and, 

further, were statistically different from all other 

groups. Fraternity men living in fraternities had the 

next highest mean, followed closely by fraternity men 

living off campus. These latter two means were, 

however, equivalent to the means of co-ed halls and 

male hall respondents. 

Martin and Hummer (1989), reporting on the 

relationship between fraternity culture and rape 

proclivity, stated, 

Our research indicated that fraternities are 
vitally concerned -- more than with anything 
else -- with maSCUlinity (cf. Kanin, 1967). 
They work hard to create a macho image and 
context and try to avoid any suggestion of 
"wimpishness," effeminacy, and homosexuality. 
Valued members display, or are willing to go 
along with a narrow conception of maSCUlinity 
that stresses competition, athleticism, 
dominance, winning, conflict, wealth, material 
possessions, willingness to drink alcohol, and 
sexual prowess vis-a-vis women (p. 460). 
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Martin and Hummer (1989) also say that as a consequence 

of the development of "brotherhood" among pledges and 

actives, 

.•• fraternities comprise collectivities of 
highly masculinized men with attitudinal 
qualities and behavioral norms that predispose 
them to sexual coercion of women. The norms of 
masculinity are complemented by conceptions of 
women and femininity that are equally distorted 
and stereotyped and that may enhance the 
probability of women's exploitation (p. 463). 

Martin and Hummer came to these conclusions based 

on an analysis of newspaper articles dealing with a 

particularly well-publicized and hideous gang rape 

allegedly committed by four fraternity members at 

Florida state University. In addition to content 

analysis of the articles, they interviewed twenty 

students (Greek and non-Greek), eight administrators, 

six alumni advisors and a variety of community leaders 

such as judges, lawyers and victim advocates about 

their perceptions of the incident. The purpose of 

their research effort was to identify "normative" 

behavior and attitudes in the Greek system that might 

explain why a gang rape such as this occurred. 

Although valuable, it is difficult to explain the Greek 

system from its most pathological example or from 

perceptual data largely derived from outsiders to that 
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system. Unfortunately, their research tends to cast an 

unfair pallor on the fraternity system as a whole. 

Although this study may indeed reinforce some of these 

perceptions, negative attitudes and behavior reported 

in this study were not limited to fraternity members. 

Some men in every living environment in this study 

displayed sexually aggressive or assaultive behaviors 

and, to a greater or lesser degree, were involved in 

behaviors or displayed attitudes which were found 

predictive of "worst" behavior. If only statistically 

significant differences are considered in deriving 

inferences from this resear.ch, then the "big picture" 

may be lost. 

The "big picture" to be gleaned from this study is 

that many of the attitudes and behaviors found 

predictive of sexually aggressive and assaultive 

behavior are clearly evident in this sample of men, 

irrespective of place of residence or affiliation. 

Analysis of variance results indicating that fraternity 

members in residence halls are more likely to have 

engaged in assaultive behaviors beg a question. Do 

these results indicate higher levels of social

pathology among fraternity members or reflect 
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recruiting and socializing processes that result in a 

group of men more susceptible to behaviors and 

attitudes predictive of assaultive behaviors? It 

appears, based on the survey results, that the latter 

hypothesis is more persuasive than the former. 

Specific living environments and organizations serve to 

magnify behavioral and attitudinal dispositions by 

reinforcing and rewarding them. This assessment is 

also consistent with Kanin's (1967), finding that men 

will select groups in college which will sustain and 

support earlier acquired values toward sexual 

exploitation. 

Two "surprises" should be addressed at this point. 

Based on the previous research in this area, it was 

expected that pornography use would appear as a 

predictive variable in the regression equations. It 

did not. This outcome may be due to overall low levels 

of use of pornography reported by the total sample. 

Whether this finding accurately reports use of 

pornographic material among the study population is 

impossible to determine. Anecdotal and descriptive 

commentaries found in the literature regarding use of 

pornography (e.g., Moffatt 1989) or simply observations 



175 

of posters which often adorn a male resident's room 

would indicate that reported use of pornography in this 

survey may be vastly underestimated. Measurement of 

pornography use was limited to three magazines, 

excluding what may be even more popular mediums such as 

books, video cassettes and movies. If other forms of 

pornography had been considered, it is likely that 

different results would have been achieved, and 

pornography may have been found to be predictive of 

sexually aggressive and assaultive behaviors in this 

study. 

A second surprise was that one's perceived impact 

on the environment appeared more often than expected in 

regression equation results. As stated in Chapter 

Four, this question related to belief that one can 

significantly effect change in one's environment, 

whether the changes are in norms, policies or other 

residential issues. When this factor appeared, it did 

so as a negative correlation, meaning when the 

individual's perceived impact is low, hostility and 

other attitudinal measures were higher. One might 

interpret this outcome as suggesting an interaction 

between environments that encourage rape predictive 
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behavior and attitudes and individuals who feel 

"trapped" in that environment (Le., unable to avoid or 

transcend the normative influences). Such individuals 

may be receptive to socially undesirable cues in the 

environment and feel unable to reject them. Future 

research in the area of the impact of living 

environments on sexual assault may need to focus 

greater attention on measures of locus of control and 

its relationship to sexually aggressive and assaultive 

behaviors. 

LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY 

This study was specifically designed to identify 

the frequency of sexually aggressive and assaultive 

behaviors of men living in various residential settings 

on one campus. Its direct generalizability to living 

environments at other institutions cannot be 

uncritically assumed. Although the demographic 

characteristics of this sample were comparable to all 

freshmen on this campus, according to institutional 

data for the same year, this study involved a 

convenience, rather than a random sample. The living 

units selected for this study were not selected based 

on uniquely poor reputations or other biasing 



characteristics, but caution should still be used in 

generalizing these results to other residential 

settings. 
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Similar frequencies and patterns of behavior might 

occur on other campuses, but it should be noted that 

fraternities and residence halls alike are unique and 

dynamic environments, defined in large part by the 

characteristics of their inhabitants. And, although 

many living environments are "rich" with traditions 

that seem impervious to time, new residents, inspired 

leadership, or policy and supervision level changes 

could all significantly affect these environments. 

The methodology used in this study was found 

appropriate and useful. Although it might have been 

preferable to use more "personal" approaches to collect 

the information, such as participant-observations or 

in-depth interviews, research on hidden perpetrators of 

crime imposes numerous constraints. without guaranteed 

anonymity and the psychological freedom that paper and 

pencil surveys allow, it is unlikely that the men who 

volunteered to participate would have been as candid as 

they were. 
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SUGGESTIONS FOR FUTURE RESEARCH 

A multifactorial approach to the study of 

acquaintance rape etiology continues to hold the 

greatest promise. This study has shown that 

frequencies of sexually aggressive and assaultive 

behaviors vary among residential settings and that 

specific living environment characteristics are 

predictive of attitudes and behaviors associated with 

sexual violence. Future research is needed to judge 

the validity and reliability of The Collegiate 

Lifestyle and Relationship Survey for use on 

residential campuses. 

The clear finding that fraternity men in the 

residence halls were most apt to commit sexually 

aggressive acts certainly deserves more research. 

Perhaps other methodologies could be applied that would 

allow for greater insights into this phenomenon. It 

appears that the cultural press of the fraternity 

system may differentially affect the behavior of these 

men. In-depth interviews geared toward understanding 

their perceptions of desirable relationships with both 

men and women could be beneficial. 
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Attitudes towards women in general and sexuality 

specifically are formed prior to attending college 

(White and Koss, 1990). Greater research attention 

must be paid to understanding the genesis of hostility 

toward women, adversarial beliefs, and rape myth 

acceptance. Until these belief systems can be better 

understood and meaningfully challenged, it is unlikely 

that significant progress in curbing sexual assault 

will occur. 

Gang rape was considered beyond the scope of this 

study; however, according to some authors (Tash, 1988; 

Erhart and Sandler, 1985), it is most prevalent among 

fraternity members. Research in this area has been 

sparse and largely anecdotal. Additional empirical 

research is needed to determine which individual, group 

and environmental characteristics are associated with 

this form of sexual assault. The difficulties in 

researching such a phenomenon are daunting. 

Before providing general recommendations, excerpts 

from two interviews with victims of acquaintance rape 

are presented. Both interviews have been edited and 

personally identifiable information, including names, 

have been changed. These interviews demonstrate how 
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far we still have to go in educating both men and women 

about sexual assault. Articulating a sexual assault 

experience is difficult for most women to do. It can 

be seen from the statements that follow that both men 

and women accept myths surrounding rape and, as a 

consequence, women often can be seen to blame 

themselves, at least in part, for the assaultive 

behavior of men. Inviting a man to one's residence, 

kissing or petting with a man, not being able to thwart 

a man's advances successfully and the use of alcohol 

have all been linked to victim self-blame in the 

literature. These interview excerpts clearly 

demonstrate elements of these myths. 

Interviewer: 

Participant: 

Participant #1 

OK, I'd like you to tell me about the 

date rape incident that occurred in 

October of 1988. 

OK. He was in my public speaking class. 

It was my first semester. He was the 

comedian of the class. There's only 

about 20 people in the class. I just 

talked to him in class. We were just 
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friends. When I got sick with valley 

fever, he'd bring by some of the class 

notes and stuff, to keep me from failing 

out of school. 

Did you feel pretty close to him -- like 

you knew him pretty well? 

He was one of the people I knew best at 

school. But when you've only been in 

school for one month ... Then, I finally 

got better (after losing about 20 

pounds). I didn't eat much for three 

weeks. I was really sick. When I 

finally went back to school everybody 

was saying, "You haven't been out in so 

long!" They wanted me to go to this 

Halloween party. So we went over to 

that party for awhile, till about 11:00 

p.m., and by then it was "jungle juice" 

time. It tasted horrible. I had been 

sipping on a drink, then said, "Forget 

this!" because I had just gotten over 

being sick. I was with a girlfriend and 

everyone wanted to go to a different 
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Halloween party at some apartment 

complex and I said, "OK. We'll go." So 

we went over to this apartment. This is 

when it gets kind of weird. Ken carne up 

to kiss me. He was really drunk. Then 

he carne up to kiss me again and I just 

kind of turned away because I had no 

romantic inclinations towards him 

whatsoever. Then he didn't do anything 

for awhile. The stereo was on pretty 

loud. It was jazz music. The rest of 

the group went outside just to talk. 

About what time was it? 

I don't even know. I think that it was 

around 2:30 a.m. I didn't have a watch 

on. Everybody was in costumes and 

stuff. I was dressed up in a costume 

too. All I remember is starting to 

stand up [from a chair] and Ken picked 

me up and carried me to his room. I 

remember being picked up, thrown over 

his shoulder and carried into his room. 

I said, "What are you doing?" He said, 
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"Oh, be quiet." and I said, "No! What 

are you doing?" He threw me over on his 

bed and he pinned me and he tried to 

kiss me and I kept saying, "Whoa, stop." 

He said, "Why?" I said, "Because I want 

you to!" I told him to stop and he just 

wouldn't stop and I started crying and 

by then I was in shock. I was crying 

and laying there telling him to "stop." 

He kept saying, "Why? I'm not going to 

hurt you or anything." I said, "No! 

stop!" So I started doing what I think 

most people would do ... trying to 

rationalize and make him realize what he 

was doing to me. I sai~, "Well, I'm 

only 17." I figure that may scare him, 

my being under 18. It didn't scare him 

at all. "Well, I'm not on anything. I 

have no birth control and I can't get 

pregnant. My parents will hate me, kick 

me out." He says, "Oh, I won't get you 

pregnant." I was still crying and 

yelling and saying, "No". My girlfriend 
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and Mike were right outside the window, 

but the stereo was up so loud they 

couldn't hear and my friend Todd was out 

in the other room but apparently he 

couldn't hear either. 

Did you think about screaming? 

Yeah, I was yelling at him, telling him 

to stop. I'm screaming and yelling and 

crying and telling him to stop and he's 

still going on. I don't know how in the 

world that could be pleasurable for any 

guy. He proceeded to have sex with me 

and I was scared to death. I couldn't 

do anything. I have a very strong upper 

body, my legs are real strong, but I 

couldn't get away because I had been 

sick, I only weighed about 100 pounds 

and he probably weighed 180 pounds. 

Then he did the ever wonderful thing 

that all guys do, he says, "Oh, but I 

love you!" I'm thinking, "What?! No, I 

don't think so." I said, "Let me go!" 

and he wouldn't let me go. After he was 
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done he made me sit there and talk to 

him for ten minutes and he would not let 

me go. He would not let me get dressed. 

Finally, he let me go and I quickly got 

dressed and ran out. Todd was asleep on 

the couch and I woke him up and said, 

"Come here and talk to me." I pulled 

him outside and we sat on the porch and 

I said, "He just raped me!" and he said, 

"What?" He was half asleep and half 

drunk, and I think he was kind of 

shocked, too. He said, "OK. We'll get 

you out of here." He was trying to calm 

me down. So then Ken walked out and 

said, "Well what's wrong with you!" I 

said, "Leave tiie alone." It happened to 

be in one of those apartment places 

that's all fenced and you have to have a 

key to get out so I felt trapped in 

there. There was nothing I could do. 

It had an eight foot wrought iron fence. 

Was your girlfriend still around? 
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She was still there. Todd told Mike and 

my girlfriend so they were trying to 

help get me out of there too. Ken kept 

saying, "NO! Why do you guys want to 

leave?" and "What's wrong with you!?" 

Did he understand what the problem was? 

No, he had no concept that what he did 

was wrong. No concept! I was thinking, 

"Wow! I think that maybe he needs 

help!" He kept saying, "Why are you 

being such a bitch? Why do you want to 

leave?" Finally my friends convinced 

him that we were all tired and he 

finally let us go. I was in shock. I 

was sitting there not knowing what to 

do. I didn't want to go horne because my 

sister and I don't get along real well 

and I didn't want to tell her or my 

parents; I was scared. Ken is just one 

of those people that I wish I could kill 

now. I called one of my friends [who 

happened to be a guy] named Bob. I told 

him what happened. 
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Did you contact the police? 

Not at this point. I finally called my 

parents after five days. I felt so bad. 

I felt as though I had just let my 

parents down! For some reason, that's 

how I felt because you always get the 

impression that it's always the girl's 

fault. Everyone else thinks it's our 

fault. You think your parents will hate 

you and everything. Well, I called my 

mom (my dad was out of town), so I just 

told her at first. My mom said, "It's 

OK. It's not your fault. If you want 

to get help, we'll pay for it. But you 

need to call the police." So I finally 

called the police after a lot of 

hesitation. I mean, I didn't think they 

would believe me. I was assigned a good 

detective. Really, really nice. He did 

everything he could to help me, but I 

still wouldn't go to counseling. I was 

thinking, "I don't have time for 

counseling." I went into denial, "It 
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didn't happen to me." I took all my 

mid-terms and finals within three weeks 

of each other. It hit me the next 

semester. My grades were awful, but my 

parents didn't think ill of me. Parents 

don't. 

So they were supportive? 

Always supportive. They'd say, 

"Whatever you need. Do you want to corne 

horne? Do you want us to corne there?" 

Did you ever talk to Ken again about the 

incident? 

I didn't talk to him until the Dean of 

Students appointment. 

You went to the Dean of Students because 

he was harassing you. 

Yeah. After the Dean told him to stay 

away from me, I finally went to 

counseling because I didn't have to see 

him anymore. Before the meeting with 

the Dean, he would always walk up to me 

and say, "Hi! How are you?" and I'd 

just give him one of those looks. 
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He had no clue about what had happened 

between the two of you? 

No clue. None whatsoever. I went to 

counseling. I'm doing a lot better. My 

family's doing a lot better. I couldn't 

hold a boyfriend if my life depended on 

it though. 

What do you mean? 

It [the rape incident] kills your self 

esteem because everything about you is 

changed. I just went to pieces. 

Can you describe how it affected your 

relationships? 

I had no respect for guys. I thought 

they were all jerks and I didn't care. 

I didn't care at all. I had no respect 

for myself either. I was feeling pretty 

worthless. I blamed myself and thought, 

"If only I had run out of the room when 

he put me down." I was so stupid. I 

should have known better. I thought, "I 

could have done this or I could have 

done that." The chances of you thinking 
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small. 
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Did you ever receive medical attention? 

I went to Student Health after I talked 

to my mom and the police. The worst 

part was that it was my first ever 

gynecological exam. It was pretty awful 

but they were really nice. 

Good. 

They explained, "OK, this is what I'm 

doing" and they were really good about 

letting me know what was going on. 

Did you tell other friends? 

Yeah. 

And were they supportive? 

You know, there was more support from 

the guys than from the girls. The girls 

were less supportive. One of my male 

friends was the most supportive. Most 

girls seem to blame me saying things 

like, "You should have known better or 

done something." That was pretty rough. 

It was probably one of the reasons I 
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only have one female friend here. I 

have very few female friends, you know, 

except for a couple who really care, but 

they've also been raped so they 

understand. 

Sure, there's a shared experience. 

Yeah, exactly. When I went for 

counseling, it straightened my life out 

and I realized, "OK, I'm not going to 

drop out of school." I almost dropped 

out of school three times. I've almost 

killed myself twice because of him [the 

rapist] . 

You were suicidal as a result of the 

assault? 

Yeah. I just quit going to school. I 

did not care, period. When I did show 

up, somebody would say, "Oh, you have a 

test." I'd go. It's amazing I pulled 

off a 2.3 now that I think about it 

because I didn't care. I slept all the 

time. I started drinking really heavily 

for awhile and then I started thinking, 
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"It's just not me. II Counseling helped 

me straighten out. 

Participant #2 

Please tell me about your assault; 

impressions you had about the guy, and 

your reactions. 

It was the second weekend of school last 

year and my friends and I went to a 

party at these apartments. I met this 

guy named Ted. He was really nice and 

he started kissing me but I didn't mind 

it. We were by ourselves and it didn't 

bother me at all. I only had one beer 

because I don't drink much. I wasn't 

drunk. He said, "Well, I'm going to go 

home. II He lived in a residence hall and 

he asked me if he could walk me home and 

I said, "Yeah, sure!" So we walked 

together to my hall. I asked him if he 

wanted to come up. We went up to my 

room and he said he had to go to the 

bathroom. So on the way to the 
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bathroom, I introduced him to some of my 

friends because they were home and he 

was a really nice guy. I mean, he 

eeemed like a really nice guy. 

This was the first time you'd met him? 

Yes, he was the first guy that I got 

together with in college. We were in my 

room and we were fooling around on the 

bed and he says, "I really like you 

and ... " 

When you say you were fooling around ... 

I mean, we were just kissing. I was 

content doing what we were doing and he 

said, "I really like you and I really 

want to have sex with you. I would love 

to make love to you." And I said, "I 

just met you! I don't want to have sex 

with you." I was a virgin. I wasn't 

waiting till I got married or anything, 

I'd just never really found anyone that 

I wanted to have sex with. I didn't 

tell him that I was a virgin, but I 

said, "I'm content doing what we're 
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doing." He said, "But, I really want to 

make love to you." And he was making 

the biggest deal about it. I should've 

never gotten him started. 

Did he imply that? 

Yeah, and that it was just a scam for me 

because he could tell I wanted to have 

sex with him. I kept telling him, "I 

don't want to have sex with you. I 

don't know you." I mean, maybe tomorrow 

it would be different or next week or 

something. I just didn't want to have 

sex with someone that I just met. 

Had he been drinking? 

He was a little drunk. He just had one 

or two beers, that I saw. 

Then what happened? 

The phone rang and I said, "Well, let me 

get the phone." and he said, "No. 

Don't answer the phone. You'll spoil 

the mood." I got up anyway and I 

answered the phone. It was the friend I 

went to the party with. She said, "I 
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just wanted to make sure you got home 

OK." I'm hanging up the phone and the 

next thing I know he grabbed me and he 

threw me on my bed. I banged my head on 

the ledge behind the bed and I was kind 

of out of it for a little bit. He said, 

"Well, I'm having sex with you whether 

you like it or you don't!" I said, 

"Leave me alone!" and I was screaming. 

I said, "Don't! I don't want to have 

sex with you!" He pulled off my pants 

and he started having sex with me. When 

I felt him inside me I couldn't even 

move anymore. I was just stiff as a 

board. He didn't wear a condom ... 

Were you in shock? 

I was really in shock. I had been 

screaming prior to him finally going 

inside of me. It wasn't until it was 

over, I realized what had happened. I 

said, "Please just get your clothes and 

get out of here. I don't like you! I 

can't believe you just did this to me!" 
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I was in shock. I said, "We're going 

out right now! We're leaving!" I 

walked him out of the hall. I did not 

know what else to do! He asked, "Are 

you going to call me tomorrow?" I said, 

"No! I really don't want to have 

anything to do with you." 

So, it appeared that he didn't 

understand what he'd done? 

Right. I said, "I don't want to see 

you, I don't want to talk to you. I 

just want you to forget that you ever 

met me. Give me back my phone number. 

Just leave me alone and get out of my 

life!" I went back inside and I sat in 

the corner of the bed in my room and I 

was crying and then I thought, "OK, I 

can't cry. I have to put this out of my 

head; forget it happened." It was then 

I realized that he left his bank card in 

my room. I thought, "Oh great, I'm 

going to have to see him again because 

I'm going to have to give the card 
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had just done to me. 

Did you tell any of your friends? 

No. I just kept it in. I could not 

tell anyone. 

It sounds like you were denying it 

somewhat. 

197 

he 

I just did not want to think about what 

happened. I couldn't believe it. I was 

in such shock that he violated me like 

that. The next day, you know, I tried 

to put it aside. I called him. I said, 

"You know, you left your bank card here. 

Do you want me to bring it over? I'm 

just going to put it in your mailbox." 

And he said, "No, I'll come over and get 

it." I said, "I don't want you to come 

over!" And he said, "Why? I really 

want to see you! You know, last night 

was so great!" I said, "I do not want 

to see you in that way, shape or form 

especially after what you did to me last 

night!" He said, "What did I do? I had 
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fun. Didn't you?" I said, "No. I 

really didn't appreciate what you did." 

And he says, "Well you wanted it!" And 

I said, "No, I didn't! You grabbed me 

and threw me on my bed and I hit my head 

and then you had sex with me. I mean, I 

can't believe you!" He said, "Well, I 

really like you and I really want to see 

you again so I'm going to see you." And 

I said, "No you're not!" I went over 

and I gave him back his bank card. I 

went up to his room. I don't know why. 

I guess just to see if I could be around 

him because I wanted to forget about 

what happened. So I said, "Here." and 

he said, "Come in, you look really 

tired. Do you want to take a nap?" And 

I said, "No! I'm going to go back to my 

hall now." He called me that night. 

You still hadn't told anyone about this? 

Right. When he called he asked, IIWell, 

do you want to go out to dinner 

tonight? II And I said, IINO.II He would 
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not let me off the phone. He kept on 

talking and talking and talking. I'd 

say, "I'm hanging up now." I'd hang up 

and he'd call right back. He said, "Why 

are you hanging up on me? Don't you 

like me? I really like you. I really 

want to be with you. I think we had 

something really special last night." 

and I was thinking, "Get a clue!" and 

I'd hang up and he'd keep on calling 

back. He called every day for a month 

to ask me out. My roommate and all my 

friends would ask, "Well, have you heard 

from that guy?" I'd answer, "Yeah, he 

calls me every day." And they said, 

"Well, why don't you go out with him?" 

And I said, "Oh, he's not my type. I 

really don't want to be with him. 

There's just something about him that's 

really weird." And so, finally, he 

asked me out for dinner, to go to Park 

Center. At least it was a public place. 

I said, "OK, fine." But I made him 
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bring a friend and I was going to bring 

one of my friends. We were supposed to 

meet at Park. He never came. He never 

called again. When he stood me up [for 

dinner] that's when I started getting 

really angry. Every time I'd see him, 

I'd give him the dirtiest looks because 

I saw him all the time on campus. He 

was actually in one of my classes. 

Did he harass you in your class? 

No. If he would come and sit by me, I'd 

get up and leave my class and I'd have 

my friends give me the notes later. I 

did so poorly in school first semester. 

I mean, I almost got put on academic 

probation. Then, I got mono and missed 

the last three weeks of school. I had 

two incompletes in classes and my 

parents didn't understand why I was 

doing so badly. My dad didn't 

understand why I'd be so rude to him on 

the phone and when I'd go home he 

couldn't understand why I was so rude to 



201 

my brother ... treating him like he was 

the scum of the earth. I did so badly 

in school because I'd stay up until 4 

o'clock in the morning because I could 

not go to sleep. When I did fall 

asleep, I'd have terrible nightmares. 

I'd stay up with all my friends until 

really late and then when everyone would 

go to sleep that's when I'd do my 

homework. So I didn't do very well, I 

really didn't study. Occasionally, I 

would go to a party and I'd be afraid 

(especially if I was drunk), if a guy 

came up to me. I really couldn't talk 

to men. I didn't want to tell anyone. 

I was so embarrassed, because I felt 

like it was my fault because I invited 

him up to my room and if I ever told 

anyone, I was afraid they'd say, "Well, 

you know, when girls hug, when they fool 

around with a guy, they want to have sex 

and when the girl says, 'No' they really 

mean 'Yes'." Once, I asked a friend of 
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mine, "If you wanted to have sex with a 

girl and she didn't want to have sex 

with you, would you force it?" And he 

said, "Yeah." I said, "No! That is so 

wrong!" And he said, "I was 

kidding ... you know I would never, ever 

force anyone to have sex with me. If 

they did not want to, I would respect 

them." During Christmas break I finally 

told a friend about it. I told her, 

"something really bad happened to me at 

the beginning of the semester and I 

didn't tell anyone." I started crying. 

And she asked, "What?" And I told her 

that I was kind of taken advantage of. 

I couldn't come out and say that he had 

sex with me. I was so embarrassed. I 

said, "Well, I guess I was kind of 

raped, in a way. He TRIED to have sex 

with me." Then, finally, when we 

started talking about it, I said, "You 

know, he DID rape me and I just couldn't 

tell you at first. I couldn't tell you 
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really hard for me. 
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I mean, it's just 

And she was just so 

understanding. She said, "You have to 

tell your mom." When I told my mom, I 

was crying and so was she. She was 

always telling me to be very careful. 

I've always trusted people and now I 

can't. I was so afraid my mom was going 

to get mad at me because I'd had sex but 

she was really understanding. She 

asked, "Well, are you going to tell your 

dad?" and I said, "No! I can't." She 

said, "I want him to know." I told her 

I just couldn't come out and say, "Dad, 

some guy raped me!" I mean, he would be 

so angry. Not at me, but at the guy. 

My mom told him and then they told my 

brother and we had a family discussion 

about it and they told me that they were 

there for me. Later we went down to the 

Rape Crisis Center and I got counseling 

and my parents and my brother got 

counseling so they could deal with it 
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too. My parents wanted my brother to 

know that this was wrong. If a girl 

doesn't want to have sex with you, you 

cannot force them. 

Did you ever tell the police? 

Not at this point. Just the thought of 

telling the police really scared me. I 

still might do it later. 

Why does it scare you? 

I don't know. I always envision a 

police officer, a man, a big strong man 

and I don't know, it just kind of scared 

me to talk to a strange man about it. 

He might think that you brought this on 

yourself? 

Yeah, that it was my fault because I 

invited him up to my room and I 

mean, ... what was I thinking? I just met 

this guy and he was allover me. I 

still feel guilty every time I invite a 

guy over to my apartment. I feel like 

Ilm provoking something and Ilm not. I 

~-~~--~------ ---
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them over to study or have dinner. 
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Did you ever receive medical attention? 

Well, not right after. I missed my 

period and I got really scared and then 

I started having really bad lower back 

pains. I thought I had a kidney 

infection so I went to the health center 

and I was in the health center every 

week just because I was sick. I made 

myself sick because I stayed up so late 

and I didn't take care of myself. I 

finally saw a counselor too. 

Did you feel comfortable when you went 

for counseling? 

I really liked my counselor. She was a 

really nice lady. For the first couple 

of times, she'd say, "Well, can I give 

you a hug?" and I didn't want her to 

touch me. She totally understood, and 

then, after I felt more comfortable 

talking to her, I'd hug her when I'd 
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You said you told some friends about the 

sexual assault, were they supportive? 

Yes, and I talked to the youth group 

that I used to be in and they were 

really supportive. I just wanted them 

to know, especially the girls that were 

going off to college, to be careful. If 

you're at a party and you're with 

someone, let someone else know where 

you're going and with whom. 

Since the incident, have you ever been 

depressed? 

Yeah. I get depressed once in a while 

because all my friends have boyfriends 

and I want one, but I just won't let a 

guy get close to me. I feel like I have 

a sign on my forehead that says, "00 not 

touch! Do not get close! II 

Since the incident, have you ever felt 

suicidal? 
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No, I felt my life was really bad, but I 

always have someone to call if I'm 

really depressed. People are there for 

me all the time. 

How did this affect you in your 

relationships? You talked about not 

being able to trust ... 

It took me a long time to start being 

able to go out with my male friends. I 

didn't really have a lot of girlfriends 

before this incident. Now I've become 

friends with a lot of girls and I feel 

that I can trust them because they 

aren't going to touch me. I mean, they 

aren't going to violate me. 

How do you feel about yourself? 

Well, for the first semester, I would 

stay up really late and then in the 

morning I would rollout of bed. I'd 

end up just going to class in what I'd 

slept in (sweats). I did not care about 

what I looked like. I didn't want a 

relationship. I wasn't looking to pick 
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up on some guy in one of my classes. I 

didn't care. A lot of my friends could 

tell. I'm doing better now. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

Neither acquaintance rape nor other forms of dating 

violence are new. They existed before terminology was 

developed to describe them and long before the popular 

media became interested. One must have a profound 

skepticism about the utility of making specific 

recommendations to eradicate sexual assault on campus 

based on the societally imbedded character of the 

university and the fact that we are working with 

adults. Although numerous guidelines and suggestions 

appear in the literature, the very nature of this crime 

makes it nearly impossible to evaluate the 

effectiveness of educational and prevention programs by 

traditional means. 

In 1989, The National Association of Student 

Personnel Administrators proposed a five point plan to 

address campus crime. The steps were presented as 

follows: 1) identify the problems; 2) assess how they 

should be addressed; 3) address them; 4) put a 
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prevention program in place and then; 5) hold people 

responsible when things go wrong. Using this simple 

and facially logical plan as a framework for 

discussion, the true complexity of addressing sexual 

assault can be seen. The first step, "Identifying the 

problem," requires some knowledge of the prevalence and 

dynamics of the crime of sexual assault on a given 

campus. As indicated by the Towson study (1989), the 

figures for reported and suspected cases of sexual 

assault vary dramatically. If only official reports 

(such as police records) are used, it is a statistical 

reality that only a small portion of cases will be 

identified. From the interviews, it can be seen that 

students are often unsure how to define and then deal 

with a sexual assault experience. Both men and women 

are generally ill-informed about sexual assault 

statutes. Even when victims are aware that their 

rights were violated, societal myths and misconceptions 

regarding this crime have effectively inhibited 

reporting. Information provided to students geared 

towards preserving order and civility on campus, such 

as handbooks and conduct codes, rarely address this 

crime in a way that is easy to understand and apply. 
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To further complicate the matter, students rarely read 

these materials in advance of a significant problem. 

"Assessing how problems should be addressed," 

hinges on identifying the problem. Research in the 

area of sexual assault is not new, yet many of the 

factors consistently related to these incidents, such 

as alcohol abuse, have received little more than lip 

service from campus administrators. Alcohol use, like 

sexual violence, seems to be woven tightly into the 

fabric of college life. In general, assessment 

requires adequate personnel not only for research but 

for supervision. In a period of financial austerity, 

it is unlikely that additional resources for student 

services will be forthcoming. Traditionally, student 

services personnel have been targeted for cuts during 

periods of campus recession and recisions. Because of 

this, needed leadership development, training and 

accountability are all hampered. Shortages of 

personnel are nowhere more acute than in the Greek 

system. Since fraternity houses on campus are (at this 

point in time) not required to have live-in, 

professionally trained staff, it is difficult to assess 

the ability of houses to live up to their stated 
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that mission is related to or benefits the host 

institutions. 
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In the case of sexual assault, prevention efforts 

emphasizing educational programs to all students on 

campus may need to precede all other efforts. To be 

useful, these efforts must be supported and 

acknowledged by the institution. Although peer 

education is growing in popularity and promise, it must 

be nurtured along and then carefully supervised by 

campus professionals trained in rape prevention. In 

developing these programs, broad campus representation, 

including the dean of students office, campus police, 

student counseling, health center, residence life and 

Greek affairs should be garnered. student 

representation is also essential if educational 

presentations are to be effective. Prevention programs 

can begin before students even arrive on campus if 

materials sent to newly admitted students clearly 

inform them of the risks, rights and responsibilities 

associated with attending college. Although 

institutions are often hesitant to discuss safety and 

crime prevention at orientation sessions, the earlier 
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the better. Students need to be informed in order to 

individually and collectively reduce their risk of 

victimization. Prevention efforts must include both 

men and women. Campus student leaders and student 

staff must also be informed of liability issues and 

campus standards. 

Discussions with students about sexual assault 

prevention must not only include comprehensive 

prevention strategies, but also information which 

empowers them to act if they become a victim. Faculty 

are rarely discussed in models of crime prevention, yet 

many required freshmen and sophomore courses could 

easily incorporate issues such as sexual violence and 

acquaintance rape. This approach increases awareness 

on the part of the students and allows for a more 

comprehensive analysis of the issue. Courses such as 

communications, sociology, psychology, philosophy and 

ethics can offer a broader perspective on the issues 

than can be achieved in a one hour prevention 

presentation. Brief programs seem unlikely to 

counterbalance pervasive cues in the students' 

immediate and general living environments. 



The final step, holding people accountable for 

their behavior, whether peer harassment, sexual assault 

or other forms of violence against one another, depends 

not only on the standards and regulations in place, but 

the willingness on the part of the victim and the 

institution to follow through. In a litigious society 

the courage to hold people accountable often wanes. If 

mission statements for institutions or various 

organizations within them are to be taken seriously, 

accountability needs to be purposeful, appropriate and 

reasonably quick. 

As victims of sexual assault are particularly 

apprehensive to come forward for assistance, those 

charged with handling the case must be specifically 

trained in this area. This includes police, residence 

life and Greek affairs personnel and the dean's office. 

victims are often victimized again by the "system." 

Students need to be informed of all campus and 

community resources and how to use them. Further, 

victims should be supported throughout the disciplinary 

process on campus. 

Campuses which are just beginning to cope with the 

issue of sexual assault or established programs anxious 
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to evaluate their policies and procedures may want to 

try an alternative approach to traditional program 

evaluation. Incident evaluation is a method of 

assessing sexual assault at a micro-level. During and 

after the incident, incident team members [hall staff, 

dean's office personnel, police or security personnel, 

counseling and medical staff (if applicable)] can all 

be involved in determining how, when and why the 

incident occurred. At every level, issues of response 

time, information sharing, crisis intervention 

strategies and referrals, al~ even the hearing process 

(if used), can be used to assess effectiveness of the 

response as well as related issues such as 

confidentiality. Where the system has "failed," 

weaknesses can be evaluated and corrected. This type 

of assessment can include discussions of facilities: 

precautions (were doors propped?); policies (visitation 

or alcohol violations?); and services (such as escort 

service availability). If victims are willing to be 

involved in such an assessment after the crisis has 

passed, their insights and perceptions of care can be 

invaluable. This evaluation methodology can quickly 

improve the skill level of those involved if they are 
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responsive to suggestions from the victims of crime and 

colleagues. 

Incidents such as verbal harassment and unwanted 

touching should be addressed with the same vigor and 

sensitivity as sexual assault. If less severe 

incidents are taken seriously, clear messages are sent 

to both victims and perpetrators that the institution 

is not tolerant of such behavior. This notion should 

apply equally to faculty who, according to Erhart and 

Sandler (1988), are often guilty of sexual harassment 

incidents on campus. 

IMPLICATIONS 

As with most research, perhaps more questions have 

been raised than definitive answers provided. This 

study has shown that men in campus living environments 

were found to adhere to attitudes and engage in 

behaviors found predictive of sexually aggressive and 

assaultive behaviors. Additionally, the prevalence of 

sexually aggressive and assaultive behaviors, although 

found among all groups, revealed statistical 

differences. 
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Recommendations have been offered which seem 

plausible as first steps, but these recommendations are 

not directly drawn from this data. Rather they are 

distilled from intuition and experiences, and the 

collective wisdom of other researchers and 

professionals. Although it is clear from the study 

that some form of corrective intervention must take 

place, the exact form of intervention necessary is not 

evident from the findings. Skepticism about 

traditional prevention effots was encouraged because it 

appears that the attitudes associated with sexual 

violence on this campus and others are not 

distinguishable from societal norms. 

Campus living environments are not "special 

havens." Much has been written about the need for 

institutions to assist students in becoming integrated 

into the campus culture and community (e.g., Astin 

1977), yet little attention has been paid to the 

qualitative nature and normative orientation of the 

student subcultures expected to assist with this 

integration process. Although it remains unclear how 

much influence communities such as residence halls and 

fraternities actually have, one must consider whether 
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these environments mediate or educate away from 

negative social values or tolerate and reinforce them. 

Evidence regarding alcohol abuse and sexually 

assaultive behavior among men in this sample implies 

that living environments not only mirror societal 

tendencies but are in fact tolerant (if not supportive) 

of these behaviors. In fact, there is evidence that 

some campus living environments may indeed contribute 

to the "development" of sexual predators and victims. 

In the aftermath of a sexual assault which gains 

public attention, institutional responses range from a 

"well boys will be boys" attitude (a feminist 

perspective) to "we can't blame an entire group for the 

actions of one or two members" (a psychoanalytic notion 

that the accused are "different") but rarely is there 

an acknowledgement of responsibility for the 

environments the institution helped create through 

purposeful design or neglect. It is neither possible 

nor desirable for institutions return to in loco 

parentis; student subcultures developed in an effort to 

escape the heavy hand and watchful eye of faculty and 

suffocating moral development with clear religious 

intent. 
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In recent times however, institutions have tended 

to, disavow responsibility because issues such as 

racism and sexual violence seem so complex. 

In much the same way administrators have been 

"forced" to address observable manifestations of racist 

attitudes, specific behaviors related to, or found 

predictive of, sexually aggressive and assaultive 

behavior could also be confronted. On many campuses, 

the parameters of what is unacceptable behavior remain 

ill-defined. Ernest Boyer (1987) characterized 

traditional residential environments as "youth ghettos" 

where students are "socialized only by their peers, 

denied the experience of older adults (p.225)." Absent 

some way to influence the normative order of campus 

subcultures, educational ventures may assist victims 

without influencing victimizers particularly. 

Issues of psychosocial development have 

traditionally been relegated to the student personnel 

domain. This effectively widens the gap between 

academics and this aspect of a co-curriculum, and 

separates moral and ethical principles from traditional 

learning processes. Whose responsibility is it to deal 
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with complex social issues such as sexual violence on 

campus? 

According to Bok: 

... universities should be among the first to 
reaffirm the importance of basic norms such as 
honesty [non-violence], promise-keeping, free 
expression and helping others, for these are 
not only principles essential to a civilized 
society; they are values on which all learning 
and discovery ultimately depend .... the 
failure to do so threatens to convey a message 
that neither these values nor the effort to 
live up to them are of great importance or 
common concerns. This message is not only 
unworthy of the academy; it is likely in the 
atmosphere of a university to leave students 
morally confused and unable to acquire strong 
ethical convictions of their own (1990, p. 
100) . 

Perhaps faculty, as well as administrators see 

themselves, as Bok states, "caught between the evils of 

indoctrination and the hazards of ethical relativism," 

and therefore are hesitant to delve into moral and 

ethical dilemmas in or out of the classroom. Yet, 

paradoxically, faculty are often the first to question 

the value and connectedness of residential environments 

on campus to such important values as civility and 

academic achievement (Boyer, 1987). As members of the 

university community, is it unreasonable to assume that 

faculty are responsible for connecting their 

disciplines to these critical developmental issues? 
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Boyer (1987) concluded in his study of the 

undergraduate experience that "today's undergraduates 

urgently need to see the relationship between what they 

learn and how they live (p. 218)." 

There are good, yet unsatisfying answers to the 

faculty's lack of involvement in such issues. Beyond 

the fears of educational indoctrination, which, it is 

believed, would surely corrupt academic freedom, 

faculty specialization, their cognitive-driven 

definition of development and its importance (e.g., 

mind/body dualism), lack of direct and meaningful 

association with undergraduates, have all worked 

against their potential influence on the moral and 

ethical development of students. 

As a consequence, it appears that universities 

represent no more a superior social or moral order than 

their host society, and the sociopathy described in 

this study illustrates the relative ineffectiveness of 

these institutions as agencies of social development. 

Bok states, 

Despite these problems, moral education is too 
important to discard just because prior efforts 
have failed. Besides, universities cannot 
avoid the task whether or not they relish the 
responsibility. Like it or not, they will 
affect the moral development of their students 



by the ways in which they administer their 
rules of conduct, by the standards they set in 
dealing with ethical issues confronting the 
institution, by the manner in which they 
counsel their students and coach their athletic 
teams, indeed, even by their indifference 
toward moral issues in and out of the classroom 
(1990, p. 29). 

When Title II of the Student Right to Know and 
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Campus Security Act of 1990 takes effect on September 

1, 1991, institutions receiving Federal financial 

assistance will be required to certify that they have 

established a campus security policy complied with the 

law's disclosure requirements. Unfortunately, this 

effort will probably not significantly change the 

number of sexual assaults currently reported on 

campuses. As the interviews reveal, the stigma and 

confusion created by this crime is such that victims 

may continue to feel that more may be lost than gained 

by coming forward. 

until the campus community (students, faculty, 

staff, and administrators) can agree that where "hate 

crimes," such as racism and sexual violence, must be 

addressed quickly, fairly and firmly, and then act 

collectively to do so, and until concepts such as 

justice, ethics and moral development become more than 

occasional pedagogical topics for debate, we should 
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expect no dramatic and lasting changes. Martin Luther 

King Jr. stated that, 

Education must enable one to size and weigh 
evidence, to discern the true from the false, 
the real from the unreal, and the facts from 
the fiction. The function of education 
therefore, is to teach one to think intensively 
and to think critically. But education which 
stops with efficiency may prove the greatest 
menace to society. The most dangerous criminal 
may be the man gifted with reason but with no 
morals. 

We 
enough. 
the goal 

must remember that intelligence is not 
Intelligence plus character - that is 
of true education. 

King (p.41) 



APPENDIX A 

Collegiate Lifestyle and Relationships Survey 

Thank you for participating in this survey. Please respond quickly and honestly to the questions 
which follow. Your participation is, of course, entirely voluntary. Even though all responses 
arc anonymous, please feel free to omit any individuill questions. Place an 'x' in the box next 
to your best answer to each question, or fill in the space provided. 

1. HolY old are you tuday1 __ 

2, What Is your ethnic b.1ckground1 
I I American IndIan 
I I Asian or "aclflc Islander 
I J mack (African American) 
I J Hispanic 
I J Non·Hispanlc White (Anglu) 
J J Other. please specify: ____ _ 

J. In whilt reliHion were you raised? 
I J Catholic 
J J JelYish 
I J I'rotcstant 
J J None 
I J Other. please specify ______ _ 

.1. IlIIliI'.lh! yuur (,IIIU'r's hiJ~hcst level IIf l'tillc.l1illn. 
I 1 Sc.UIll! hi);h f>dlOul 
I I llinh f.Chuu1Ijr"LluOIlc 
I J Some college 
I 1 Culh'fjc gralluatc 
I I Gr.ul".1Ic :;chuul ur I'rurt~:c;~iU".ll Schoul graduate 

(law, medicine. dentistry, elc ... ) 

S. lodictllc your muther's hiJ;hc51Ic\'cl uf cduc.ation. 
I I Some high schoul 
I J lligh school gradu,1ie 
J J Some coliclle 
I I College graduate 
I J GrJLiUalc schaul or I'rofc5.o;ionJI School gr.1dU.1lc 

(I.1W, medicine, ,Ientistry, etc ... ) 

(" I'lcilf.IJ l'slilllatc yuur (,1Inily's incuml! (or lilSl YCllr. 
J J $2S.IIW or below 
I J $25,UIlt - $50,111111 
I I $.~II,lIl1t - $75,UIIII 
I J $75,11111 - $IOU,OW 
J J over $tW,ooO 

7. Wilh wllum did yuu live while YUII were Ijruwintj-up? 
I I Mullwr .11lt! F,llhcr Itll~\~lhcr 
J I Mlllht'r IIlIly 
I I Ftillwr {lnly 
I I Liw,t1 .1Ih·rlltllivl'ly with hUlh 
I I Lived wilh neither p.nenl 

8. While you lYere grolYlng up. did your mother work 
outside your home? 

I J No 
I J Yes 
If yes, In IYhat type of job? ______ _ 

9. HolY ,trict lYere your parents In making you abide by their 
rules1 

I J Not at all strict 
I J A IIttie,trlct 
II Very strict 
I I llxtremely strict 

10, While you were grolYlng up, dId your parents ever use 
physical punishment (spanking, slapping. kicking) IYhen 
you mi,behaved? 

I J Never 
I J Sctmctlmes 
I J Usually 
J J Always 

11. Did you ever ub!;crvc .my rhy~icoll ur verbal o'lbu~c In your 
hume? Check all that apply, 

I J No f.mily violence 
I J Yes - betlYeen parents 
I J Yes - between parentIs) .nd other siblings 
I J Yes - betlYeen my parentis) and myself 

12. What is your current yc.lr in collcge? 
I J Freshman 
I J Sophomore 
I J Junior 
II Senior 
J J Gradu.te Student 

13. Whilt is your cumulilllvc CPA? __ 

14, Where do you currently live? 
I J All m.le residence hall 
I I Co-Ed residence hall 
(I Fraternity lIou~e 
I I (·lol11e ur parcnt or rd.llivl! 
I I IluUfiCl Aparlmenl uri C.,IOIHI5 

15. Where Jld Y"U live IMl M!mc~lt~rl 
I ) All male rc.,idencc hall 
J J Co-Ed residence hall 
I I rrillcrnily House 
I Illume nr parent or relat ivc 
I I l'lousel Apartment uff cilmpus 
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16. Which term best describes your affiliation? 
(( Independent (non-Creek) 
(I Rushed, but not pledged 
(( Greek Pledge 
(I Greek Active 

17. Think about the male friends with whom you spend most 
of your frcc time. Where do they live? 

I I All male ",sidence hall 
I I Co·Ed ",sidence hall 
I I Fraternity /-louse 
(I Home of parent or ",Ialive 
(( 1·louse/ Apartment off campus 

18. Would you say your friends values arc -
(I Very similar to yours 
(I Somewhat similar to yours 
(I Somewhat dissimilar to yours 
(I Very dissimilar to yours 

19. In your current living environment would you generally 
characteri~.c yourself as a leader or a follower? 

(I Leader 
( I . Follower 
(I Depends on the situation 
(I Unsu", 

20. How would yuu describe your currentlivinB environment? 
I I Quiet, controlled 
I I Gels pretty loud sometimes 
I I Usually pretty rowdy 
I I Luud/uut of contrul must uf the time 

21. /-Iuw impurtant is it for you to adhere to the rules of your 
environment? 

I I Very important 
I I Somewhat important 
I I Not very impurtant 
I I Not important at all 

22. Who sels the "rules" which have the most in(Juence on 
yuur behavior in yuur living environment? 

I I Those wilh whom you live 
I I Corpurate/house leaders ur /-fall Staff 
I I Your parents 
I I You yuurself 

23. Which statement best describes how you feci abuut the 
rules in your living environment? 

I I They itrc in place ror .1 n'ason .1nd shuuhJ 00 
(ullowed. 

I I Rules arc to be (ollowed when others are around, 
but what we do in private is our own busi
ness. 

I I The nIles arc prelly .tupiJ, "" we find ways tu 
get around them. 

I I The rules do not apply tu us/me. 
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21. What level of supervision characterizes your living envi
ronment? 

(I No supervision at any time 
(I Low supervision - very Irregular unless there are 

problem. 
(I Moderate supervision 
(I Lots of supervision 

25. Do you (eel this level o( supervision Is -
I I Excessive 
(I Adequate 
(I InsuCCicient 

26. 110w often do you (eel uncomrortable hanging around with 
your (riends (or (car that they might do something that 
gets you in trouble? 

(I Never 
(I Occasionally 
(I Frequently 

27. How important is it (or you to "fit in" with those around 
you? 

I I Not Important at all 
I I Not very important 
I I Somewhat important 
I I Very Important 

28. How much impact do you feci you have in making 
significant changes in your living environment? 

II No Impact 
I I lillie Impact 
I I Some Impact 
I I A great deal of impact 

29. In comparison to your (riends (peeple in your living 
environment) do you consider yourself to be -

I I Much more masculine than my (riends 
II A little more masculine than my friends 
I I About the same as my friends 
I I Less masculine than my friends 

30. In your living environmcHt do you (ecl that women are 
I I Generallyexcludl'tl 
I I There as invited guests only 
I I [{outinely around 

31. Are the peeple with whom you spend the most time -
I I Mostly male 
I I Mostly fem"le 
I I Equal numbers of males and (emales 

32. What level of roughhousing do you routinely experience in 
your living environment? 

II None 
I I A little, but no one gets hurt 
I I Quite" bit, out no serious injuries 
I I No holds barred, very physical 
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33. Within your parlicular peer group, how much pressure is 
there 10 drink? 

I I No pressure at all 
I I A lillie pressure 
I I Moderate pressure to drink 
I I Lots of pressure (everyone docs it) 

34. Which statement best describes the drinking behavior of 
your friends when they drink at a party? 

I I They"" nut drink. 
I I They Ilet bUhhC'" but <lu nutllet drunk. 
I I They get drunk but generally stay in control. 
I I rHq get wasted. 

35. Arc women usually present at these parlies? 
I I Never 
II Scl<lom 
I I Usually 
I I Always 

36. When you drink, do you usually drink -
II Alone 
I I With 1 - 2 friends 
I I With 3 - 5 friends 
I I With large groups (party) 

37. Ilow often uo you drink alcohol? 
I I I uu nut drink 
I I Less than unco a week 
I lOne to L \YO times a wlock 
I I J or mUre limes a week 
II D"ily 

3H. On uccosiuns when you urink akuhol, how much do you 
usually drink? 

I I I never drink 
I I 1 - 3 drinks 
I I '1 - (, drinks 
I laver 6 drinks 

39. Which statement generally describes you when you drink? 
(Assume you arc not driving.) 

I I I du nut drink. 
I I Illet a buzz but not drunk. 
I I I get drunk - but genl'rally stay in control. 
I I Illet wasted. 

110. Uow frequently do you usc marijuana? 
I I I have never used marijuana 
I I I have tried lI1ariju.lI1a. tll:t: .. ~iunally 
I lOne to two limes it wt'ck 
I I J or more limes a wL'Ck 
II Doily 

111. Ilow rrCtlucntly do you usc cocaine? 
I I I have never used cocaine 
I I I have tric'" cocaine, occasionally 
I I One to two times a wL'Ck 
I I J ur more times il week 
II Doily 
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42. Has someone close to you died unexpectedly within the 
past three years? 

II No 
II Yes 

43. How often do you date? 
I I Rarely (less than once a month) 
I I Scld~m (once or twice a month) 
I I Often (3 - 4 limes a wcck) 
I I Very often (5 times a wc'Ck or more) 

44. Arc you currently -
I I Not dating anyone at this lima 
I I Daling only one person 
I I Daling a few women regularly 
I I "Playing the field" (daling luts of different wom

en) 

45. With your friends, huw often do you hear talk spcc1Jlaling 
how a parlicular woman would be in bed? 

II Never 
II Monthly 
I J Wc'Ckly 
II Daily 

46. How much pressure do you get from your friends tu 
discuss your sexual experiences? 

I I No pressure 
I I /\ litlle pressure 
I I Some pressure 
I I /\ Ilrent deal of pressure 

~7. Huw s.1lisfil'" arc you with your current level of sexual 
aclivity? 

I I Not satisfied at all 
I I Somewhat satisfied 
II Salisfied 
I I Very Salisfied 

48. Do your friends ever pressure you to have sex with 
women when you do not wnnt to? 

II No 
II Yes 

49. Have you had sexual intercourse? 
II No 
II Yes 

If you answered 'No', pl~lSC continue to the nexl page. 

50. I\t what agc did you (inll have sexual inlcrcuur:;c7 __ 

51. How mnny different sexual partners have you hau? __ 

52. Do you practice safe sex (wear a condom)? 
I I Never 
I I Sometimes 
I I Usually 
I I Always 
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53. What is your all time favorile movie? ______ _ 

54. Wlhlt is your favorite TV program? _______ _ 

55. Which of these magazines do you read regularly (RI or 
occaSionally (017 Check aillhal apply, 

(RI (01 Ilyle (RI (01 Newsweek 
(RI (01 Cycle (RI (01 Omnl 
IRI (01 Down Ileat (RI (01 PC Magazine 
iI{1 (Ollls'luirc iI{1 (01 Penlhouse 

(RIIOI GQ (RI 101 l'cople 
(RI (Oll-leavy Melal (RIIOI Playboy 
IRI (01 High Times (RI (01 Ski 

IRI 101 Husller (RI 101 Sporls lIluslraled 

(RI (01 LiCe (RI (01 Time 

(!{I (01 Look (RIIOI TV Guide 

(RI (O( M iI{IIOI U.S. News 

U{IIOI Nal, Lampoon (i{1101 US 

56. Whal percenlage uf Ihe jokes you hear in your living 
environmenl deal with: 
__ % Minorilies (elhnic jokes) 

__ % School/professors 
__ % Homosexuals 
__ % Women 
__ % Other, _____ _ 

Thc!'c statements uCell with yuur fl.oclinl)s about women. !,Iease 
indicate whether yuu feci each slalemenl is lrue or false by 
marking the appropriate box. 

1. ITIII'I Many limes wumen nirl wilh men jusllulease ur 
hurllhem. 

2, (1'( (1'1 I feelupsel by even slighl criticism by a woman. 

J. (TI (1'1 II buthers me when women tease me about my 
faults. 

4. (TI (1'1 I used to think thaI mosl Women told the Iruth 
bUI nuw I know ulherwise. 

5. 11'111'1 Women will walk all over you if you aren'l 
willinr, 10 fight. 

(,. 11'111'1 I often find lIIyself disallll.'Cing wilh women. 

7. 1'1'111'1 I du very (ew thinl;S to wOlllen Ihallllake me fL'C1 
rcnmrsc(ul aHcrwnnl. 

H. ITIIFI I rarely becollle suspicious uf women who arc 
lIIure friendly Ihan I eXI'L'Clcd. 

Y. 1'1'1 11'1 There are a number of women who secm lu 
dislike me much Inure than they aro aware 0(, 
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10. (TIIFI Women always seem 10 get Ihe breaks, 

11, ITIIFI I don't seem to get what's coming to me In my 
relationships. 

12. ITI IFI I generally don't get really angry when a woman 
makes fun of me. 

13. ITIIFI Women Irrllate me a great deal, 

14. ITIII'I If I let a woman see Ihe way I really am, Ihey 
would consider me a hard person 10 gel along 
wilh. 

15. ITI (Ill Lalely, I've been kind of grouchy wllh women. 

16. ITI(I'I I Ihink that most women would lie 10 get ahead. 

17. (TI (FI It Is safer not to lrust women. 

18. (TI (1'1 When It really comes down to It, a lot of women 
arc deceitful. 

19. (TI (FI I am not easily angered by a woman. 

20. ITI (FI I often feellhat women probably Ihink that I have 
nol lived Ihe right kind of life. 

21. ITIIFI I neVer have hostile fcclings toward women that 
make me feel ashamed of myself laler. 

22. ITIIPI Many limes a woman appeMs lu carc, bUI really 
just wants to usc me. 

23. ITIIPI I get a raw deal from Ihe women in my life. 

24. ITIII') I sometimes wonder what hidden reason a WOIII
an has for doing sumething nice fur me. 

25. (TI (FI If women had not had it in for l11e I would have 
been 1110re successful in my personal relationships 
wilh them. 

26. ITIIPI I never have the fec1inglhat women laugh abuul 
me. 

27. (Till') Very few wOlllen lend 10 lalk about me behind 
Illy back. 

26. ITIII'I When I louk back al whal's happ,,"cd lu me I 
don't feel at all resentful loward the wumen in 
Illy life. 

29. 11'111'1 I never sulk when a woman makes me angry. 

30. ITIII'I I have bL'Cn rejecled by 100 lIlany wumen in my 
life. 
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T.."'.~ st.lte::",e:1ts \"'hich follow deal with women, relationships and sex. Place an "x" in 
the appropriate square to indica!e your level of ~greement \,,·ith each statement. 
The squares represent: 

(0) stro:ls Dis.1gt~tnatt (.11 Diugree::le:'lt (NI Seutr.ll (.II Agre.::tnClt (AI Strong Agremtent 

l. [01 [dl [NI tal [AI 

2 ,01 [al (~l (al (AI 

3. (01 (dl [NI tal (AI 

4. [01 [dl (~1 (al [AI 

5. (01 (dl [~1 tal (AI 

6. (01 [dl [NI raj [AI 

7. (01 [dl (N] (al [AI 

8. (01 [dl [NI (al [AI 

9. (01 (dl (~1 (al [AI 

. 10. [OJ [dJ [N] raj (AI 

11. [OJ [dl ["'1 [al [AI 

12. [01 [dJ [NI [al [AJ 

13. [01 [dJ (NI (al (AI 

14. [01 [dl [N] [al [AI 

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

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

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

Women are usually sweet until they've caught a man, but 
the:! they let their true selves show. 

A lot of men talk big. but when it comes down to it, they 
can't perform well sexually. 

In a dating relationship, a woman is largely out to uke 
ad~a.'\tage of a man. 

Men are only out for one thing. 

Most women are sly and manipulative when they are 
trying to attract a man. 

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

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

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

Men have a biologically stronger sex drh·e than women. 

A nice woman will be offended or embarrassed by diny 
jokes. 

Masturbation is a normal sexual activity. 

15. (01 (dl [N] (aJ (AJ 

16. (01 (dl [N] (al (AJ 

17. [OJ (dl [N] raj [AI 

18. (OJ (dJ (N] [al [AI 

19. (OJ [dJ [N] [al [AI 

20. [01 [dJ [N] tal [AJ 

21. [01 [dl [N] [al [AI 

22. [01 [dl [N] tal [AI 

23. [01 [dJ [N] [al [AI 

24. [01 [dl [N] [al [AI 

25. [01 [dl [N] [al [AI 

26. [01 [dJ [N] {al [AI 

27. [OJ [dJ [N] [al [AI 
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People should not have oral sex. 

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

Having sex during the menstrual period is unpleasant. 

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

Woman have the same needs for a sexual outlet as men. 

People today should not use "an eye for an eye and a tooth 
for a tooth" as a rule for living. 

Being roughed up is se.-rually stimulating to many women. 

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

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

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

A man Is never justified in hitting his wife. 

A woman who goes to the home or apartment of a man on 
their first date implies that she's willing to have sex. 

Any female can get raped. 

28. [OJ [dJ [N] [al [AlOne reason that women falsely report rapes is that they 
frequently have a need to protect their reputation. 

29. [01 [dl [N] [al [AI Any healthy woman can successfully resist a rapist if she 
really wants to. 

30. [01 [dl [N] [al [AI When women go around braless, wearing short skirts, or 
tight tops, they are just asking for trouble. 

tv 
tv 
-..J 



Collegiate Lifestyle and Relationships Survey 

31. [0] [d] [N] [a] [A] If a girl eng'g" in necking or petting and she lets things 
get out of hand, it is her own fault if her partner forces sax 
on her. 

32. [0] [d] [NI [a] [A] A woman who is stuck up and thinks she's too good to 
talk to guys on the strOe! deserves to be taught a lesson. 

33. [0] [dl [N] [a] [ . .>.] Many women have an uncons.:ious wish to be raped and 
may then unconsdously set up a situation in which they 
are likely to be attacked. 

3·1. [0] [d] [1'.'1 [a] [A] If a woman go"s to a party and has intercourse with a man 
she's just met there, she should be considered "fair game" 
for other males at the party. 

Ple,se indicate how frequently you have engaged in each of the listed behaviors. 
The responsa codes indicate: [N! Never [I) Once (2) Thice (5) Several times (0) Often. 

1. Made "cat-<:a1Is", whistled, or yelled at a woman on the street. 

2. Touched a woman's buttocks, breasts, or genital area against her wishes. 

3. Attempted sexual intercourse with a woman when she didn't want to by overwhelming 
her with continual argument and pressure. 

4. Attempted sexual intercourse with a woman when she didn't want to by giving her 
more alcohol or drugs than she could handle. 

5. Attempted sexual intercourse with a woman when she didn't want to by threatening to 
use force. 

6. Attempted sexual intercourse with a woman when she didn't want to by using some 
degree of force. 

7. Had sexual intercourse "/ith a woman when she didn't want to by overwhelming her 
with continual argument and pressure. 

8. Had sexual intercourse with a woman when she didn't want to by giving her more 
alcohol or drugs than sr .• could handle. 

9. Had sexual intercourse with a worn ..... when she didn't want to by threatening to use 
force. 

10. Had sexual intercoursE with a woman when she didn't want to by using some degree 
of force. 

pg 6 

35. [OJ [d] [N] tal [AI If a woman gets drunk at a party and passas out, she 
should be considered "fair game" for males at the party 
who want to have sex with her. 

36. [01 [dl [N] tal [AI Women who get raped while hitch-hiking get what they 
desarve. 

37. [01 [dl [N! tal [AI In the majority of rapes, the victim is promiscuous or had 
a bad reputation. 

38. (0) [dl [N! [a) [A) Most men would have sex with a woman against her 
wishes if they could be guaranteed that they could not be 
identified and .... ould never face charges. 

Since you were 14 years old This academic year 

[N! (1) (2) (5) (0) [N! !11 [21 [51 [01 

[N] (1) [21 (5) (0) [N! [1) (2) (5) (0) 

[N) [1) (2) (5) (0) [N! (1) [21 (5) (0) 

[N! (1) [21 (5) (0) [N! (1) (2) [5) (0) 

[N! (1) (2) [5) (0) [N! [I) [2) [5) (0) 

[N! (1) [2) (5) [0) [N! (1) (2) [5) (0) 

[N] (1) [2) [5) [0) (N! (1) (2) [5) (0) 

[N! [1) (2) (5) (0) [N] (1) (2) [5) (0) 

[N] (1) (2) [5) (0) [N! [I) (2) (5) (0) 

[N] (1) [21 (5) [0) [N! (1) (2) [51 [0) 

I\J 
I\J 
(Xl 
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