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A study on University Students’ Gender Role Stereotype, Sexual Assertiveness, Sexual Assault
Recognition, Sexual Violence Permissiveness and Sexual Violence Experience in Dating
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to examine the psychological variables related to sexual issues and sexual violence experiences by
gender in university students. Methods: A self-report survey collected responses from 469 university students in three regions. The data
were analysed using descriptive statistics, using descriptive statistics, independent t-test, x*-test, and Pearson correlation coefficients. Re-
sults: While male students’ scores on sexual assertiveness and sexual assault recognition were lower than female students, their scores on
gender role stereotype and sexual violence permissiveness were higher. Female students’ sexual violence victims were higher than male stu-
dents, however, their scores on sexual violence perpetrations were lower than male students. Sexual violence victims and perpetrations ex-
periences were significantly related to sexual assault recognition and sexual violence permissiveness in male and female students. There
were significant relationships between sexual violence perpetrations experiences and gender role stereotypes in male students, while there
were significant relationships between sexual violence victims and inflictions experiences and sexual assertiveness in female students. Con-
clusion: The present study suggests that differentiated programs for preventing or arbitrating sexual violence should be developed and ap-
plied by gender because there were differences between male and female students in the level of psychological variables related to sexual is-

sues and sexual violence experiences.
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(N=469)

Sexual violence victims experience

Sexual violence inflictions experience

Characteristics Category n (%)
Mean (SD) tory’ (p) Mean (SD) tory’ (p)
Sex Male 227 (484) 135(0.69) 0.57 (.567) 1.30(0.65) 432 (<.001)
Female 242( 06) 1.32(0.54) 1.09(0.29)
Marital status Married 53.2) 140 (0.59) 040 (.684) 1.20(0.27) 0.07 (944)
Unmarried 454 (96.8) 134(061) 1.19(0.52)
Religion Yes 194 (41.4) 1.39(0.69) 1.54(124) 123(0.59) 1.30(.193)
No 275 (58.6) 1.30(0.55) 1.16 (045)
Parental type Biological parents 411 (87.6) 1.34(0.63) a 140 (242) 1.19(0.53) 0.06 (.979)
Step-parents 9(4.7) 132(053)a 1.15(0.27)
Single parent 32(6.8) 1.22(039) a 1.17(0.36)
Orphan 2(04) 209(141)b 123(0.19)
Missing data 5(1.1)
Grade Freshman 120 (25.6) 121(049) a 6.31(<.001) 1.13(032) a 2.85(037)
Sophomore 110(23.5) 1.26(0.52)a 1.14(042) a
Junior 133 (284) 137(061)a 1.19(0.51) ab
Senior 106 (22.5) 153(0.77)b 131(072)b
Residence Metropolitan city 104 (22.2) 1.33(0.54) 0.38(1.19) 1.25(0.58) 1.19 (304)
Small city 303 (64.6) 135(063) 1.16(0.45)
Rural areas 62(13.2) 1.28 (0.66) 1.23(0.64)
Living arrangement — With family 202 (43.1) 1.34(0.58) a 4.15(.001) 1.18(0.50) a 773 (<.001)
Lodgings 21 (4.5) 1.19(037)a 1.28(0.56) a
Self-boarding 81(17.3) 146(0.78) a 123(0.53)a
Dormitory 158 (33.7) 1.27(0.50) a 1.14(0.38) a
With partner 4(09) 248(1.78)b 266(1.96) b
Missing data 3(06)
Military service’ Yes 131 (57.7) 1.39(0.69) 0.96 (:340) 135(0.72) 148 (139)
No 9% (42.3) 1.30(067) 122(0.56)

*sample size =227, p< .05 by Duncan test.



52 SMt=sAA2]20(1), 2014

2. Hlo|= 422 Z3o| 3jo|

o i |

A2 55802 ofaAgo] ) o} G 71o] 943k o7k 1k
Chp=009) ¥, 52 7ol Gl A9 ot 383,
of5PA12 240% BHgo] B 3ol 5 ek 7ho] $AH 0 2 fe)

+a10)7} 1%Aekp = 001)

T TS Y et 2.8, oS et 222 Y]
3 THWE] HLr} o} BAH 0 2 9-0f3t 2ol 7} QgiTt
. .

2
O

5
o
j"l',
rir

3 shio] .2 702 Lpet
wTh A% QA Yehe B 37, ofshle Wt 392 ofgt
Aol FAHOZ §ofahA £ 3ka(p=013), Arlat A5 QA

Table 2. Differences in Sexual Violence Experiences between Gender

poh
oz HI
flo %
EL O
o i =
i
iy

lo 1
il
Jo
1o
ot
N
)
o
~
%0,
32
i)
S

i @ do b &

O

-
X
At
I
il
o
4 o

:'o o
ox
e
i
v
i

¥ M
ol

1
rot
N
S
~
%2
£

N
oX ox
o
a1} r"'
=orE
oo
P~

Jx
o E
e jlﬁ
()
B oy
ox, 1o
g oF
e e
X
fr 2
—

&
o
S
b
my
iv)
>
2
ek
2 K

e
juim
(o ¢
S~
)
<
1Y
)
2
i
2
i
(nd]
-0,
>
H1

= O A ST eY )
%
N
)
ox
lo
ox o
1
i)
[e]
> o
1
o
N

L)
o
oo o
H1

o
Hz
1
%
ox

o

T

8
=

i

B

5. O] AZ2int A 24t Al2j S| MR
S oisbalo] dlol= A% 2lat 4 Tl Aleld wigse) ket

Al Table 59 ek, Hol= A% sa A
QAo Ok 54 AP S (r=-18), H %2 5|80} of

A
[e]
J 44
S B0 (r=.25), A - A AP |1 A&

Table 4. Relationships among Psychological variables related to Sexual

(N=469) issues (N=469)

T Male (n=227) Female (n=242) g ) Psychologi§a| variables related X1 0 3

n (%) n (%) to Sexual issues

Sexual violence  Yes 101 (44.5) 135(55.8) 597 009 X1 Gender role stereotypes 1
victims No 126 (55.5) 107 (44.2) X2 Sexual assertiveness -21(.001) 1

Sexual violence  Yes 87 (383) 58 (24.0) 11.31 001 X3 Sexual assault recognition -26(<.001) 49(<.001) 1
inflictions No 140 (61.7) 184 (76.0) X4 Sexual violence permissiveness .28 (<.001) -36(<.001) -33(<.001)

Table 3. Differences in Psychological variables related to Sexual issues between Gender (N=469)

Male (n=227) Female (n=242)
Psychological variables related to Sexual issues t p
M (SD) M (SD)

Gender role stereotypes 28(0.63) 22(061) 1026 <.001
Domestic gender role stereotypes 3.0(0.79) 24(0.74) 932 <.001
Occupational gender role stereotypes 2.7(0.71) 23(0.78) 6.07 <.001
Social gender role stereotypes 2.1(0.84) 15(0.71) 829 <.001

Sexual assertiveness 3.5(0.66) 4.1(0.57) -9.39 <001
Unwanted sexual assertiveness 36(0.68) 43(0.59) -10.28 <001
Preventive sexual assertiveness 34(0.80) 39(069) -7.50 <.001
Wanted sexual assertiveness 36(082) 39(069) -4.88 <.001

Sexual assault recognition 3.7(0.80) 39(0.69) -248 013
Mild sexual assault recognition 3.8(0.83) 40(0.74) 252 012
Severe sexual assault recognition 34091 36(0.75) -1.85 066

Sexual violence permissiveness 1.7(0.73) 14(047) 543 <.001
Physical sexual violence permissiveness 16(0.76) 1.2(047) 6.20 <001
Verbal mental sexual violence permissiveness 20(0.79) 1.8(0.65) 274 006




Table 5. Relationships among Sexual Violence Experiences and Psychological variables related to Sexual issues by Gender
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Sexual violence Male (n=227)

Female (n=242)

experiences Sexual violence victims

Sexual violence inflictions

Sexual violence victims Sexual violence inflictions

Psychological variables experience experience experience experience
related to sexual issues (o) (o) r0) ()
Gender role stereotypes 08 (.255) 16 (.014) 10(115) 04 (507)
Sexual assertiveness —03 (640) -10(122) -18 (005) -26(<.001)
Sexual assault recognition - 18 (.006) -23 (.001) —23 (<.001) —22 (001)
Sexual violence permissiveness 25(<.001) 27 (<.001) 30(<.001) 45 (<.001)
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