Reports\ Topical : Topical Report 18

orts \ Topical : Topical Report 18

AT THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO

Rep

THE

Adul t Sexual Behavior in 1989:
Nunber of Partners, Frequency, and Ri sk

Tom W Smith
NORC
Uni versity of Chicago
Novenber, 1989
Revi sed February, 1989

Revi sed January, 1991

GSS Topical Report No. 18

Paper presented to the Anmerican Association for the Advance-
ment of Science, February, 1990, New Ol eans

Publication Notes: A revised version of this paper was
published in Fam |y Pl anni ng Perspectives, 23 (My/June,
1991), 102-107.

This research was done for the General Social Survey Project
directed by Janes A Davis and TomW Smth. The project is
funded by the National Science Foundation, G ant No. SES-87-
18467.

Sexual behavior may be the nost inportant of all human
activities. It is the process by which the species is reproduced,

http://webapp.icpsr.umich.edw/GSS/rnd1998/reports/t-reports/topic18.htm (1 of 28)2004-10-14 ¢AAl 4:43:25


javascript:open_helpwin('../../../help/report.htm')
http://webapp.icpsr.umich.edu/GSS/rnd1998/reports/t-reports/topic17.htm
javascript:openwin('/servlet/norc.nsuite.ecb.NsListManager?request=addToList&name=TOPIC18&type=DOCU&path=/rnd1998/reports/t-reports/topic18.htm&desc=+Topical+Report+18')
javascript:focus_homepage()
http://webapp.icpsr.umich.edu/GSS/rnd1998/reports/t-reports/topic19.htm

Reports\ Topical : Topical Report 18

is the central behavior around which famlies are forned, and is a
key conponent in the enotional lives of individuals. It is also
central to a nunmber of social and nedical problens: marita
difficulties and divorce; the crinmes of rape, incest, and child
nol estation; the reproductive issues of infertility, sterility,
contracepti on, unwanted pregnancies, and abortion; and sexual
transmtted di seases (STDs).

Yet probably | ess systematic, scientific research has been
carried out on the sexual behavior of Anmericans than any other
topic of inportance. Only one national sanple has focused on sexual
behavi or (Kl assen, WIllians, and Levitt, 1989) and only about a
dozen national surveys have coll ected any notable information on
sexual behavi or.

Even with AIDS currently making accurate information on sexual
behavi or of inmediate, |ife-and-death concern, the collection of
scientific information on sexual matters is being thwarted by
political opposition (Chicago Tribune, 3/30/1989; 8/3/1989).
Because of the dearth of scientific data and the inportance of the
topic, information on sexual behavior is a precious commodity.

Dat a

Thi s paper reports on one small, but notable, light in the
dar kness that surrounds contenporary sexual behavior. In 1988 and
1989 NORC at the University of Chicago sponsored the addition of a
smal | nunber of questions on sexual behavior on the General Soci al
Surveys (GSS). The GSS are national, full-probability sanples of
the adult, househol d popul ation of the United States (Davis and
Smith, 1989). At the end of the in-person interview respondents
were asked to conplete and return in a seal ed envel ope a short
sel f-adm ni stered questionnaire on sexual behaviors. In 1988 the
guesti ons asked about the nunber of sex partners during the |ast
year, their relationship to the respondent, and their gender. In
1989 questions on frequency of sexual intercourse and the nunber
and gender of sex partners since age 18 were added (for exact
wor di ngs see Appendi x 1: Question Wrdings).

Qutline

Wil e not going into great depth, the GSS questions allow a
prelimnary accounting of sone of the basic paraneters of current
(during the last 12 nonths) and past (since age 18) sexual
behaviors. W will exam ne the basic denography of sexual behavi or
i ncl udi ng the nunber of sex partners, sexual abstinence, infidelity
anong married couples, gender preference in sex partners, and
frequency of sexual intercourse. W will consider how each of these
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behaviors differs across sub-groups in the population. We will then
use the information on sexual behaviors to characterize people as
engaging in relatively safe or relatively risky actions regarding
STDs in general and AIDS in particul ar

Nunber of Sex Partners

On average adult Americans have 1.16 sex partners during a
year (Table 1). Men report considerably nore sex partners than
wonen, but an anal ysis of these reports suggests that nost of the
sex difference is probably due to a conbination of nale
overreporting and femal e underreporting. The nal e/fenal e
di fferences occur entirely anong those not currently nmarried
(Smth, 1990a; 1991). The nunber of sex partners also varies
considerably by marital status. The wi dowed with a nean of 0.21
have the fewest partners, followed by the currently married (0.96),
the divorced (1.31), the never married (1.84), and the separated
(2.41). In terns of age there is a fairly regular decline from1.76
partners for those under 30 to 0.35 partners for those over 70. The
nunmber of sex partners does not vary significantly by race,
education, or region of residence. Sonewhat nore partners are found
for people living in netropolitan areas, but the relationship is
not very strong. A nultivariate regression analysis indicates that
gender, age, nmarital status, and community type are all independent
predi ctors of nunber of sexual partners.

Sexual Absti nence

About 22% of adult Americans had no sex partners during the
| ast year (Table 1). This nunber has struck sone as unexpectedly
hi gh, but two surveys and two different ways of neasuring sexual
abstinence have produced the sane estimate (Smth, 1991).
Abstinence is greater anong wonen than nmen. It is | owest anong the
currently married (9.2%, internedi ate anong the never marri ed,
separated, and divorced (20.0-25.9%, and highest anong the w dowed
(85.9% . There is a curvilinear relationship between age and
abstinence, starting at 12.9% anong t hose under 30, falling to 7.3%
anong those 30-39, and then rising steadily to 68.1% for those 70
and over. Abstinence is higher anong the | ess educated. It is not
related to race or region and has only a weak association with
community type. A nultivariate regression analysis indicates that
gender, age, marital status, and education are independent
predi ctors of sexual abstinence, but that community type does not
make a statistically significant independent contri bution.

Nunber of Sex Partners Since Age 18

http://webapp.icpsr.umich.edu/GSS/rnd1998/reports/t-reports/topic18.htm (3 of 28)2004-10-14 ¢AA( 4:43:25



Reports\ Topical : Topical Report 18

Since age 18 adults report an average of 7.15 sex partners.
Agai n nen report considerably nore partners than wonen and again
nost of this difference appears to result fromdifferentia
m sreporting. The fewest adult lifetime partners are reported by
the wi dowed (3.01), followed by the currently married (5.72), the
never married (8.67), the separated (11.75), and the divorced
(13.30). Nunber of lifetinme sex partners has a weak and conpl ex
association with age. It increases from6.08 anong those under 30
to 9.71 for those 40-49 and then falls to 3.51 anong those over 70.
Since this is a cunmulative neasure, one would normally expect an
I ncrease across ages as the years of opportunity | engthened or
perhaps a rise followed by a levelling-off at an age during which
few additional partners are accunul ated. W suspect that the
I ncrease through age 49 reflects this process. After that age we
suspect that a cohort effect off-sets age-accunul ation. W believe
t hat nmenbers of cohorts representing people over 50 have actually
had fewer sex partners than younger cohorts. Wth the nunber of
partners increasing across cohorts (i.e. fromolder to younger) and
across years lived since turning 18 (i.e. fromyounger to ol der),
the net result is the curvilinear relationship observed in Table
2. This curvilinear pattern is nore pronounced anong those not
currently married and anong nen. Anong currently married wonen,
adult lifetinme partners does not differ across age groups.

More sex partners are reported by people living in centra
cities than in rural areas, although the highest nunber is not
associated with the largest cities. Nunber of adult sex partners is
unrel ated to race, education, and region.

Marital Fidelity

Faithful ness within marriage is a wdely shared norm (N em,
Muel l er, and Smith, 1989; G eeley, Mchael, and Smth, 1990; Smth,
1990b). About three-fourths of Anericans consider sexual relations
Wi th soneone ot her than one's spouse al ways wong. Despite nuch
chatter about open marriages and "sw ngi ng" and the contention by
pop and pseudo-scientific studies about the normalcy of infidelity
(Smth, 1988; Smth, 1989a), Anericans actually seemto live up to
the normof fidelity fairly well (Geeley, Mchael, and Snith,
1990). Over a given year 1.5% of married people have a sex partners
ot her than their spouse (Table 3). Men and wonen do not
significantly differ in their infidelity levels. Infidelity does
seemto increase with age (and presumably with the age of the
marriage). Infidelity is higher anong bl acks than anong whites and
other races. Infidelity also tends to be higher anong the | ess
educated and in sone suburbs, but these relationships are weak.
Infidelity does not significantly vary by region.
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"Chast eness”

Wiile we do not have any precise information on how many
people are faithful across the life of their marriage, we can use
the informati on on nunber of partners since age 18 to calcul ate
what % have been "chaste." "Chaste" refers to those reporting no
nore sex partners since age 18 than marriage partners. Chaste
respondents may or may not have had sexual intercourse with future
marri age partners before or between marriage(s). Those respondents
who are not "chaste" may have al ways been faithful within marriage,
since their "extra" partners may have been before and/ or between
marri age. "Chasteness" serves as a mninmmestinmate of the %t hat
have been faithful throughout their married life.

Over all 48% of married adults can be considered chaste. Mre
wonen than nen are chaste, with 65%reporting no extra partners
conpared to 30% for nen. M sreporting probably exaggerates the
gender difference however. Except for a slight drop between those
under 30 and those in their 30s, chasteness rises with age. As the
di scussi on about sex partners since 18 above indicated, the rise in
chasteness with age is nost probably a cohort effect. There is
little or no associ ati on between chasteness and race, educati on,
region, or comunity type.

Current Sexual Oientation

G ven the current concentration of AIDS anong nal e
honpsexual s, information on the sexual orientation of Anericans is
especially inportant. W find 98.5% of sexually active adults have
been excl usively heterosexual during the last year. This nunber is
substantially above the 90% fi gure often bandi ed about, but is in
line wwth the best avail able estimtes (Fay, et al., 1989).

In 1989 there were no gender differences in sexual
orientation, but conparable figures in 1988 had shown nore nal e
than femal e honbsexuals. G ven the small nunber of honpbsexual s and
bi sexual s identified in the sanple, these and other estinmates are
subject to considerable sanpling error. Marital status is the only
background variable related to sexual orientation (Table 4).

Het er osexual s are concentrated in the ever married categories and
bi sexual s and honobsexual s anong the never nmarri ed.

Sexual Orientation During Adul t hood

Al nost all of the adult popul ati on has been sexually active
since age 18 (Table 5). Only 2. 9% report no partners since age 18
and a nunber of these are people in their |late teens who were
sexually involved in the |ast year, but not since turning 18. For
11.9% there is mssing informati on on nunber of sex partners, so we
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can not be certain of their sexual orientation. One group (6.7%
menti oned partners of the opposite sex, but did not give an answer
about the nunber of sane sex partners. A second group (5.1% report
being marri ed and/ or having had a child, but inconplete or
contradictory informati on on sex partners since age 18. If these
uncertain groups are distributed according to the ratios of

het erosexual s to bi sexual s and honosexuals in the raw data, then
90. 9% of adults are estimated to have been excl usively heterosexual
since age 18 and 6. 3% as honosexual or bisexual. However, an

exam nation of the denographic and attitudinal profile of these
groups showed themto resenbl e heterosexual s much nore than
honosexual s and bi sexuals. In addition, a close inspection of the

i nstruments of those who answered the opposite, but not the sane,
sex question indicated that many of those may have considered this
guestion as not applicable. If we classify themall as

het erosexual s, we estimate 92. 6% of adults have been excl usively
het er osexual and 5.5% have been honobsexual or bisexual. Overall it
appears that 3% have not been sexually active as adults, 91-93%
have been excl usively heterosexual, 5-6% bisexual, and | ess than 1%
excl usi vel y honosexual. O those reporting same gender partners
since age 18 (n=76), l1l6%are not currently sexually active, 22% are
currently engaged in honosexuals relations, 59% are now in

het erosexual relations, and 3% are m ssing information.

Frequency of Sexual Intercourse During Last Year

On average adults report engaging in sexual intercourse 57
times per annum (Table 6). Mre sexual activity is reported by nen
(66 tines) than wonen (51 tines). There are no significant
difference in the frequency reported by married nen and wonen
however. The gender difference occurs entirely anong the unmarried
(Smth, 1991). As before, we suspect that this difference is due in
part to reporting error. Activity is greatest anong the currently
married and separated (many of whom were probably living with their
spouse for nmuch of the last year). It is sonmewhat |ower anong the
never married and divorced and nmuch | ower anong the w dowed
(remenber that 86% had no partners during the |ast year). Sexual
frequency also declines with age from about 78 tines per annum for
those under 40 to 8 tines per annum for those over 70. This decline
is partly due to the declining proportion married with age, but it
al so shows up anong the currently married. Frequency al so shows a
weak curvilinear association with education. The | ower frequency
anong the |l ess educated is a function of their higher average age,
but the cause of the apparent decline anong those with post coll ege
education is uncertain. Race, region, and conmunity type have
little association with frequency of sexual intercourse. A
mul tivariate regression analysis indicates that age, narital
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status, education, and gender all independently affect sexua
frequency.

Current Sexual Behavior Related to Al DS

Three of the sexual behaviors we neasure are related to one's
i keli hood of contracting AIDS (and nost other STDs). People with
multiple sex partners, less famliar sex partners, and nal e
honosexual partners are at greater risk than those with none or few
sex partners, close sex partners, and sex partners other than male
honosexual s. Table 7 shows the distribution of these three types of
relatively high risk behaviors. W have classified those with five
or nore partners, those with partners who are paid for sex or pay
for sex, casual dates, or pick-ups, and mal e honbsexual s and
bi sexuals as in high risk groups. By these definitions 2.4% are at
high risk due to multiple partners, 3.2%due to unfamliar
partners, and 0. 7% due to their sexual orientation

When we conbi ne these factors together, we classify 6.8% at
relatively high risk (one or nore high risk behaviors). G oups at
relatively high risk include males, the never married, the young,
non-whites, and perhaps people fromlarger netropolitan areas
(Tabl e 8). Showi ng the | east high risk behavior are wonen, the
wi dowed, the elderly, whites, and people fromrural areas. Region
is not related to risk and | ess education is related to no and | ow
ri sk, but educational groups do not vary in the proportion engagi ng
in high risk behavior. Risk is thus relatively greatest anong the
young and unattached and anong mnorities living in |arge
netropolitan areas.

Past Sexual Behavior Rel ated to Al DS

I n anal yzi ng past sexual behavior, the available infornmation
is quite limted. W can identify people with many vs. few partners
and those involved in mal e honosexual and bi sexual vs. heterosexual
rel ati onshi ps. However, since we know only that one engaged in
t hese sexual activities since turning 18, we can not tell if the
ri sky behaviors were engaged in since A DS becane a threat (i.e.
since the late 1970s). W find that 31.2% have had five or nore
partners since turning 18 and that 5.1% have been nal e honosexual s
or bisexuals. Conbining together these two risk rel ated sexual
behaviors indicates that the followng distribution of relative
risk: 2.9% high risk on both behaviors, 30.5% high risk on one,

23. 7% noderate risk, 40.0%low risk, and 2.9% no ri sk.

Overall 33.4% have engaged in relatively risky behavior
al t hough only 2.9% have been risky on both nunber of partners and
sexual orientation. Table 9 indicates that since age 18 ri sk has
been greater anong nen, the never married, the young and m ddl e
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aged, and people in netropolitan areas. R sk is | owest anobng wonen,
the wi dowed, the elderly, and people in rural areas. There is
little association between risk and race, education, or region.

Predi ctors of Sexual Behavi or

The various sexual behaviors that we have exam ned (nunber of
current and past sexual partners, sexual abstinence, current and
past sexual orientation, and frequency of sexual intercourse) and
the rel ated exposure to risk do not appear to be strongly
i nfl uenced by either class or sub-cultures. Variations across
educational levels are small and regional, comunity, and raci al
di fference are sporadi c and usual | y nodest.

However, culture plays an inportant role in shaping sexua
behavior in two other ways. First, nmarriage remains a central
institution for the regulation of sexual behavior. Mnogany is both
wi dely endorsed as a noral ideal and followed (at |east on a year-to-
year basis) by the vast najority of spouses. Marital status al so
affects nunbers of sexual partners and sexual frequency. In
addi tion, active honosexual s and bisexuals tend to have never been
marri ed.

Second, social conventions and accepted practices have changed
across recent generations. The reports on nunber of partners over
one's adult lifetinme indicate that nmenbers of earlier cohorts have
had significantly fewer partners than nenbers of nore recent
cohorts. This change in behavior was acconpani ed by increased
soci al acceptance of premarital sex (Smith, 1990).

Finally, frequency of sexual intercourse and nunber of
partners decline with age even controlling for marital status and
gender. Wiile it is inpossible to definitively separate out aging
and cohort effects, we believe that the decline in sexual frequency
is largely a biological effect (Janmes, 1983; Jasso, 1985; Kahn and
Udry, 1986; Udry, Deven, and Col eman, 1982). Nunber of partners is
probably a function of both cohort and aging effects. The sane
bi ol ogi cal factors that reduce frequency probably tend to reduce
nunber of partners. In addition, having been raised in a |l ess
perm ssive sexual climte, nmenbers of earlier cohorts may restrict
their nunber of partners in accordance with their socialization.

Concl usi on

Wil e much nore detail ed sexual information and | arger sanpl es
are needed to fully access the general public's exposure to Al DS
and ot her STDs and their probable spread, information fromthe 1989
GSS provides sone rough, prelimnary estimtes. On the positive
side the relatively | ow recorded incidence of nal e honbosexual s
i ndi cates the popul ati on nost exposed to AIDS is snaller than often
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assuned. Simlarly the high annual fidelity rates indicate that
nost married couples are not opening thensel ves to exposure by
their own sexual behavior or that of their spouse. Likew se, the
22% sexual |y inactive are imune to receiving (or spreadi ng) AlDS
t hrough their sexual behavior.

On the negative side there is still an appreciable share of
the population (6.8% involved in relatively risky sexual behavior
such as having nmultiple and/or unfamliar partners. O course this
group may be taking other precautions (e.g. avoiding riskier forns
of sexual intercourse and using condons). Anong the groups nost
exposed to risk are young, unmarried nmal es and perhaps mnority
cultures in our larger cities.

Whet her risks have changed in recent years is hard to tell
Sone people (11-12% report having changed their sexual behavi or
because of AIDS (G eeley, Mchael, and Smth, 1990), but tine
series data are lacking to confirmswitches to | ess risky behavior.
At one extrenme both our discussion of cohort effects above and the
general literature on the "sexual revolution" (Cannon and Long,
1971; Chilman, 1978; C ayton and Bokenei er, 1980; DelLamater and
MacCor quodal e, 1979; Hofferth, Kahn, and Bal dwi n, 1987; Hunt, 1974;
Kl assen, WIllianms, Levitt, Rudkin-Mniot, Qunjal, 1989; Smth,
1985; Turner, MIler, and Mdses, 1989; and Smth, 1990) suggest
nore perm ssive (and thus riskier) sexual behavior over tine.
Conpari sons of the 1988 and 1989 GSS however indicate no
signi ficant change in nunber of partners or nmarital fidelity over
that recent span. Wet her sexual behaviors changed fromthe |ate
1970s and early 1980s (prior to the recognition of the Al DS danger)
to the md-to-later 1980s (after that recognition) is not presently
possi bl e to determ ne.

Table 1

Nunber of Sex Partners During Last Year

(1989)
Mean % Abst i nent
Al | 1.16 22. 1%
CGender
Men 1.49*** 14. 1***
Wnen 0.91 28.0
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Marital Status

Married 0. 96*** 9. 2% **

W dowed 0.21 85.9

Di vor ced 1.31 25.9

Separ at ed 2.41 20.0

Never Married 1.84 24.6
Age

18- 29 1. 76*** 12, 9x**

30- 39 1.25 7.3

40- 49 1.27 10. 3

50- 59 0. 97 21. 4

60- 69 0. 68 40. 4

70+ 0. 35 68.1
Race

White 1.11 22.3

Bl ack 1.64 21.6

O her 1.08 18. 2
Educat i on

Not Hi gh School 1. 07 37.5***

H gh School 1.20 20. 3

Jr. Col |l ege 1.13 11. 4

Col | ege 1.19 14. 2

Post Col | ege 1.02 13.3
Regi on

New Engl and 1.07 27.6

Md-Atlantic 1.12 22.8

E. No. Central 1.26 18.3

W No. Central 1.04 24. 8

South Atlantic 1.15 22.5

E. So. Central 1.23 21.2

W So. Central 1.12 20. 4

Mount ai n 0.76 29.8

Pacific 1. 36 19. 4

Mean Abst i nent

Community Type

Lrg. Cent. Cities 1.37* 25. 3%

Qh. Cent. Cties 1.70 25.9

Sub. Lrg. Cties 0.98 17.6

Sub. Oh. Cties 1.15 17.6

O her Urban 1. 06 22.7

G her Rural 0. 95 23.4
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(n=1401)

*=statistically significant at .05 |evel
**=statistically significant at .001 | evel
***=gtatistically significant at .0001 |evel

Not e: For these and other bivariate conparisons in subsequent
tables the tests of statistical significance for neans (e.g. nean

nunber of partners) enployed one-way anal ysis of variance, while
for categories (e.g. % abstinent) chi square tests were utilized.

Tabl e 2

Nunmber of Sex Partners Since Age 18

Mean

Al | 7.15
Gender

Men 12. 26***

Wonen 3.32
Marital Status

Marri ed 5. 72%*%*

W dowed 3.01

D vor ced 13. 30

Separ at ed 11.75

Never Married 8.67
Age

18- 29 6. 08*

30- 39 8. 38

40- 49 9.71

50-59 9. 28

60- 69 4. 65

70+ 3.51
Race

Wi te 7.30

Bl ack 5.84

O her 7.18
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Educati on
Not Hi gh School 4.59
Hi gh School 7.50
Jr. Coll ege 6. 84
Col | ege 8. 40
Post Col | ege 10. 54

Regi on
New Engl and 7.48
Md-Atlantic 5.48
E. No. Central 6. 47
W No. Central 5. 88
South Atlantic 6.81
E. So. Central 5.25
W So. Central 10. 97
Mount ai n 6. 07
Paci fic 10. 01

Means

Community Type
Lrg. Central CGties 7.98**
Qh. Central Cities 11. 37
Sub. Lrg. Cties 5.94
Sub. O h. Cities 9.72
O her Urban 5.96
O her Rural 3.84

(n=1398)

*=statistically significant at the .05 | evel
**=gtatistically significant at the .001 | evel
***=gtatistically significant at the .0001 |evel
Tabl e 3
% of Currently Married Having Sex Partners O her Than Spouse
(1989)
Al l 1.5%

Gender

http://webapp.icpsr.umich.edu/GSS/rnd1998/reports/t-reports/topic18.htm (12 of 28)2004-10-14 (AAU 4:43:25



Reports\ Topical : Topical Report 18

Men 2.1

Worren 0.8
Age

18- 29 1. 0***

30- 39 0.0

40- 49 1.2

50- 59 1.8

60- 69 4.5

70+ 1.4
Race

VWite 1. 3**

Bl ack 5.3

O her 0.0
Educati on

Not Hi gh School 4. 0*

H gh School 0.9

Jr. Coll ege 0.0

Col | ege 1.0

Post Col | ege 1.8
Regi on

New Engl and

Md-Atlantic

E. No. Central
W No. Central
South Atlantic
E. So. Central
W So. Central
Mount ai n

Pacific

POWOoOOoORrWNhOo
OCOO0OO0O®MNNOO

Community Type

Lrg. Central CGties 0. 0*
Oh. Central Cities 0.0
Sub. Lrg. Cties 5.6
Sub. O h. Cities 1.7
O her Urban 0.6
G her Rural 2.3
(n=761)

*=statistically significant at the .05 |evel
**=gtatistically significant at the .00l | evel
***=gtatistically significant at the .0001 |evel
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Tabl e 4
Sexual Partners During Last Year
(1989)

% Excl usi vel y Het er osexual

Al | 98. 4%
Gender
Men 98. 4
Wnen 98. 4

Marital Status

Marri ed 99, 7***
W dowed 100.0
Di vor ced 98. 3
Separ at ed 100.0
Never Marri ed 93.6
Age
18- 29 97. 4
30- 39 98. 3
40- 49 99.5
50- 59 97.7
60- 69 99.0
70+ 100.0
Race
Wi te 98. 4
Bl ack 99.1
O her 97.5
Educat i on
Not Hi gh School 98. 3
Hi gh School 98.6
Jr. Col |l ege 98.7
Col | ege 98.0
Post Col | ege 97. 4
Regi on
New Engl and 98. 2
Md-Atlantic 99. 3
E. No. Central 98.9
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W No. Central 98. 9
South Atlantic 96. 4
E. So. Central 97.5
W So. Central 100.0
Mount ai n 100.0
Paci fic 98.1

% Excl usi vel y Het er osexual

Community Type

Lrg. Central CGties 98. 5
G h. Central Cities 97.1
Sub. Lrg. Gties 99.1
Sub. O h. Cities 97.8
O her Urban 98. 6
O her Rural 99. 3
(n=1059)

*=statistically significant at the .05 |evel

**=statistically significant at the .001 | evel

***=gtatistically significant at the .0001 | evel

Note: Covers only the sexually active; those with one or nore
sex partners during the | ast year.

Table 5

Sexual Partners During Adul t hood

Raw Dat a Esti mat es
Sane Rati os(a) Profile(b)

Het er osexual 79. 8% 90. 9% 92. 6%
Bi / Honosexual 5.5 6.3 5.5

Bi sexual 4.9 5.6 4.9

Honosexual 0.6 0.7 0.6
Virgins 2.9 2.9 2.9
Uncertai n(c) 11.9

St r ai ght/ Bi sexual 6.7

Not Virgins 5.1

M ssi ng 0.1
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(n=1401)
a Sane Rati o=assi gns uncertain cases according to observed
rati os in raw dat a.
b Profil e=assi gns uncertain cases based to the profile or

pattern of known and uncertain cases to other denographic and
attitudinal itens.

c Strai ght/ Bi sexual =r espondents reported opposite sex
partner(s), but gave no answer to sane sex question. Dependi ng
on m ssing data, would be either heterosexual or bisexual.

Not Virgi n=respondents who reported being married and/or
havi ng had children, but no did not give information on nunber
of partners since age 18.

Table 6
Frequency of Sexual Intercourse During Last Year

(Estimat ed Nunber of Tines Had | ntercourse per Annum

Mean
Al | 57. 4
CGender
Men 66. 4***
Wnen 50. 6
Marital Status
Marri ed 67.3***
W dowed 5.7
D vor ced 55.2
Separ at ed 66. 1
Never Marri ed 54.9
Age
18- 29 77.8***
30- 39 78. 3
40- 49 66. 9
50- 59 46. 1
60- 69 22.6
70+ 8.2
Race
Wi te 66.0
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Bl ack 68. 2
O her 63.1
Educati on
Not Hi gh School 45, 6*
H gh School 60. 6
Jr. Col |l ege 66. 8
Col | ege 64. 2
Post Col | ege 50.5
Regi on
New Engl and 60. 2*
Md Atlantic 57.0
E. No. Central 55.3
W No. Central 55.1
South Atlantic 51.8
E. So. Central 51.6
W So. Central 77.4
Mount ai n 43.5
Pacific 65. 4
Mean

Community Type

Lrg. Central CGties 50.5
Qh. Central Cties 53.5
Sub. Lrg. CGties 67.1
Sub. Oh. Cties 62.2
G her Urban 56. 8
O her Rural 53.5
(n=1361)

*=statistically significant at .05 |evel
**=statistically significant at .001 | evel
***=gtatistically significant at .0001 |evel
Table 7
Current Sexual Behavior Related to AlDS
A. Nunber of Sex Partners

None 22. 6%
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1 64.9
2- 4 10. 7
5+ 2.4

(1396)

B. Relationship to Sex Partners+

No Partners 22. 2%
Regul ar Part ner 64. 2
d ose 8.4
Not Cl ose 3.2
Not Reg. Part. 2.0
(1386)

C. Sexual Preference

Het er osexual ,
Femal e Honpbsexua

No Sex Partners 99. 3

Mal e Honobsexual ,
Bi sexual 0.7
(1367)

D. Overall R sk++

None 22. 1%
Low 61.8
Low Moder at e 3.2
Moder at e- Hi gh 6.1
Hi gh 5.5
Mul tiple H gh 1.3
(1394)

+Regul ar Partner=spouse or "regular sexual partner”
Cl ose="Cl ose personal friend," "Neighbor, co-worker, or
| ong-term acquai ntance,” or " her"
Not Cl ose="Casual date or pick-up" or "Person you paid or
paid you for sex"
Not Reg. Part.=Not a Regul ar Partner, but relationship
not specified ++None=no sex partners
Low=one sex partner, regular sex partner, heterosexual or fenale
honosexual
Low Moder at e=one sex partner, close sex partner, heterosexual or
femal e honbsexual or two-four sex partners, regular
sex partner, heterosexual or fenal e honpbsexual
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Moder at e- H gh=t wo-four sex partners, close sex partner,
het er osexual or femal e honbsexual
H gh=five+ sex partners or not close sex partner or
mal e honosexual , bi sexua
Mul ti ple H gh=two or nore Hi gh behaviors

Table 8
% Engaged in Ri sky Current Sexual Behavi or

(% H gh + Multiple H gh R sk)a

Al | 6. 8%
Gender
Men 11. 8***
Wonen 3.1

Marital Status

Marri ed 1.6%**

W dowed 2.9

Di vor ced 9.2

Separ at ed 10.9

Never Marri ed 21.0
Age

18- 29 14. 4***

30- 39 6.1

40- 49 4.1

50- 59 5.2

60- 69 4.5

70+ 1.3
Race

Wi te 6. 3*

Bl ack 10.1

O her 10.9
Educati on

Not Hi gh School 6. 8***

Hi gh School 6.8

Jr. Coll ege 5.6

Col | ege 8.0

Post Col | ege 6.7

Regi on
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New Engl and
Md Atlantic
E. No. Central
W No. Central
South Atlantic
E. So. Central
W So. Central
Mount ai n
Pacific

OWXONORGOS
COO~NNRANO®

% Hi gh Ri sk
Community Type

Lrg. Central CGities 10. 5*
Qh. Central Cties 9.5
Sub. Lrg. Cties 6.4
Sub. O h. Cities 5.7
O her Urban 6.5
O her Rural 4.8
(n=1394)

*=statistically significant at .05 |evel
**=gtatistically significant at .001 |evel
***=gtatistically significant at .0001 | evel

a See Table 9 for definition of Hgh and Miltiple H gh Ri sk

Tabl e 9

% Engaged in Ri sky Past Sexual Behaviors(a)

% One High % Bot h Hi gh

Al | 30. 5% 2.9%
Gender

Men 48. 0 2. 8***

Wonen 17. 3 3.0
Marital Status

Marri ed 28.1 0. 8***

W dowed 11.9 0.7

Di vor ced 48. 8 3.1

http://webapp.icpsr.umich.edu/GSS/rnd1998/reports/t-reports/topic18.htm (20 of 28)2004-10-14 (AAU 4:43:25



Reports\ Topical : Topical Report 18

Separ at ed 40. 0 1.8
Never Married 33.3 10.1
Age
18- 29 31.1 5. 0***
30- 39 38. 4 4.3
40- 49 40. 9 1.2
50- 59 27.2 1.2
60- 69 21.3 2.2
70+ 10.6 1.3
Race
Wi te 31.0 2. 8%
Bl ack 27. 2 4.3
O her 25.5 1.8
Educati on
Not Hi gh School 21.5 2.4
Hi gh School 32.3 2.4
Jr. Col |l ege 30.3 3.4
Col | ege 34. 7 4.5
Post Col | ege 35.6 5.6
Regi on
New Engl and 28.0 2. 7*
Md Atlantic 26. 8 2.6
E. No. Central 32.2 1.7
W No. Central 23.9 1.5
South Atlantic 31.2 4.9
E. So. Central 22.9 2.9
W So. Central 38.1 1.8
Mount ai n 26. 2 1.2
Paci fic 37.8 4.5
% One High % Bot h hi gh
Community Type
Lrg. Central CGties 31. 6% 6. 3%
Qh. Central Cties 34. 4 2.1
Sub. Lrg. Cties 31.5 4.9
Sub. O h. Cities 34.7 2.2
O her Urban 29.9 2.7
O her Rural 21. 7 2.1
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(n=1399)
*=statistically significant at .05 |evel
**=gtatistically significant at .001 |evel
***=gtatistically significant at .0001 |evel

a

| nt roducti on:

1.

2

Persons are deened to have been engaged in high risk behavior
if their had 5+ partners or were a nal e honosexual or nale

bi sexual . Statistical significance refers to association
bet ween t he denographics with all categories of the past
vari abl e (None, Low, Moderate, One Hi gh, and Both Hi gh),

risk
not

just the two high risk categories presented above.
Appendi x 1: Question Wordi ngs
1989 GSS

There is a great deal of concern today about the
Al DS epidem c and how to deal with it. Because of
the grave nature of this problem we are going to
ask you sonme personal questions and we need your
frank and honest responses. Your answers are
confidential and will be used only for

statistical reports.

How many sex partners have you had in the last 12 nonths?

. WAs one of the partners your husband or wife or

partner?

regul ar sexual

I f you had NO ot her husband or w fe or

regul ar sexual partner,

partners besides your
PLEASE GO TO Q 4.

| f you had other partners, please indicate all categories that
apply to them C RCLE ALL THE ANSWERS THAT APPLY.

Cl ose personal friend

Nei ghbor, co-worker, or |ong-term acquai ntance
Casual date or pick-up

Person you paid or paid you for sex

O her (PLEASE SPECI FY)

Have your sex partners in the last 12 nonths been......
PLEASE Cl RCLE ONE ANSVER.

Excl usively nal e
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Both nmal e and fenal e
Excl usively femal e

5. About how often did you have sex during the past 12 nont hs?

Not at all

Once or twce

About once a nonth

Two or three tines a nonth
About once a week

Two or three tines a week
Four or nore tines a week

6. Now t hinking about the tine since your 18th birthday,
(including the past 12 nonths) how many femal e partners
have you ever had sex wth?

7. Now t hinking about the tinme since your 18th birthday,
(including the part 12 nonths) how many nmal e partners
have you ever had sex with?

8. THANK YOU FOR YOUR COOPERATI ON. PLEASE PLACE FORM I N ENVELOCPE,
SEAL I T, AND G VE TO THE | NTERVI EVEER.

NOTE: On anot her half sanple question 1 (sexual frequency)
appear ed between questions 5 and 6.
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