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I nt roducti on

According to the conventional wisdom trends in sexua
attitudes and behavi ors over the | ast three decades are captured by
a pair of netaphors: Anmerica underwent a sexual revolution in the
1960s which prevailed until the counter-revolution of the 1980s.
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For exanple, Tinme, which had heral ded the eruption of the sexual
revolution on a cover in 1964, proclained on another cover in 1984,
"The revolution is over"” (Smith, 1990c).

Thi s paper exam nes 1) recent trends in sexual attitudes
towards three types of sexual activity- premarital, extranmarital
and honosexual relations; 2) how age, cohort, and period effects
have shaped trends; 3) what variables influence attitudes on sexua
perm ssiveness in general and permi ssive towards premarital,
extramarital, and honbsexual relations in particular; 4) how
attitudes about sexual behaviors relate to actual sexual behaviors;
and 5) when there is conflict between attitudes and behaviors, what
is the inpact on psychol ogi cal well-being.

Trends in Attitudes towards Sexual Permn ssiveness
Trends in Attitudes towards Prenmnarital Sexual Rel ations

Before the 1970s evidence on trends in attitudes towards
premarital sexual relations is quite linmted. There are few
strictly conparabl e and representative survey observations, but two
broad generalizations seem possible. First, the three short and/or
sparse tines series prior to 1960 show no evi dence of any increase
in approval of prenmarital sexual relations (Table 1A). Second,
approval began to rise in the 1960s. Wile the |ack of conparable
data nmakes the timng and magni tude of the upswi ng uncertain, it
appears to have been underway by the middl e of the decade and from
the mid-1960s to the mi d-1970s approval increased by about 20-30
percent age points. Evidence of an upswing is also provided by
di verse col |l ege surveys (usually representing either single schools
or just particular classes at one or nore school s) which
consi stently show i ncreased approval of premarital sexual relations
during these years (Cannon and Long, 1971; DelLanater and
MacCor quodal e, 1979; Robinson, et al., 1981).

Tabl e 1 about here

Since 1970 evidence on trends is nore abundant (Table 1B). The
increase in approval of premarital sexual relations that started in
the 1960s continued until the early 1980s, but at a slower rate.
The General Social Survey (GSS) tine series indicates that the
percent saying premarital sexual relations were "not wong at all"
had a significant |inear conponent of 1.0 percentage points per
annum from 1972 to 1982. Since 1982 approval of premarital sexual
relati ons has been stable.
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This stability in the 1980s is al so shown on trends anong
wonen 18 to 65 years old from 1982 to 1987 and in Los Angel es Tines
polls in 1989 and 1990. Similarly on the GSS from 1986 to 1991
approval of sexual rel ations between teenagers 14-16 years old did
not change.

A sinmlar Gallup series shows a 30-33 percentage points gain
in approval of premarital sexual relations during the 1969-1985
period. Between 1969 and 1985 there is a significant |inear
conponent with approval increasing by 1.6 percentage points per
annum The Gallup item shows no trend between 1985 and 1990, but
does show i ncreased di sapproval in 1987 which is inconsistent with
the GSS series and the other data.

Al so of note, opinion on prenarital sexual perm ssiveness
tends to be binodal. On the GSS itemresponses tend to cluster in
the two extrene categories, "always wong" and "not wong at all"
(Table 1B). The main shift in approval over tine is a decline in
"al ways wrong" and an increase in "not wong at all" with the
m ddle two categories showing little overall change. However, the
Los Angel es Tinmes question does not show this pattern. Responses
are spread fairly evenly across the first three categories with
"sonetinmes right" the nodal category. The two npdes shown on the
GSS itemthus are not polar opposite canps that view premarital
sexual relations as always wong/evil vs. always right/good, but
those who think of it as inherently norally wong vs. those who see
it as norally neutral. That is, while about 40% say it is "not
wong at all", only about a quarter of them (9-10% of all adults)
believe it is "always right". The other three quarters probably
feel that there is nothing intrinsically wong with premarital
sexual relations, but that only in particular circunstances are
they right and advi sable. The situational nature of approval is
al so shown by the nmuch | ower approval of teenage premarital sex
(Table 1B) (See al so Reiss, 1967 and Kl assen, W/l lianms, and Levitt,
1989).

Trends in Approval of Extramarital Sexual Relations

No trend data are avail able on approval of extramarital sexual
relations prior to the 1973 GSS (Table 2). From 1973 to 1987 there
was no change in approval with 72.6% saying that extranmarita
sexual relations were "always wong." Then in the |late 1980s
di sapproval increased slightly, averaging a constant 78.9%in 1988-
1991. The increase nostly occurred between 1987 and 1988. It is
likely that this nodest increase in disapproval was in reaction to
the AIDS epidenmic. Across all years (1973-1991) di sapproval
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i ncreased at 0.47 percentage points per annum

Tabl e 2 about here

Trends in Approval of Honpbsexual Relations

Since 1973 attitudes regardi ng honosexual rel ations al so show
great stability with a small shift towards di sapproval (Table 3).
From 1973 to 1985 the percent sayi ng honbsexual rel ations were
"al ways wong" averaged a constant 73.6% while in 1987-1991 it was
76.7% As with the increased di sapproval of extra-marital sex, this
probably results fromthe outbreak of AlDS.

While attitudes are heavily concentrated in the extrene
"al ways wrong" category, the overall distribution is binodal with
the other extrene "not wong at all" form ng a secondary peak of
12-15% and usually 10%or less in the two m ddl e categori es,

"al most al ways wong" and "wong only sonetines".

Tabl e 3 about here

While attitudes are heavily concentrated in the extrene
"al ways wrong" category, the overall distribution is binodal with
the other extrene "not wong at all" form ng a secondary peak of
12-15% and usually 10%or less in the two mddl e categori es,

"al most al ways wong" and "wong only sonetinmes".

A Gallup series on legalizing honbsexual rel ations between
consenting adults shows a nore dramatic shift against
honosexual ity. There was a significant |inear conponent increase in
percent opposing the |egalization of honpbsexuality of 1.1 percent
poi nts per annum from 1977 to 1991. From 1977 to 1985 about 44%
favored | egalizi ng honosexual rel ations. Approval then dropped
sharply in 1986 and averaged 34% fromthen to 1991. (W ignore the
1989 observation as either an error or outlier.)

The sharper Gallup decline in approval mght not show up in
the GSS series if the shift occurred nostly anong those who thought
honosexual relations were always wong. (Since these questions were
not asked together, we can not confirmthis.) It might represent a
decrease in tolerance of honpbsexuality; that people who never
approved of honpbsexuality becane less willing to allowit to be
| egal . However, this interpretation is challenged by the fact that
a GSS scale on civil liberties for honbsexuals actually shows
decreasi ng opposition to civil liberties for honosexuals in 1980s
(Table 4). Over the entire period intolerance decreased by -0.43
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poi nts and nost of the decline happened in 1987-88 (-.06) and 1988-
89 (-.20). Moreover, the decline in intolerance was even greater
anong those who thought that honpbsexuality was al ways wong than
anong the general population (Table 4). The opposite direction of
the Gallup legalization and GSS civil liberties trends may reflect
an increased public desire to regul ate honosexuality w thout
restricting the non-sexual rights of honmpbsexuals.

Tabl e 4 about here

Age- Cohort Changes in Attitudes towards Sexual Perm ssiveness

One of the main nechanisns of social change is cohort
turnover, the replacenent of earlier birth cohorts by |ater cohorts
that hold different views. Table 5 shows how attitudes toward
premarital, extramarital, and honpsexual relations changed over
time within age groups and birth cohorts. For prenmarital sexua
relations the first, third, and |last colums show t he percent
saying premarital sexual relations are "always wong." By conparing
each row of age-groups one can see how attitudes wthin age-groups
changed over tinme. The second and fourth col uims show changes
across time within birth cohorts. To conpare how attitudes have
changed within birth cohorts one conpares along the diagonals. For
exanpl e, anong those who were 18-25 in 1974-75 (born between 1949
and 1957) and 26-33 in 1982-83 di sapproval increased by 5.2
per cent age points.

Tabl e 5 about here

Al t hough the confounding of age, cohort, and period makes it
i mpossible to definitively untangl e the conbi nation of effects that
are going on, certain patterns are clear. First, for all three
neasures the difference between the youngest and ol dest age groups
are di mnishing over tine, as seen by the decline in the age group
differences in Table 5. For premarital sexual relations it reduces
from 51 percentage points to 35 percentage points, for extranarita
from35 to 10, and for honpsexual from 35 to 17. For prenarita
sexual relations the decline conmes froman increase in disapproval
anong the youngest age group (+6.1 percentage points fromthe 1970s
to the 1990s) and a decrease in disapproval anong the ol dest age
group (-9.6 fromthe 1970s to the 1990s). For extranmarital and
honosexual relations the reduced difference across age groups cones
almost entirely fromrising di sapproval anpng the youngest age
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groups (+21 percentage points for extramarital and +17 for
honosexual ).

We believe this represents a narrowi ng of a generational gap
that had been opening up prior to the 1970s. Wile alternative
expl anations such as a decreasing age effect due to either changes
in biological or life cycle factors would also fit the data, we
believe a cohort difference foll owed by an anti-pernissive period
shift is the nost plausible. First, evidence fromKlassen and his
col | eagues (Kl assen, W/l lianms, and Levitt, 1989 and Kl assen,
WIllians, Levitt, Rudkin-Mniot, MIller, and Gunjal, 1989) shows an
increase in premarital sexual activity across recent cohorts.
Second, a study of aging and cohort effects over the |ast twenty
years by Davis (1991) found this same nodel to apply to nmany non-
sexual trends. For 40 sonme itens ranging fromcivil liberties to
race relations Davis found evidence of a conservative period effect
in the 1980s off-setting a |iberal cohort effect. Finally, Cutler
(1985) adopted a simlar perspective to explain trends in sexual
permi ssiveness up to the early 1980s.

On all three sexual attitude items the entering or new birth
cohorts (those 18-25 in the early 1980s or |late 1980s/early 1990s)
are |l ess approving than their counterparts in the 1970s. W believe
that the entering cohort shifts and the wi thin cohort increases
that show up within earlier cohorts reflect the inpact of a
di sapprovi ng period effect.

For premarital sexual relations the generational gap was
especially large in the early 1970s (presumably a result of the
|large growh in approval during the "sexual revolution" anbng
entering cohorts) and the within cohort, period shift was weak.
This permtted attitudes to continue nmoving in an approving
direction (but at a slowing rate) until the early 1980s. One way to
show this is to | ook at what attitudes would have been in the early
1980s and 1990s if there had been no cohort turnover. The observed
percent saying prenarital sex was always wong was 32.0%in the
1970s, 28.1%in the early 1980s, and 26.2%in the early 1990s, or
a decline in disapproval of 5.8 percentage points. Fixing the birth
cohort structure in those latter years to match what it was in the
1970s, changes the percentages to 33.6%in the 1980s and 34.0%in
the early 1990s, or an increase in disapproval of 2.0 percentage
poi nts. Thus, because of cohort turnover, disapproval of premarita
sexual relations fromthe 1970s to the 1990s decreased rather than

i ncreased.
For extranmarital and honpbsexual relations the generational gap
was smal ler (although still substantial) and the within cohort,

period effect was |arger and nore consistent both in the seventies
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and the eighties. In each case cohort turnover danmpened what woul d
have been a nore pronounced shift towards di sapproval. For
extramarital relations disapproval fromthe 1970s to the 1990s grew
by 6.3 percentage points, while wi thout cohort turnover it would
have grown by 9.6 percentage points; for honmpbsexual relations it
rose by 3.5 percentage points and woul d have risen by 8.5

per cent age points.

In brief, we interpret the age-cohort-period interaction on
sexual perm ssiveness as showing a | arge cohort difference in the
1970s with nore recent cohorts being nore perm ssive than earlier
cohorts. This generation gap dimnnished over the next 20 years due
to a period shift against perm ssiveness which neant that new or
entering cohorts were |less permssive than their earlier
counterparts. For approval of premarital sexual relations the
cohort turnover's push towards pernissiveness prevailed until the
early 1980s and since then the two have roughly bal anced out. For
extramarital and hompbsexual relations the cohort turnover and
period shift initially balanced out, but by the m d-1980s as the
i npact of cohort declined, there was a net swing toward | ess
perm ssive attitudes.

Sexual Perm ssiveness Scal e

Approval of premarital, extramarital, and honpbsexual relations
forma general scale of approval of sexual perm ssiveness. They
have noderately high inter-itemcorrelations (Pearson r: premarita
* extramarital =.37; premarital * honpbsexual =. 38; extramarital *
honosexual =. 37) and a Cronbach's al pha of .62. In addition, they
are generally associated with the sane variables in the sane way.
The only exception is race. Blacks are significantly nore
perm ssive than non-Bl acks on prenarital and extranarital
rel ations, but |ess permssive than non-Bl acks towards honosexual
rel ations.

This scale shows no statistically significant change from 1974
to 1991 (Table 6). This stability comes fromthe off-setting shifts
towards approval of premarital sexual relations and towards
di sapproval of extramarital and honpsexual relations.

Tabl e 6 about here
Most associ ates of pernissiveness have al so been stabl e across
the last three decades. The overall stability of sexual
perm ssiveness is reflected in a |lack of change wi thin nost sub-
groups. The nmin exception is the age-cohort changes descri bed
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above. Anmpong those 18-29 sexual perm ssiveness fell by 1.33 points
from 1974 to 1991, while for age groups from 30-39 to 70+ sexual
permi ssiveness rose between .20 and .50. No other notable
interactions occurred across tine although the edge in the

perm ssiveness of metropolitan localities (central cities and
suburbs) over small towns and rural areas and of the Northeast and
West over the M dwest and Sout h di m ni shed somewhat over the

peri od.

Correl ates of Sexual Perm ssiveness

Since there is little interaction across tinme (with the
exception of age/cohort), we pooled all surveys to exam ne the
correl ates of sexual perm ssiveness (Table 7). The existing
literature has exani ned how various factors relate to approval of
sexual perm ssiveness ( Al ston, 1974; Alston and Tucker, 1977;
Anderson and Crane, 1979; Bock, Beeghley, and M xon, 1983; Cutler,
1985; DelLanmater, 1981; Harding, 1988; Irwin and Thonpson, 1977,
Klassen, WIllians, and Levitt, 1989; Mhoney, 1978; Nyberg and
Al ston, 1976; Reiss, 1967; Reiss, Anderson, and Sponaugl e, 1980;
Saunders and Edwards, 1984; Schneider and Lewis, 1984; Singh, 1980;
Si ngh, Adans, and Jorgenson, 1981; Singh, Walton, and WIIi ams,
1976; Snyder and Spreitzer, 1976; Stephan and McMI1lin, 1982
Thornton, 1989; Wis and Jurich, 1985; and W/Ison, 1986). This
research finds that sexual perm ssiveness is greater anong the
follow ng groups and for the follow ng reasons:

1. More recent birth cohorts are nore sexual |y pernmi ssive
because society has noved away froma restrictive, Puritanica
sexual standard to a nore open, nodern standard.

2. The better educated are nore perm ssive because education
pronotes liberality, progressive thinking, and a cosnopolitan world
Vi ew.

3. Those with a less religious upbringing and those currently
less religious (in terns of affiliation, church attendance,
beliefs, and theol ogical orientation) are nore perm ssive because
Christian religions in general and conservative denom nations in
particul ar preach sexual regulation in general and the imorality
of these behaviors in particular.

4. Men are nore permn ssive than wonen because they have nore
of a biological and social inperative for maxim zing their sexua
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relations while minimzing their responsibility for off-spring and
because the perception of |ess sexual need anong wonen |owers this
natural justification for sexual perm ssiveness and therefore makes
femal e violation of traditional, sexual norns |ess acceptable.

5. Blacks are nore perm ssive because their famly and soci al
structures have contributed to early sexual initiation and a high
rate of non-marital births which have since becone established
features of black society and perhaps because bl acks never accepted
as fully as whites Victorian and Puritanical sexual norns.

6. The m ddl e and upper classes are nore perni ssive since they
are nore nodern, cosnopolitan, and forward-Iooking. However, a
count er-hypot hesis argues that the | ower class will be nore
perm ssive because it is less responsible, less likely to delay
gratification, and | ess constrai ned by social conventions.

7. Current residents outside the South and those raised
outside the South are nore perm ssive because the South is nore
traditional in its social custons and nore influenced by
fundanent al i sm

8. Residents of large netropolitan areas and those raised in
such communities are nore perni ssive since non-netropolitan areas
are nore traditionally oriented.

9. a) The never narried are nore perm ssive because they have
a self-interest in approving of premarital sexual relations and
perhaps | ess personal commtnent to the convention of marital
fidelity. In addition, because of the prohibition on same gender
marri ages, honpbsexual s are overrepresented in the never married
category (Smth, 1991).

b) The divorced and separated are nore perni ssive because
they too have a self-interest in non-marital sexual relations and
perhaps may be disillusioned about the normof marital fidelity as
a result of their own or their ex-spouse's sexual behaviors.

10. Those without teenagers in the household are nore
perm ssive because the presence of teenagers mght | ead people to
t hi nk about approval of teenage sexual behavi or rather than adult
sexual behavior. This would presunably apply nostly to premarital
sexual pernissiveness.

11. Liberals are nore perm ssive than non-liberals because
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sexual perm ssiveness represents a nodern/energent orientation as
opposed to traditional norms.

12. Those in unhappy marriages are nore permn ssive because
extramarital sexual relations mght seemnore justified. This would
presunably apply only to extramarital sexual perni ssiveness.

Tabl e 7 shows that these hypotheses are in general well
supported. In each case there are statistically significant and
often substantial differences across sub-groups in the anticipated
direction. Sexual pernissiveness is higher anmong those from nore
recent cohorts, the better educated, the less religious (those
without a religious affiliation, with nore theologically |iberal
affiliations, and attending church less frequently), nen, Bl acks,
hi gher incone earners, non-Southerners (currently and when grow ng
up), nmetropolitan dwellers (currently and when growi ng up), the
never married and currently divorced/ separated, those w thout
teenagers in their famlies, political l|iberals, and those unhappy
with life in general and with their marriages in particular.

Tabl e 7 about here

The multiple regression analyses in Table 8 show t hat nost of
t hese are independent predictors. Sub-cultural orientation (e.g.
ethnicity, race, region) in general and religion in particular has
a pronounced inpact on attitudes toward sexual pernissiveness. Low
church attendance and a liberal theological orientation (currently
and to a nodest extent when growing up) are associated with
approval .

Tabl e 8 about here

Simlarly, those raised in and currently living outside
traditional regions (the South) and community types (non-
netropolitan areas) are nobre approving.

The inmpact of sub-culture is also shown by the greater
approval of sexual perm ssiveness anong Bl acks.

In the culture as a whole, the inpact of changi ng sexual nornmns
is indicated by the higher perm ssiveness anong those raised in
nmore recent cohorts.

Higher SES is also related to nore perm ssiveness. Both nore
education and higher famly incone are associated with nore
approval . Education, however, plays a nuch stronger role than
i ncome. This suggests that it is values assinilated via schooling
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(e.g. open-m ndedness, cultural pluralism etc.) rather than
mat erial conditions that pronote perm ssiveness.

Fam |y status variabl es have nodest relationships in the
predi cted direction. Those who are divorced/ separated or who have
never married are nore perm ssive than the currently married and
wi dowed. The difference anong the never married is small and
statistically margi nal however. Those having teens in the household
are | ess perm ssive.

Political ideology is strongly associated w th sexual
perm ssiveness. This may indicate that those adopting a genera
I'i beral phil osophy apply broad principles such as tol erance and
i ndi vi dual choice to the sexual arena and/or that support for
sexual freedomis directly seen as a liberal tenant. (In this
|l atter case the causal ordering between |iberalismconservativism
and sexual pernmni ssiveness becones unclear, since one mght define
oneself as a liberal or conservative because of one's stance on
sexual pernissiveness.)

We also find that gender has no association with overal
sexual pernissiveness. This results fromtwo factors. First, the
bi vari at e associ ati on between gender and perni ssiveness is
accounted for by the fact that nore wonen tend to survive from
ol der cohorts and that wonen are nore religious in general and in
particular attend church nore frequently than nen do. Second, as
i ndi cated below, while nmen are nore pernissive toward prenarital
and extramarital sexual relations than wonen are, they are |ess
approvi ng than wonmen of honobsexual relations.

Finally, after allow ng the above variables to enter the
regression equation, we |ooked at whether marital happi ness or
general happiness were related to sexual perm ssiveness. Anpng the
marri ed, having an unhappy narri age was nodestly, but
significantly, associated with nore approval of sexua
permi ssiveness (.045/prob.=.000). Anong everyone however, genera
happi ness was not related to perm ssiveness (.02/prob.=.117).

Tabl e 9 shows how the independent variabl es displayed in Table
8 are related to each of the three separate conmponents. Premarita
sexual relations are explained to a greater extend by the
i ndependent variables than are attitudes towards honosexual and
extramarital sexual relations as indicated by the R2s in the three
equati ons. Most associations are in the sane direction, although
their nmagnitude often varies. For three variables, however, there
are statistically significant relations with opposite signs. First,
nmen are nore perm ssive than wonen (controlling for other
vari abl es) about the premarital and extramarital relations, but
| ess perm ssive about honpbsexual relations. W specul ate that
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honosexual ity m ght be viewed either by people in general or nmen in
particular as referring to man-with-man sex to a greater extent
than worman-wi t h-wonan sex. Heterosexual nen who are concerned about
their sexual identity or who wish to signal that they are
"straight" may therefore be nmore inclined to di sapprove of
honosexual rel ations.

Tabl e 9 about here

Second, counter to our hypothesis, the never married are
marginally | ess approving than those with other nmarital statuses of
premarital sexual relations, while they are nore approving of
extramarital and honosexual relations. While there is a significant
bi vari ate associ ati on between never having been nmarri ed and
approval of premarital sexual relations (r=-.16/prob.=.000), this
i s explained by cohort. The partial r between being never married
and approval of premarital sexual relations controlling for cohort
falls to -.01 and is not statistically significant (prob.=.126).
The other control variables in Table 9 further tip this weak
relationship in the opposite direction. Extramarital and honobsexual
relations are not so reversed in |arge part because their
association with cohort is weaker.

It is possible that the never narried are less nmarginally |ess
permi ssive (with controls) because this group includes a nunber of
people with | ow sexual interest and those who are sexually
repressed. These groups night select to remain unmarried and woul d
off-set the self interest that nost never married adults woul d have
in approving of premarital sex.

Third, those with no religious affiliation are, counter to the
hypot hesis, marginally | ess perm ssive than those with a religious
affiliation towards prenmarital sexual relations, but, as predicted,
the unaffiliated are nore perm ssive towards extramarital and
honosexual relations. The reversal of the hypothesized, bivariate
relationship is accounted for by a conbination of other religion
vari abl es (attendance and theol ogy) and age.

Besi des variables involving reversals, there are severa
instances in which relationships are not statistically significant
for all three types of sexual permni ssiveness. As noted earlier, the
cohort effect is nmuch stronger for premarital sexual relations than
for extramarital or honpbsexual relations. This probably reflects a
much | arger perm ssive period effect in the 1960s for prenarital
sexual relations than for extramarital and honbsexual relations.

Simlarly, as was also noted in the bivariate rel ationships,

Bl acks are nore permissive towards premarital and extramarital
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sexual relations, but |ess approving of honpbsexual relations.

Raci al differences in sexual behaviors (e.g. |ower age of first

i ntercourse, greater teenage sexual activity, higher proportion of
unmarried births, and nore marital instability anong Bl acks than
anong Wiites) are consistent with the greater perm ssiveness of

Bl acks on prenmarital and extra-marital sex. This pattern may al so
in part result froman inbalance in the effective Black sex ratio.
A shortfall of suitable Black nale partners m ght encourage
perm ssi veness since Black nal es woul d have to expand their nean
nunber of partners to conpensate for their | ower nunbers. For wonen
it would increase the need of having to "share" a male partner with
ot her wonen (Posner, 1992; Bowser, THI S VOLUME). W do not know why
Bl acks are | ess approving of honbsexual relations.

In addition, while having teenagers in the household is
associated with [ ess sexual perm ssiveness (Table 8), this cones
largely fromthe reduced approval of premarital sexual relations
(Table 9). Controlling for marital status, gender, and age, we find
that in 25 of the 31 conparisons between househol ds with and
wi t hout teenagers approval is |ower when a teenager is present
(data not shown). It is likely that concern about the sexua
activity of their own teenage children reduces support for
premarital sexual relations either by a) naking parents of
teenagers think nore about teenage sexual activity and | ess about
adult sexual activity and/or b) by personalizing concerns about
t eenage sexual activity. Some support for the latter idea cones
fromexam ning the rel ated question on sexual relations between 14-
16 year olds (Table 1B). Since this itemrefers to teenagers 14-16
years of age, attitudes towards adult premarital sexua
perm ssiveness are not relevant. Controlling for marital status,
gender, and age, households with teenagers are about 10 percentage
points nore likely to say that teenage sexual relations are always
wrong t han househol ds wi t hout teenagers present (Table 10).

Tabl e 10 about here

Li kewi se, greater extramarital sexual perm ssiveness occurs
anong those in | ess happy marriages (regression coefficient=. 093/
prob. =.000) and anong those | ess happy with their lives in genera
(.061/.000), but neither marital nor general happiness are
associ ated with perm ssiveness towards prenmarital or honbsexua
rel ations.

Finally, we exam ne one aspect of the role of marital status
that was not covered in the initial hypotheses. Since the divorced
and separated are nore approving of both premarital and
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extramarital sexual relations as hypot hesi zed, we wondered how t he
ot her post-married group, the wi dowed, stood on sexua

perm ssiveness. Traditionally the wi dowed are seen as asexua

and/ or prudish, while divorced men and wormen are seen as sexually
active and even norally | oose. Clearly nost of these differences in
i mges cones fromthe fact that the wi dowed are typically thought
of as old and fenale, while the divorced are pictured as m ddl e-
aged and include both nmen and wonen. Controlling for both gender
and age, we find that widows are in fact |ess approving of both
premarital and extramarital relations (Table 11). There are too few
wi dowers to speak about with nmuch confidence, but at |east on
premarital sexual relations they al so appear |ess permssive. It
may be that their state of bereavement or status as a bereaved
survivor lowers their interest in sexual relations and | eads to

|l ess permssive attitudes. Simlarly, idealization of their |ost
spouse or of that marriage may increase support for marital
fidelity anmong the wi dowed (Green, TH' S VOLUME)

Tabl e 11 about here

Sexual Attitudes and Sexual Behaviors

There is a great deal of consistency between sexual attitudes
and sexual behaviors (Table 12). Those with nore perm ssive
attitudes towards prenarital, extramarital, and honbsexua
relations are nore likely to have engaged in the rel ated behavior.
For exanpl e, anong those saying that extramarital relations are
"al ways wrong" 9.7%report ever having had a sexual partner other
than their spouse while married, while anong those saying
extramarital relations are "not wong at all" 75.8%report
infidelity. This sanme pattern occurs for both nmen and wonen. (Data
not shown.)

Tabl e 12 about here

The general agreenent between sexual attitudes and behaviors
may nean that people regulate their sexual behaviors to conformto
their personal nornms or that people adopt norns that match their
behavi ors. Probably both processes are at work.

Attitudinal /Behavioral Conflict and Psychol ogi cal Wl | -Bei ng

While there is general consistency between sexual attitudes
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and behavi ors, an appreci abl e nunber of people report sexual
behaviors that are at odds with their expressed val ues. For
exanmpl e, although premarital sexual activity is |owest anong those
sayi ng such activity is "always wong," 31.5% of those who

di sapprove of premarital sexual activity still report having had a
sexual partner within the last year (Table 12).

Tabl e 13 exani nes how di ssonance between attitudes towards
premarital and extramarital sexual relations and correspondi ng
behavi ors relates to psychol ogical well-being. (There are
insufficient honmbsexual cases for a simlar analysis.) Arong the
never married, those saying that premarital sexual relations are
"al ways wrong" and reporting having a sex partner are |ess happy
than those with sinmilar attitudes and no sex partner. Anong those
saying that premarital sexual relations are not "always w ong"
(i.e. alnost always wong, wong only sonetines, and not wong at
all), there is no statistically significant relationship between
having a sex partner and personal happi ness, but those with a sex
partner tend to be happier. It thus appears that anong the
unmarried the conflict between non-perm ssive attitudes and sexua
activity is associated with a |ower |evel of psychol ogical well-
bei ng, presumably because of the conflict created by disparate
attitudes and behavi ors.

Tabl e 13 about here

No simlar pattern enmerges for extramarital sexual attitudes
and behavi ors. Those reporting a sex partner besides their spouse
are | ess happy (both in general and in terns of their marriages)
than those with no other partners. However, this pattern occurs
regardl ess of whether one says extramarital relations are "al ways
wrong” or not "always wong."

The difference between these two cases may result froma
different causal relation of happiness to sexual attitudes and
behaviors. In the case of premarital sexual relations the conflict
of attitudes and behavi ors nmay be causi ng the unhappi ness, but in
the extramarital case, unhappiness may |ead to changes in sexual
attitudes and/ or behaviors.

Summary

The kernel of truth in the sexual revol ution/counter
revol ution netaphor is that approval of premarital sexual relations
i ncreased substantially fromthe 1960s to the early 1980s and then
|l evelled off. But the counter revolution did not reverse the
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earlier gains in premarital sexual perm ssiveness. This trend fits
a nore general pattern that saw a nunber of liberal trends in such
areas as civil liberties and abortion reach a "liberal plateau” in
the later 1970s and 1980s (Smth, 1990b; Smith, 1990c; Davis,
1991). This ending of |iberal advance might reflect a honeostatic,
cycle of reformor a reaction to problens created by liberalismin
general or sexual perm ssiveness in particular (e.g. increases in
sexually transmtted di seases and non-nmarital births, possibly a
desire for conm tnment rather than casual, recreational sex, etc.)

Mor eover the revolutionary imagery is msleading since it does
not clearly apply to sexual attitudes in general. At |east since
the early 1970s there has been no sign of a perm ssive tw nge, nust
| ess a sexual revolution, in regards to extramarital and honbsexua
rel ations.

Nor are people particularly happy with the growh in
perm ssiveness that has occurred. In 1974 and 1985 few nmen and
wonen t hought that increased acceptance of premarital sexual
relati ons was a change for the better and from 1978 to 1991 the
percent saying that they wel comed "nore acceptance of sexua
freedon’ varied between 22-29% (Table 14).

Tabl e 14 about here

For nost people attitudes towards sexual pernissiveness cone
fromnoral standards that are notably shaped by religi ous practice
and orientation and by other sub-cultural influences such as
community standards and racial norns. The religious/noral dinmension
is evident in a followup to the 1991 Gallup item on approval of
premarital sexual relations. When those saying that it was wong
(40% were asked why they felt this way, 77% nmenti oned noral and
religious grounds, 4% that wonen should be virgins before marri age,
25%risk of pregnancy, 14%risk of disease, and 1% sonet hing el se.
In 1987 on a simlar follow up question the noral/religious
di nensi on was even nore pronounced: 83%noral/religious, 9%
virgins, 13% pregnancy, 20% di seases, and 5% ot her. (Percentages
add to nore than 100% due to nmultiple nentions.) Simlarly, a
random probe study on the 1984 GSS found religious nentions
followed by references to immortality/sin were the nost comon
factors cited when asked to el aborate on their attitudes towards
extramarital sexual relations (Smth, 1989a).

At least in regards to prenmarital sexual relations these nora
strictures were changi ng across generations which increased
approval of sexual pernissiveness anong nore recent cohorts. The
perni ssive period and cohort effects began to reverse by the 1980s
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however. While the threat of AIDS m ght be offered as an
explanation for this reversal, this connection is questionable.
There appears to have been a period effect agai nst approval of
honosexual relations in the 1970s and this effect did not increase
in the nid-1980s after know edge of AIDS becanme w despread.

SES vari ables play a secondary role with nore incone and
especially nore education |eading to increased sexua
per m ssi veness.

Fam |y and gender variables have |l ess inpact than often
supposed. Divorced or separated adults are nore pernissive than the
currently married or wi dowed, but being never married is associated
only with perm ssiveness toward extramarital and honbsexua
relations and not towards prenmarital sexual relations. Sinilarly,
gender itself has no sinple, overall association with sexua
perm ssiveness. Wnen are | ess approving of premarital and
extramarital relations, but nore approving of honbsexual relations.
Finally, having a teenager in the household reduces approval of
sexual perm ssiveness but this nostly applies to | ess approval of
premarital sexual relations.

Finally, a liberal political orientation is associated with
nor e perm ssi veness.

Mor eover, sexual attitudes are not only inportant in their own
right, but are closely related to sexual behaviors. Mre perm ssive
attitudes are associated with nore pernissive behaviors. This
relationship is probably reciprocal, with perm ssive attitudes
| eadi ng to permi ssive behaviors and perm ssive behaviors often
|l eading to perm ssive attitudes.

When prenarital sexual attitudes and behaviors are in
conflict, psychological well-being is affected. Anong the never
married with non-perm ssive attitudes, those who are sexually
active are |less happy than those who are sexually inactive. But
among the never nmarried with nore perm ssive attitudes, sexua
activity is unrelated to happi ness. This relationship does not
occur for extramarital sexual attitudes and behavi ors however.

Sexual attitudes are strongly influenced by sub-cultural norns
in general and religion in particular, by socio-political ideology,
SES, and, to a |l esser extent, gender, and fam |y structure. These
attitudes in turn are closely (but not perfectly) related to sexual
behaviors. Wien the two are in conflict, they create a di ssonance
which at least in the case of premarital sexual relations is
associated with and probably | eads to | ower |evels of psychol ogica
wel | - bei ng. Endnot es

Table 1
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Premarital Sexual Rel ations
A. Prior to 1960

ROPER: Do you think it is all right for either or both parties to
a marriage to have had previous sexual experience?

1937 1959
Al right 22% 22%
Al right for men only 7 8
Not all right 55 54
Don't know 14 10
Ref used 2 6

ROPER: Do you consider it all right, unfortunate, or w cked when
young nmen have sex relations before marriage?

Wmen
1939 1943
Al right 9. 7% 5.3%
Unf ortunat e 35. 4 43. 2
W cked 47. 3 45.9
Don't know 7.6 5.6

(2632)

NORC. Pl ease tell nme whether you agree or disagree with this
statenment. No decent nan can respect a woman who has had sexua
rel ations before marri age.

1950 1953
Agr ee 29. 4% 33. 0%
(1135) (1291)

Table 1 (Continued)
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B. Since 1969

GALLUP: There's a |l ot of discussion about the way norals and sex
are changing in this country, here is a question that is often

di scussed in wonen's nagazi nes. What is your view on this -- do you
think it is wong for a man and wonan to have sex rel ations before
marriage, or not?

1969 1973
W ong 68. 8% 47%
Not wrong 21. 4 43
No opi ni on 9.7 9

(1489) (1544)

GALLUP: There's a |l ot of discussion about the way noral s and sexua
attitudes are changing in this country. Wat is your opinion about
this: do you think it is wong for a man and woman to have sex
relations before marriage, or not?

1985 1985 1987 1990
W ong 39% 36% 46% 40%
Not wrong 52 61 48 54
No opi ni on 9 3 6 6

(1525) (1003) (1607) (1216)
Tabl e 1 (Continued)
VIRGA NI A SLIMS: Now, turning to another subject, let nme read you
sone statements. For each, please tell nme whether you tend to agree

or di sagree.

Pre-marital sex is i moral

1970 1985
Agr ee 59. 5% 45. 0%
(3984) (4000)
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NORC- GSS: There's been a | ot of discussion about the way norals and attitudes about sex are
changing in this country. If a man and a wonan have sex rel ations before marriage, do you think
it is always wong, alnpost always wong, wong only sonetinmes, or not wong at all?

1972 1974 1975 1977 1978 1982 1983 1985 1986 1987 1988 1988 1989 1990

1991

Al ways Wong 35.7 33.4 30.6 30.8 29.2 28.2 28.1 28.1 28.2 29 26.2 35 27.7 24.7
irﬁgst Al ways Wong 11.4 12.9 12.4 9.9 12.3 8.9 10.7 9.0 8.8 9 10. 2 13 8.8 11.3
tféﬁg Only Sonmetinmes 25.2 23.9 25.2 23.0 20.3 21.8 24.6 20.0 22.8 21 22.2 28 23.1 24.5
ig£6VV0ng at All 27.7 29.8 31.7 36.3 38.2 41.1 36.6 43.0 40.2 41 41. 4 24 40.4 39.5
42. 4

1534 1430 1428 1479 1496 1457 1558 1485 1425 2095 952 2556 982

905 981

NORC-GSS: What if they are in their early teens, say 14 to 16 years ol d?
In that case, do you think sex relations before marriage are al ways w ong,
al nost al ways wong, wong only sonetines, or not wong at all?

1986 1988 1989 1990 1991

Al ways W ong 67.1 68.5 70.2 69.0 68.0
Al nost Always Wong 18.9 16.4 16.5 16.8 19.1
Wong Only Sonetines 10.9 11.6 9.2 10.9 8.9
Not Wong at All 3.1 3.5 4.1 3.3 4.0

1443 972 1001 911 983
MARK CLEMENTS RESEARCH: | am going to read sone statenents to you.
Pl ease indicate if you strongly agree, slightly agree, slightly
di sagree, or strongly disagree...
Sex before marriage is acceptable.
Wonen, 18-65
1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987

Strongly Agree 20% 22% 18% 21% 23% 21%
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Slightly Agree 27 28 31 31 32 29
Slightly D sagree 14 12 13 12 12 15
Strongly Di sagree 36 34 34 33 29 32
Don't Know 2 5 4 3 4 4

(1000) (1000) (1000) (800) (800) (800)

Table 1 (Continued)

LOS ANGELES TIMES (LAT): If a man and woman have sex rel ations
before marriage, do you think that is always wong, or sonetines
wrong, or sometinmes right, or always right?

1989 1990
Al ways W ong 25% 24%
Soneti mes Wong 24 24
Sorreti mes Ri ght 35 37
Al ways Ri ght 9 9
Not Sure 7 6

(2095) (2205)

Table 2
Extramarital Sexual Rel ations
NORC- GSS: What is your opinion about a narried person having sexual
relations with soneone other than the nmarriage partner-- is it
al ways wong, al nost always wong, wong only sonetinmes, or

not wong at all?

1973 1974 1976 1977 1980 1982 1984 1985 1985 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991

Al ways W ong 69.8 73.2 68.7 73.9 71.0 74.2 71.5 72 75.4 74.3 80.7 78.579.0 77.2
Al nost Al ways Wong 14.8 12.5 16.5 13.5 16.4 13.7 18.0 16 13.3 16.2 12.3 12.3 12.5 13.5
Wong Only Sonetinmes 11.7 11.8 10.7 9.9 9.6 9.7 8.7 10 8.4 7.4 5.1 7.5 6.7 6.2
Not Wong at All 3.8 2.5 4.0 2.8 3.0 2.3 1.8 2 3.0 2.1 1.9 1.6 1.8 3.0

1491 1463 1479 1508 1446 1482 1450 1003 1513 1446 966 1026 891 965
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Table 3

Honmbsexual Sexual Rel ations

NORC- GSS: What about sexual relations between two adults of the sane sex--
do you think it is always wong, alnost always wong, wong only sonetines,

or not wong at all?

1973 1974 1976 1977 1980 1982 1984 1985 1987

Al ways W ong 72.5 69.4 70.3 72.9 73.8 74.3 75.1 75.7 77.5
Al nost Al ways Wong 6.7 5.6 6.3 5.8 6.1 5.0 4.5 4.2 4.2
Wong Only Sonetines 7.7 8.5 7.9 7.5 5.9 6.5 7.0 7.0 6.3
Not Wong at All 11.2 12.9 15.5 13.7 14.2 14.1 13.3 13.1 12.0
Q her 2.0 3.5 --- --- --- --- --- --- ---

1446 1413 1432 1457 1404 1438 1415 1487 1418

GALLUP: Do you think honpbsexual relations between consenting adults should or

| egal ?

1977 1981 1982 1985 1986 1986 1987 1988 1989 1991
Legal 43% 39% 45% 44% 32% 33% 33% 35% 47% 36%
Not | egal 43 50 39 47 57 54 55 56 36 54
No opi ni on 14 11 16 9 11 13 11 9 17 10

(1513) (1533) (1531) (1008) (1539) ( 978) (1015) ( 1000) ( 1227) ( 1216)

Tabl e 4

Trends in Attitudes towards Civil Liberties for Honpbsexual s

I ntol erance Scal ea
I ntol erance * Approval
Al | Peopl e Sayi ng Honmpsexual of Honobsexual
Rel ati ons
Rel ati ons Al ways Wong (Pearson r)
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1973 4.3 (1398) 4.7 ( 966) -.46
1974 4.2 (1361) 4.6 ( 896) -.45
1976 4.2 (1402) 4.6 ( 931) -.44
1977 4.3 (1430) 4.7 ( 989) -.46
1980 4.1 (1393) 4.5 ( 979) -.42
1982 4.2 (1411) 4.5 ( 995) -.43
1984 4.1 (1369) 4.4 ( 989) -.40
1985 4.1 (1372) 4.5 (1060) - 41
1987 4.1 (1450) 4.4 (1016) -.40
1988 4.1 ( 901) 4.3 ( 669) -. 37
1989 3.9 ( 961) 4.1 ( 676) -.29
1990 3.9 ( 851) 4.1 ( 622) -.34
1991 3.9 ( 932) 4.1 ( 671) -.34
Trendb . 0000 . 0000

a A three-itemadditive scale of the questions |isted bel ow

3=tolerant of all three activities and 6=i ntol erance of
all three activities.

b Probability that scores differ from constant val ue.
NORC- GSS: And what about a nan who adnmits that he is a honpbsexual ?

A. Suppose this adnitted honobsexual wanted to make a speech in
your community. Should he be allowed to speak, or not?

B. Should a such a person be allowed to teach in a college or
uni versity, or not?

C, If some people in your comunity suggested that a book he
wote in favor of honpbsexuality should be taken out of your
public library, would you favor renoving thus book, or not?

An additive scale was created fromthese itenms such that a score
of "3" meant allowing all three activities and a score of "6"
meant opposing all three actions.

Table 5

Di sapproval of Premarital, Extramarital, and Honpbsexual Sexual Rel ations
by Age G oups and Year
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A. Premarital Sexual Relations (Percent Al ways Wong)

Intra- Intra-
Age Groups Years Cohort Year s Cohort Year s
Change Change
1974-75 1982- 83 1990-91

18- 25 12.0 14.0 18.1
+5. 2 +7.5

26-33 17.1 17.2 21.5
+6. 3 +1.1

34-41 35.2 23. 4 18.3
-5.0 +2.1

42- 49 33.9 30.2 25.5
+1.0 -2.0

50- 57 40.0 34.9 28.2
+3. 3 -5.1

58- 65 44.5 43. 3 29. 8
+1.5 +0.1

66- 73 54.2 46. 0 43. 4
-0.9 +7.5

74+ 62.9 53.1 53.5

Tot al 32.0 28.1 26. 2

Age G oup

Di fference 50.9 39.1 35.4

(2850) (3004) (1885)

B. Extramarital Sexual Relations (Percentage Al ways W ong)

I ntra- Intra-
Age Groups Years Cohort Year s Cohort Year s
Change Change
1973-74 1980- 82 1987-90
18- 25 56.0 67.7 77.4
+6.7 +4.3
26-33 63.3 62.7 72.0
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+5.5 +8. 2
34-41 70. 3 68. 8 70.9
-1.7 +6. 4
42-49 73.7 68. 6 75. 2
+3.5 +13.1
50- 57 80.1 77.2 81.7
+0. 9 +8. 8
58- 65 78. 2 82.0 86.0
+8. 6 +4. 3
66-73 85. 2 86. 8 86. 3
-4.2 +0. 2
74+ 90. 8 89. 4 87.0
Tot al 71.4 72.6 77.7
Age G oup
D fference 34.8 21.7 9.6
(2947) (2912) (4319)

Table 5 (Continued)

C. Honosexual Sexual Rel ations (Percentage A ways Wong)

Intra- Intra-

Age Groups Years Cohort Year s Cohort Year s

Change Change
1973-74 1980- 82 1987-90

18- 25 56.0 65. 2 73.3
+8.5 +4.3

26- 33 61.7 64.5 69.5
+8.7 +6. 4

34-41 76.9 69. 4 70.9
-2.5 +4.0

42-49 70.3 74. 4 73.4
+9.5 +9. 6

50- 57 82.4 79.8 84.0
+2.0 +4.5

58- 65 85.0 84.4 84.3
+3.2 +0.7

66-73 89.8 88.2 85.1
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+1.9 +2.1

74+ 91.5 91.7
Tot al 71.0 72.6
Age G oup
Di f f erence 34.6 26.5

(2775) (2827)
Sour ce: NORC GSS

Tabl e 6

Trends in Sexual Perm ssivenessa

Year Mean
1974 5.6 (1320)
1977 5.7 (1425)
1982 5.8 (1388)
1985 5.7 (1446)
1988 5.6 ( 459)
1989 5.6 ( 485)
1990 5.5 ( 439)
1991 5.5 ( 442)
prob. =. 077
Source: NORC- GSS
a Additive scale of approval of premarital, extramarital,

and honosexual sexual rel ations.
Ranges fromlow of "3" if all three are "al ways w ong"
to "12" if all three are "not wong at all."
Table 7
Factors Associated with Approval of Sexual Perni ssiveness

Groups Mean Score r/prob. a

Cohort
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Born before 1910 4,21
1910- 1919 4. 63
1920- 1929 5.07
1930- 1939 5.38
1940- 1949 6. 16
1950- 1959 6.50
1960+ 6. 05
(7382)
Current Religion
None 7.76
Some Affiliation 5.49
(7404)
Rel i gi on when G ow ng Up
None 6.11
Sonme Affiliation 5.63
(7391)
Current Religious Orientation
Fundanent al i st 4. 85
Moder at e 5. 66
Li ber al 6.75
(7255)

Rel i gious Orientation Wien G ow ng Up

Fundanent al i st 5.02
Moder at e 5.84
Li ber al 6.17

Church Attendance

Twi ce a Year or Less 6. 63
Al most Weekl y- Sever al
Ti nes Per Year 5.75
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Weekl y 4. 41
(7364)
Educat i on
Less than H gh School 5.02
H gh School G aduate 5.50 L 25 x*
Sone Col | ege 6. 17
Col | ege Graduate 6. 82
(7386)
Gender
Men 5.84 -.08**x*
Wonen 5.47
(7404)

Tabl e 7 (Conti nued)

G oups Mean Score r/ Prob. a
Race
Non- Bl acks 5.62 . 03**
Bl acks 5. 84
(7404)

Househol d I ncone (1986 doll ars)

$0- 9999 5.28
$10, 000- 19, 999 5. 48
$20, 000- 29, 999 5. 64
$30, 000- 39, 999 5.71 L 13%**
$40, 000- 49, 999 5. 86
$50, 000- 74, 999 6.08
$75, 000+ 6. 37
(6744)

Current Region
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Nor t heast
M dwest
Sout h
West

Regi on Age 16

For ei gn

Nor t heast

M dwest

Sout h
West

Current Resi dence

Central City
Subur b

Town

Rur al

Resi dence Age 16

Central City/ Suburb
Town
Rur al

Marital Status

First Marriage
Remarri ed

W dowed

Di vor ced

Separ at ed
Never Married
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(7404)

(7404)

(7404)

(7384)

(20N erRNe) NN S &2 I d)

6. 34
5. 56
5. 06
6. 06

5.62
6.43
5.62
5. 00
6. 03

6.12
5.68
5.31
4. 88

. 33
.76
.48
.53
.34
.54

. 18***

. 19***

-, 20%**

- 20%*

-.18***(Never narried)
-. 11***(Di vor ced/ Separ at ed)
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(7403)

Tabl e 7 (Continued)

G oups Mean Score r/ Prob. a
Teenagers
None 571
1 5. 45
2 5.35 -. 05***
3 5. 30
4 5.01
(7375)
Li beral Self-ldentification
Extrenmel y Li beral 7.41
Li ber al 6. 86
Slightly Liberal 6. 38
Moder at e/ M ddl e-of -t he- Road 5. 54 -, 28%**
Slightly Conservative 5.33
Conservative 4.74
Extremel y Conservative 4. 64
Not Rated 4. 65
(7386)
Ceneral Happi ness
Very Happy 5.34
Pretty Happy 5.81 .08***
Not Too Happy 5.74
(7391)
Marital Happiness
Very Happy 5. 26
Pretty Happy 5.61 .08***
Not Too Happy 5.90
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(4867)
Sour ce: NORC/ GSS, conbi ned years, 1977,77,82, 85, 88-91

*=p<. 05
**=p<. 01
***=p<, 001

a Pearson's rs are based on uncol | apsed vari abl es where
appropriate (e.g. years of education and age). For nom nal
vari abl es the follow ng categorizati ons were used:

Marital Status - Never married vs. Oher and
Di vor ced/ Separated vs. O her; Region- South
vs. Non- Sout h.

Tabl e 8
Mul ti pl e Regression Anal ysis of Sexual Perm ssiveness

St andar di zed

Vari abl es (Hi gh Category) Coeffici ent
Rel i gi on

Church Attendance (Wekly) -, 30%**
Current Religious Orientation (Liberal) L 10***
Current Religion (Somne) .03**
Religious Orientation Raised in (Liberal) . 0% **
Rel i gi on Raised In (Sone) . Q4% x*
Pl ace

Current Regi on (Non- Sout h) . 05**
Current Residence (Large Central City) LQ7F
Regi on Rai sed in (Non-Sout h) . 04*
Resi dence When 16 (Large Central City) . 05***

Soci o- Econoni ¢ St at us

Education (20+ Years) Q2% x*
Fam |y Incone in Constant Dollars (High) . 05***
Fam |y
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Never Married vs. Qher (O her) . 03*

Di vorced/ Single vs. O her (O her) - Q7x
Teens in Household (4+) -, 04*x*x*
O her

Race (Bl ack) LQ7F
Birth Cohort (Mre Recent Years) L 15%**
Political |deology (Extrenely Conservative) E I
Sex (Fenal e) -.01
R2= . 351
Sanmpl e N (6475)

Source: NORC/ GSS, conbined years, 1974, 77, 82, 85, 88-91
*=p<. 05

**=p<. 01
***=p<. 001

Table 9

Miul tiple Regression Analysis of Attitudes towards

Premarital, Extramarital, and Honbsexual Rel ations

(Hi gh=Perm ssi ve)

St andar di zed

Vari abl es (H gh Category) Coef ficient/Prob.
Premarital Extramarital

Rel i gi on

Church Attendance (Wekly) -, 32%** - A7

Current Religious Orientation (Liberal) .11*** . 05**

Current Religion (Sone) . 03* -, 09***

Past Religious Orientation (Liberal) . 03* .02

Rel i gi on Rai sed In (Sone) . 04*** .01

Pl ace
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- 16%
. 06***
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. 05%*
.01
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Current Regi on (Non- Sout h) . 05**
Current Residence (Large Central GCity) .0b***
Regi on Rai sed i n (Non- Sout h) . 05**
Resi dence When 16 (Large Central City) .02
Soci o- Economi ¢ St at us

Education (20+ Years) .04x*x*
Fam |y Incone in Constant Dollars (H gh).03**
Fam |y

Never Married vs. Qher (O her) -.03*
Di vorced/ Separated vs. O her (Oher) -. Qbx**
Teens in Househol d (4+) -. 06***
Q her

Race (Bl ack) L 10***
Birth Cohort (Mdre Recent Years) . 26*%**
Political Ideology (Conservative) - 14x*x
Sex (Fenal e) - Q7x*x*
R2= . 324
Sanpl e N (6475)

. 05***
.01
. 04**

. 09***
.04+~

- O7*xx
- 10% %

.02

. 09***
-. 02
- 09**

- 05***

. 137

(6475)

Source: NORC/ GSS, conbined years, 1974, 77, 82, 85, 88-91

*=p<. 05
**=p<. 01
***=p<. 001

Tabl e 10

Di sapproval of Teenage Sexual Relations by Marital Status

Controlling for Teenagers in the Househol d, Age,
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and Gender

. 04*

. 06***
.02

. 05***

L 15% %%
. 05***

-, 05*xx

-, 04%*

-.03**

-. 02
.04
- 16%

L 08***

. 201

(6475)



Reports\ Social Change : Socia Change Report 35

(% Al ways W ong)

Men
Agea Marri ed Di vor ced/ Separ at ed
First Time Remarri ed
No Teen 1+ Teens No Teens 1+ Teens No Teens 1+ Teens
34-41 60. 4 71. 4 56.0 56.0 47.9 ---
(177) ( 65) ( 64) ( 27) ( 50) (7
42- 49 73.3 77.6 62. 4 79.3 55.3 ---
(100) (102) ( 39) ( 30) ( 40) ( 4
50- 57 78.5 73.5 62.7 --- 53. 4 ---
(104) ( 39) ( 32) ( 15) ( 29 (1
Wonen
34-41 66. 2 76.8 58.5 69. 7 65.0 74.8
(154) (103) ( 71) ( 43) ( 55) ( 39
42-49 81.6 87.4 68.5 --- 63.5 77.9
(127) ( 98) ( 41) ( 19) ( 59) ( 43)
50- 57 86.5 97.9 81.0 --- 82.1 ---
(120) ( 25) ( 46) ( 4 ( 37) ( 95
a O her ages and marital statuses are excluded because there are too few cases for

compari sons.

Source: NORC/ GSS; 1986, 1988-91

Table 11

Di sapproval of Premarital and Extramarital Sexual Relations by Post-Marital Status
Controlling for Gender and Age

A. Premarital Sexual Relations (% Al ways- Soneti nes Wong)

Men Wonen
Agea W dowed Di vor ced/ Separ at ed W dowed Divorced/ Separ at ed
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42- 49 . 31.0 63.0 51.5
( 7 ( 97) ( 48) (198)
50- 57 - 44. 1 70. 3 69. 3
( 16) ( 73) ( 99) (118)
58- 65 81.5 57.0 79. 4 76. 2
( 25) ( 45) (178) ( 90)
66- 73 66. 8 57.0 85. 8 70.0
( 53) ( 26) (235) ( 51)
74+ 72.0 . 90.0 .
( 69) ( 8) (350) ( 19)

B. Extramarital Sexual Relations (% Al ways Wong)

34- 41 - 50.0 69.0 58. 1
( 5) (118) ( 21) (221)
42- 49 --- 58. 1 80. 1 65. 9
( 7 ( 96) ( 45) (204)
50- 57 - 59. 2 86. 4 72.3
( 17) ( 73) ( 94) (113)
58- 65 65. 0 63. 4 86. 3 68. 1
( 33) ( 51) (165) ( 87)
66- 73 70.5 78.6 88. 4 93.5
( 56) ( 28) (256) ( 54)
74+ 83. 4 --- 88. 8 80. 4
( 77) ( 13) (379) ( 21)

Sour ce: NORC/ GSS

a O her age groups not presented because of too few cases for conparisons.

Table 12
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Consi stency Between Attitudes Towards Sexual Perm ssiveness and
Sexual Behaviors

A. Premarital Sexual Attitudes and Behaviors

Attitudes Towards % Havi ng Sexual Partner Anong the
Premarital Sexual Never Married
Rel ati ons
Duri ng Last Year During Last 5 Years

Al ways W ong 31.5 38.6
Al nost Al ways Wong 68. 2 61.1
Wong only Sonetines 74. 1 82.8
Not Wong at All 85.5 95.2

(729) (173)

B. Extranarital Sexual Attitudes and Behaviors

Attitudes Towards % Havi ng Sexual Partner % Ever Having Sexual

Extra. Sexual O her than Spouse During Partner O her than
Rel ati ons Last Year Spouse Wile Married

(Currently Married) (Ever Married)
Al ways W ong 2.4 9.7
Al nost Al ways Wong 8.5 30.7
Wong Only Soneti nmes 12. 4 37.9
Not Wong at All 18. 3 75. 8

(2076) (631)

C. Honpbsexual Attitudes and Behaviors
Attitudes Towards % Havi ng Sanme Gender Sexual
Honosexual Rel ations Partner During Last Year

Al ways Wong

Al nost Al ways Wong

Wong Only Sonetines

Not Wong at All 1
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(2566)

Source: GSS, 1988-1991

Tabl e 13

Psychol ogi cal Wel | -Being by Consistency
Bet ween Sexual Attitudes and Behaviors

A. Premarital Sexual Attitudes and Behavi ors (Never Married)

% Very Happy
Premarital Sexual Relations are Al ways Wong

No Sexual Partner in Last Year 38.9 ( 73)**
Sexual Partner in Last Year 8.3 ( 36)
No Sexual Partner in Last 5 Years 54.3 ( 19)*
Sexual Partner in last 5 Years 8.3 ( 12)
Premarital Sexual Rel ations are Not Al ways Wong
No Sexual Partner in Last Year 21.6 (119
Sexual Partner in Last Year 28.3 (504)
No Sexual Partner in Last 5 Years 18.5 ( 14)
Sexual Partner in last 5 Years 28.9 (128)

B. Extramarital Sexual Attitudes and Behaviors
Extramarital Sexual Rel ations are Al ways Wong

No Sexual Partner QO her than Spouse, Last Year 42.1(1638) *

Sexual Partner O her than Spouse, Last Year 22.8 ( 39)
No Sexual Partner O her than Spouse, Ever 34.5 (443)
Sexual Partner O her than Spouse, Ever 23.1 ( 48)

Extramarital Sexual Relations are Not A ways Wong

No Sexual Partner Ot her than Spouse, Last Year 34.6 (333)***
Sexual Partner O her than Spouse, Last Year 15.4 ( 37)
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No Sexual Partner O her than Spouse, Ever 14.3 ( 52)*
Sexual Partner O her than Spouse, Ever 35.8 ( 84)
Table 14

Attitudes Towards |Increased Acceptance of Sexual Perm ssiveness

Roper: Al things considered, do you think society's nore

wi despread acceptance of sexual freedom for people before nmarriage
is a change for the better, or a change for the worse, or do you
have m xed feelings about it?

1974 1985

Men Wonen Men Wonen
Change for the Better 19% 12% 19% 15%
Change for the Wrse 40 46 37 41
M xed Feelings 38 39 43 32
Don't Know 3 3 2 2

(958) (2922) (1000) (3000)
Gallup: 1'd like to ask about some changes that took place in the

60s and 70s. Please tell me whether you feel each was a good thing
or a bad thing for our society...

More Acceptance of Prenarital Sex

1991

Good Thi ng 38%
Bad Thi ng 56
Don't Know 6

(1216)

Gal lup: Here are sone social changes which m ght occur in comng
years. Wuld you wel comre these or not wel cone thenf?

More acceptance of sexual freedom
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1978 1981 1988 1991
Wl cone 29% 25% 22% 29%
Not Wl come 62 67 68 66
Don't Know 9 8 10 5

(1523) (1483) (2556) (1216)
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