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Executive Summary

Attractions

1 A significantly greater number phrticipants identifying akemalereported aromantic
attraction exclusively tdemales compared with asexual attractiorexclusively to femalesThis
pattern wasreversed for malswith significantly larger numbeneporting a sexual attraction
exclusively to malesompared with a romantic attractioexclusively to males.

1 From the total sample, close to a third of participants (29.9%) indicated a difference between the
extent to which theyfelt romantically attracted and the extent to which they felt sexually
attracted to males and/or femaleOnly 1.2% indicated aexactlyequal attraction to males and
females when it came to botlromantic and sexual attractionThis suggests that evdar
people who identify as bisexuilis rarely a simple case of equal attraction to men and women.

Awareness ad First Disclosure of San@ex Attractions

1 Although males, as a group, were sure of their attractions before females, they took significantly
more time on average to disclose these attractio@n average,dmale and gender different
participants disclosed around one year after they felt surenefrtsexuality, whereas for males
the average was three and a half yeal$ese results are discussed in terms of the higher levels
of vicimization reported by noheterosexual males relative to their female counterparts.

1 Females in the oldest cohort reged, on average, being sure of their saisex attractions close
to 7 ¥ years later than females in the youngest cohdtis certaintywas 3 years later for the
oldest cohort of males and 4 years later for the oldest cohort of gender different pariisipa
when compared with their younger counterparts. The greater differences fourferueles are

RAE0dZAESR Ay G(SN¥& 2F f2y3IAidRAYIE SOARSYOS F2

Ongoing Disclosure of Sexuality

1 Participantsnvere presented withthree scenarios in which they were asked to consider disclosing

theirsamed SE | GGNF OlGAazya G2 |+ LINB&dzYSR (2 0S8 waidNI

work. dose to twathirds (65.9%) of participantsho reported having a regulaamesex

partner, selected an option to disclose ndw a couple depicted as being possibly conservative,
although for most this depended on its relevance to the conversation. By contrast, the majority
(53.8%) of participants who reported not currently having gutar partner stated they were not
likely to disclose at all or would most probably delay disclosure until another tiff@r those

LI NIYSNBRZ 2LJiAy3 G2 wO2YS 2dz2iQ ¢l a S@Sy 3INBI G
compatibility with their partne when it came tdeelingcomfortableg A § K 2y $Qa&a & SEdz f A

f The aboveifhdingssuggestthatS @Sy T2 NJ 1 K2&S ¢ K2 de¥idiny todisgclhse G 2

may be hampered bg y S@r@ntsingle status or a lack of compatibility wah.J- NIy SNR & f SO

disclosure comfort. Although casually introducing or mentioning a partner may facilitate
disclosurein much the same way heterosexual individuals convey the nature of thei
relationships, this option isot always possible for some

NOT SO PRIVATE LIVES



1 Findings revealethat it was only the extent of religious influence on disclosure (including the
NBfAIA2dza 0SSt ASTFa 2F 20GKSNRO I thativas reiGtedtdifel y | LIS
fA1SEAK22R 2F WO2YAy3 2dziQd  deltiSs@iificantPonerf & = (G KS
0KS fA1StAK22R 2F RAaOf2adaNBxX S@Sy F2N 6KS wy2

1 The above results are discussed in relation to recent experimental research in Australia which
found heterosexual individuals responded rBor ¥+ @2 dzNJ 6f & (2 dzLJFNBY (G RA &
samesex attractions when compared with delayed.

Relationshis andRecognition

1 Althoughparticipants identifyjng as female were significantly more likely to report having a
current samesex partner, those identifying as male were significantly more likely to report being
in a current relationship of a longer duration.

1 The majority ofparticipants (54.7 %) selectedamiage as their personal choice for relationship
recognition (when including participants who did not complete the survey in full, the figure was
54.2% see Appendix for Auxiliary Report). A federally recognised relationship documented at a
registry(other than marriagejvas the second most popular option (27.6%) followed by de facto
status (14.8%). Of the sample, 2.9% reported that they preferred no legal status.

1 The younger the age of the participant the more likely they were to have selected neaasag
their personal choice. For example, 66.7% of thos&9,8and 62.8% of those ZID selected
marriage as their preference.

1 The majority preference for marriage was larger for participants identifying as female (58.1%)
when compared with male (50.7%r gender different (44.7%)-or the youngest cohort (< 25
years), however, differences between males and females were no longer observed with 63%
from both groups selecting the option to marry.

T Irrespective of their personal choice, 78% reported thatytheuld like to see marriage become
available as an option for sansex couples in Australia, 59.7% reported that they would like to
see a federally recognised relationship other than marriage be made available and 48.4% stated
that they would like to sede facto recognition remain. These percentages indicate that many
participants selected multiple options, suggesting that simply having a choice was an important
factor.

1 Although a majority preference for marriage was found regardless of the legal stiadus
LJ- NIi A OA L3eyrélaliagnshi, lpréférences for marriage were higher among those currently
in a relationship formalised through a state or municipal registry, an overseas recognised civil
union/partnership, and an overseas recognised marriage.

1 The more people felt their relationships were valued on a comparable level with diffeeant
relationshipsthe significantlygreater their reported level of overall wedleing.
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Children

1 Overall, 29.2% of those indentifying as female, 10.0% of those identifying as male, and 25.5% of
gender different participants reported having children in their lives, either their own or the result
of a current or previous relationship. When considetimg age group most likely to have
children, given that people in general are having children in later years (ABS, 2008), 47.1% of
female and 17.6% of male participants reported having children in their lives, whether their own
or the result of a current oprevious relationship.

91 Close to a third of both young male and female participants (< 25 yrs) reported that they planned
to havechildren at some stage in their lives.

9 Of participants with at least one chiid their livesunder the age of 2064.7% ofemale, 24.1%
of male and 40% of gender different participants were living with these childretinal

9 For participants with a samgex partner and living futime with children under the age of 13
(i.e., generally primary school ag#).7% reportedhat they would prefer to marry. For those
with children under the agef 5 (i.e., norschool age) 80.8% selected marriage as their
preference.

Partners

9 Higher levels of perceived partner support, relationship satisfaction, and partner similarity in
bey 3 O2YF2NIlo6ftS 6A0GK 2ySQa &SEdzZ tAder sSNB ¢
psychological webeing.

9 Participants in the youngest cohort (< 25 years) reported significantly less similarity between
GKSYaSt @Sa | yR (KSAN dzli NJidy2S N3 iNGSSINENR AlyyaR Y6ORAYYA T/ X(
sex couple, when compared with those in the two older cohorts (i.e32%ears and 35+ years).

9 Participants identifying as female reportsiyjnificantlyhigher levels of relationship satisfaction
and partrer support, relative to male and gender different participants. This is consistent with

research in general, in which females tend to score higher than males for mea$pesitive
relationships with others (e.g., Ryff & Keyes, 1995).

GLBTI Friends ardommunity

9 Just over a third of participants reported that they did not have any contact with individuals
(apart from friends) from the GLBTI communifyhe younger the cohothe less likely they were
to have reported contact with the GLBTI communityfesl connected to the GLBTI community,
with this being the case for both metropolitan and rural areas of residence.

1 Not surprisingly, those living in more populated areas vegaificantlymore likely to report
feeling a greater connection with the GLB®nmunity, relative to those living in less populated
areas. For those with contact with the community, however, perceptions of support did not
differ between metropolitan and rural areas.
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Family and Heterosexual Friends and Community

 Amajorityofi K2aS dzy RSNJ §KS 3S 2F Hp NBLERZ2NISR GKFG
heterosexual, whereas for those in the oldest cohort (35+ years) the percentage was less than a
third. Nonetheless, and with the exception of those 60 years of age and over,padicipants
were significantly more likely to report that a greater proportion of their heterosexual friends
were aware of their sexuality, relative to younger participants.

1 Even when first taking into account the support participants received fronn @eBTI friends
and the GLBTI community, significantly higher levels oflvedtig were associated with greater
perceptions of acceptance from heterosexual friends, parents and the wider community.

1 The more people felhcceped by theirheterosexual friends, parents and siblirte significantly
greater the likelihood of them having reported an ongoing sasee relationship.

1 When taking into account age differences, people with a samepartner who felt more
accepted by their heterosaial friends and siblings were more likely to report a current
relationship of a significantly longer duration.

Stigma and Psychological Wdking

1 The highest perceptions of stigma related to issues regarding-samattracted people and the
caring of dildren (e.g., a samsex attracted teacher in a public school). Perceptions in relation
to stigma and employment were much more positive, with 78% agreeing to some extent that
employers would hire a sarrgex attracted person if qualified.

1 Gender differat participants and transgender/transsexual and intersex participants scored
higher on perceptions of stigma and lower on reported vaeling when compared with the
general sample.

1 Datawere compared between aational American LGE8ample (Rostosky et a009),the
current sample and a random sampleAfistraliandMacKinnon et al., 1999 Participants from
both the America.GB survey and the current survey were found to seameificantlyhigher on
negative emotional experiences but did not reporidepositive emotional experiengashen
compared with the Australian random sampl€hese differences for negative mood between
nonheterosexual individuals and those from the Australian random sample were more
pronounced in the case of male participants.

1 Relative to an American national sample (MIDUS II), participants in the current survey scored
significantilower on theEnvironmental MasteryPurpose in Lifand SelfAcceptancalimensions
of well-being (PWB: Ryff, 1989%articipants from the currentsvey, however, scored
significantlyhigher on perceptions d?ersonal GrowthThese findings are similar to those found
for comparisons between a subsample of American sexual minority participants and their
heterosexual counterparts (Riggle, Rostoskipaner, 2009)
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Research Background

TheNot So Private Livesline survey was conducted through the School of Psychology at The
University of Queensland, Australi@he aim of the survey was to add to the growing body of
research on the lives of sexualnorities in AustraliaThe questions within the survey focused on a)
the timing of disclosure of sanmex attractions bpreferred relationship recognition samesex
attracted individual§perceptions of how others value their relationships relative to differeex
relationships dparenting,and e)the role of mainstream acceptance in relation to psychological
well-being, even when in the presence of LGBTI support.

Not So Private Livésthe first national study to examine sard®eSE F G G NI OG SR ! dzA (G NI f A
for various forms of relationship recognition since the introduction of de facto status for-same

couples at dederal level Further, it is the first major study to inviégate preferences for

relationship recognition while taking into account the current legal status (in Australia or overseas) of

'y Ay RA @ isBxdalafiofship RntingSin these areas were presented at the Australian

Federal Senate hearing of tiequiry into the Marriage Equality Amendment Bill 2009

(Commonwealth of Australia. Senate Legal and Constitutional Affairs Committee, November)9, 2009

The survey site was hosted as a secure site by Globalpark through its Unipark program for academic
research Globalpark has its headqgrtars in Germany and is one of the leading international

suppliers of online software for academic and commercial reseaktifdata collection and storage

were provided by GlobalparkrheURLfor the welbpage entry to tle survey was

www.notsoprivatelives.com¢ KA & NBLR2 NI 2y (KS adz2NBSeQa FAYRAy3I:

Recruitment

The survey commenced on thé& Bpril 2009 and ran until midnight, 5ugust 209. Responses to

the survey decreased substantially in the latter two weeks, suggesting the sample had reached its
maximum uptake The survey was advertised online in the GLBTQI press for every state and territory
and in print in various GLBTQI magazifeeg., LOTL, SX Magazine, Queensland Pride, AX National,
MCVand Sydney Star Observernformation on the survey was also circulated through sexual

minority email networks across the countrfflyers and/or email information were sent to sexual
minority - businesses, health and community centres, sporting clubs, reading groups, parenting
groups, outdoor activity groups, city and country social clubs, chat rooms and coffee shops, as well as
university queer collectives and sexual minority welcoming mlgorganisationsThe survey was

also promoted via Queer radio (e.g., JOYcRNEIbourne) and flyers were distributed at sexual

minority events (e.g., Brisbane Pride Day and the Brisbane Quedré&staa). Participants were

also asked to consider imfming their samesex attracted friends/contacts about the survey.

Of the potential participants who started the survey, 192 did not pass the eligibility check (see
criteria foreligibilityon p.6) and a further 121 did not proceed past the sessidarmation page or
consent form Of the 2545 people who started the surveyoper (i.e., answered Q.1),056
completed the last question indicating a retention rate of 80.89%6 this number, the responses of
24 participants were not included in the @gses due to a high percentage of missingadbgaving a
total number of 2032.
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Eligibility

Participants were invited to take part in the survey provided they met the criteria of being:
a) at least 18 years of age

b) a citizen or permanent resident Alstralia

c) attracted (sexually and/or romantically) to people of the same sex

t FNIAOALI yias 6K2 RAR y20 asStSOG GKS W, SaQ 2LJiAz2
were thanked for their interest and directed away from the survilentification as sameaex

attracted was further verified by the Sexual Identityd Sexual and Romantic Attraction measures in

the main body of the survey (see Chapter 2).

Gender Different, Transgender, Transsexual and Intersex Participants

To be consistanwith earlier experimental and survey research, which served as foundations for the

current study, this research focused on individuals who identified as s&xattracted Therefore,

this survey also welcomed gender different, transgender, transsendhintersex participants who

felt that they metthis criterion LG A& | Ol y26f SRAISR:E Ka2S&ES @ JINENI (OISR Q
definition, can be problematic for those whose biological sex and/or gender identity do not adhere to

the assumptionsthat f f LIJS2LJX S I NB 02Ny SAGKSNI adNROGte& YI ¢

OANIK Aad O2yaraidSyid oAsihisuivey diSrivEaten® tb expl@gnavid NJ A RSy
participants might differentiate between their attractions in terms of sa&xanatomy and their

FGGNF OGiA2ya Ay G(GSN¥a -2FEISYyRSNDNBRSIA & K&a B N2 Wa
AYRADGARIZ £t Q&8 LISNE2Yy It FaasSaavySyid 2F GKSANI aSEdz f

Auxiliary Report

Anauxiliaryreport, based on the rgponses of 2, 232 participants, was released in August.ZDgig

report detailed the findings in relation to a siglet of questions presented in the first third of the

survey on current relationship status and preferences for relationship recognifioe examination

of these factors aimed to provide an insight into the preferences of ssemeattracted Australians

with regard to the legal recognition of their relationships, following the introduction of de facto

status for samesex couples at a federkdvel These findings were presented at the Australian

Federal Senate hearing of the inquiry into the Marriage Equality Amendment Bill 2009
(Commonwealth of Australia. Senate Legal and Constitutional Affairs Committee, November)9, 2009

Findings from tts larger sample were found to be consistent with those of the current sample of

2,032 (200 fewer) participants who completed the survey in dtnetheless, it was deemed more

appropriate to provide results to the inquiry based on the larger samplensoire the relationship

findings were not representative of people who may have been more inclined to complete a lengthy
survey ¢ 2 O2YLI NBE WNBf Il GA2YyAKALI NBO23ayAlA2yQ FAIdzNEB:
full with those including participantsho did not, refer to the findings discussed in Chapter 5 and

those provided in the Auxiliary Report provided in the Appendix.
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Overview of Analytical Methods

A consistent analytical strategy was taken in that a variety of descriptive and inferentisti ch

methods were employed including, but not limited to, Independent Factorial Analysis of Variance

(ANOVA), Factorial Repeated Measures ANOVA, Analysis of Covariance (ANCOVA), Multivariate

Analysis of Variance (MANOVA), Multivariate Analysis of {aoear(MANCOVA), Hierarchical

adz GALX S wSANBaaAzys . Ayl NE-SquateldstiRoratalyseS ANB da A2y =
involving multiple comparisons between groups, the Bonferroni method was used to control the

familywise Type | error rateFor allanalyses, results are discussed as being significanrt i05.

In instances where a variable was both categoacal continuous (e.g., age grouppalyses were
conducted based on both characterisations of the variaBesults related to these varikgs are
generally presented in bar graphs with the categorical data, to assist with the visual interpretation of
findings.

For the analyses of age as a categorical variable, results were presented based on either six age
groups (i.e., 189, 2029, 3039,40-49, 5059, 60+) or three age cohorts (i.e., <25;35 35+).

Although analyses were conducted for both numbers of categories, results are presented in the
report based on the most meaningful interpretation of findingr example, if significant

differences were found between participants in the most senior age group (6ative to the rest

of the samplefindings are reported based on the six age groups in order to highlight these findings.

As all participants who selected the transgender/tramgasal or intersex response options identified

as either male or female, these participants were included in all findings for the general sdrple
help increase visibility of these individuals in sexual minority research, separate analyses were also
provided, where appropriate.

C2NJ SIasS 2F AYUSNINBGlIGA2YTZ (GKS WDSYRSNI 5AFFSNBY
F2NY | aAy3atsS OFiS3I2NE O6WDSYRSNISGATFTFSNBYdQo G2 N
female The most frequenty8a ONA 6 SR ARSydAdGe F2N) GK2asS oKz &St
W3 Sy RS NAlttjodgs theNddmber of gender different participantssvelatively smallll = 47),

numberswere fairly well distributed across states/territori@SW = 14, VIC = 12, QLD W8, = 10,

ACT = 2).

In all cases, analyses were conducted to examine gender differences, age differences and
interactions between predictor variable$n the absence of any discussion of these findings,
differences were notdund to be statistically significant.

! The Australian Bureau of Statistics classifies youth as being fre24 §8ars of age, young people generally as being up to
the age of 34, and those 35 and older as no longer young adults (ABS, 2009a; 2010)

NOT SO PRIVATE LIVES



NOT SO PRIVATE LIVBS



1. Demographics

A total of 2,032 participants completed the survey in.fllhis was 200 (9%) fewer than the number
who completed the first phase of the survey which included the Relationship Recognition measures
(seeAppendiy. Importantly, the characteristics of trmampleon which the current report is based

did not differ sulstantially from those of the larger sampl€&or comparative figures, refer the

Auxiliary Reporin the Appendix

1.1 Area of Residence

Participants were asked to select theiat or territory of residence and the type of urban or rural

area in which theyived (see Figure 1 and Table Epr thissample, thirtytwo participants selected

0KS WOdANNByildfe tAGAYy3a 20SNASIFAQ 2LIA2Y YR @SNB
territory in Australia These numbers are accounted for in Figuteelow. The surveyattracteda
proportionatelygreaternumber of participants from Queeatand, despite advertising across all

states and territories This is likely to have been a result of the survey being conducted in

Queenslandind advertisedhrough The University of Queensland

Figurel.

Numbers and percentages of participants according to state/territory of residence

i ACT (121)
> 26. 72% i NSW (544)
£ i NT (18)
E 28.79% H QLD (585)
rE; M SA (105)
3] M TAS (42)
18.50% H VIC (376)
11.91% B WA (242)
0 200 400 600 800
Number of respondents
Tablel.

Numbers and percentages of participants according to aof@urrent residence

N %
Capital City 1494 73.5
Other metropolitan area (population 100,000 or more) 287 14.1
Large rural centre (25,00Punder 100,000) 131 6.4
Other rural area 103 5.1
Remote 17 0.8

(N= 2032)
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1.2 Cultural Ancestry

Participants were asked to indicate their cultural background by nominating up to two ancestries, as
requested for the 2006 Australian Censdsirty nine participants chose not to respond to this

guestion leaving a total df993 respondentsAs participants were able to select up to two

ancestries (e.g., British and German), the percentages represent multiple responses and therefore
add up to over 100%Where numbers were very small for a particular ancestry, they were either
grouped orepresented asP h i KTheNdst frequently listed ancestriessidefrom Australian, New
Zealander and British/Irishvere German, Italian, Chinese, Dutch, American, Graeek|radian With

the exception of American ancestry, these results are in keeping with those from the 2006 Australian
Census showing tlsesix ancestries (Italian, German, Chinese, Greek, Dutch and indider

according to Census results) as havinghighest number of responses after Australian and

British/Irish (ABS, 2006kEleven people (0.6%) sétfentified asindigenous AustraliansAs a group

these Australians were undeeesented in the current sampléAsat 30 Jun@00& ! dzA G NI f A | Q&
Indigenous population was estimated to be 2.5% of the tqtapulation(ABS) Although not

included inTable2 below, 21 participants (1%) reported a Jewish ancestwyith this likely to be

due to the close association betwedawish religion and ethnicityAll participants reported being an
Australian citizen or permanent resident of Australia as part of the eligibility requirement of the
survey Close to threequarters(74.6%Yyeported that they hadived in Australia all their lives, with

the average durtion for those who hachot being22.6 years (median = 21 years).

Table2.

Cultural ancestry (up to two ancestries)

N %
Anglo/Australian/British Irish decent 1590 79.8
Australian Aboriginal and/or Torres Stralslander 11 0.6
East Asian 2.4
Chinese 41
(Japanese, Korean, Mongolian, Taiwanese) 7
Eastern and Soutleastern European 3.6
Polish 13
Russian 11
Croatian 10
Hungarian 7
Czech 6
Serbian 4
Other 21
Latin American/Caribbean 10 0.5
Middle Eastern 11
Lebanese 8
Israel 6
Other 7
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North American 2.1

American (USA) 26
Canadian 10
Native American 5
Northern EuropeanNordic (Danish, Swedish, Finnish, Norwegian) 16 0.8
Other Oceania 3.2
New Zealander 54
Maori 6
(Papua New Guinean, South Pacific Islander) 4
South African 14 0.7
South Asian 1.6
Indian 20
Sri Lankan 7
Pakistani 4
Southeast Asian 1.7
Filipino 14
Malay 7
Indonesian 5
(Singaporean, Vietnamese, Other) 8
Southern European 5.0
Italian 48
Greek 25
Maltese 11
Spanish 10
Portuguese 6
Western European 5.6
German 55
Dutch 32
French 10
Austrian 8
Swiss 5
Other 2
Other 0.8
European unspecified 8
Other African 7
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1.3 Age

The mean agef this sample was 38years(standard deviation 12) with amedian age of 3fears
Agesrangead from 18 to 82 yearsOf the 81 participants inth@ ¢ 1 LJ dza,Q7 wer@ §ged@7/DNE dzLJ
82. The mean ageaccording to gender identity weB5.4for female, 36.8 for male, and 30.0 for

gender different participantsTable 3below indicateshe numbers and percentages dirticipants

by age group and according to gender identity ffescription ofP 3 Sy R S N,J(skeReStiprii A1) & Q

Table3.

Numbers and percentages of participants according to age group and geideetity

N % % gender
of total % female % male different
18-19 121 6.0 51.2 43.8 5.0
20-29 634 312 53.9 42.3 3.8
30-39 537 265 62.0 35.9 21
40-49 441 21.7 56.7 42.4 0.9
50-59 215 10.6 51.2 47.9 0.9
60 +(60-82) 81 4.0 33.3 66.7 0.0

TotalN = 2029. Three participants(1 female, 2 malellid not provide their age

1.4 Educationand Employment

Participants were asked to select their highest level of education comp{etedTable 4)Three
participants didhot specify their current level of education leaving a total of 2029 respondents for
this measure Consistent with resarch findings involving sexualinority individualsboth overseas
(e.g., Cochran & Mays, 200Qurdek, 200B8and in Australisthe sample was highly educatehen
compared withthe general populationFor example, the AustralidPrivate Live&SLBTI survey
conducted in 2005, found 50.7% of participants repottasinga university degreéPitts, Smith,
Mitchell, & Patel, 2006) In the current survey60.8%0f participantsreported havinga Bachelor
degreeor abovecompared with23% of the Australiapopulationin general (ABS, 2009 The
percentage of people with uniévsity degrees in Australia hawreasedver recent year¢ABS,
200%) which may accourfior some of thediscrepancypetweenthe findingsfrom the earlier and
currentAustralianGLBTsurveys It isalsoacknowledged that @rticipants tend to be of higher
education in survey research generalKaye & Johnsor,999. The main issue, however, is being
able to determine how representative this hig;evel of educatiorstatusis of the sexuaminority
population is extremely difficult, given the lack of a description of this group in large population
based studie and the stigma associated with reporting a sexungailority status (Meyer & Wilson,
2009)
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Table4.

Numbersand percentages for highest level of education completed

N %
Less than Year 10 27 1.3
YearlO Certificate 78 3.8
Year 12 Certificate 358 17.6
Diploma/Trade Certificate 332 164
Undergaduate university degree 759 37.4
Postgraduate universitgliploma/degree 475 23.4

TotalN = 2029 (three participants did not specify their education level)

For current employmenstatus, @rticipants were ale to select multiple response§he
percentagesn Table5 below, therefore, provide a totabver 100% When taking into account
multiple responsege.g., a person who selectdxth full-time employment andeingselfemployed
is counted only once as employed), ¥.0f the sample reported being employedTheemployment
rate for those not in fulitime studiesor retirementwas92.8% Please note that the figures for
currentyWy 2 4 Ay LI AR SYLX 28YSyidQ | NB Offeiotalsamplé,S Ay (i SN
27% reported currently being a studemccording to a 2009 report from the Australian Bureau of
Statistics 1% of the Australian population aged-68 wasenrolledin a coursef study ABS) As

the current survey did not include individuals under 18, who as a group are more likely to be
students, the discrepancy is likely to be exgraater. However, he numbe of studentsin this
survey isn keeping with the relatively higlevel ofeducation of the sample.

Tableb.

Numbers and percentages for current work status

N %
Fulitime student 376 18.5
Parttime student 173 8.5
Fulitime employment 1044 51.4
Parttime employment 404 19.9
Selfemployed 194 9.5
Not in paid employment (incl. Volunteer work) 143 7.0
Retired 77 3.8

TotalN = 2032 (number of participants who selected at least one response)
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1.5 Religion

Participants were simply asked if they considered themselves to be a religious person rather than

A X L oA

AAAAA

16460 A4St SOGSR Wy2Q | yR. 2tfeAustadiabiidaty LVRGLBTsyheyT NB a L2 y F
conducted in 2005¢lose to 7A9NB LJ2 NIi SR K| @A y 3 (Bt et &, QORB)NER SlighthNS £ A 3 A
higher figures found for t current survey may be due to thigferent wording of the question

between the two surveysConsidering oneself to be nereligious ando hawe no current religion,

might not be interpreted asbeingone and the sameFor examplesome people may retaia strong

identity with aparticularreligion,due to the association with thegchool yearsfamily background

and/or ethnicity, butmaynot necessarilypelieve in the teachings of that religiotmportantly,

41 9% of participants reported that religigincluding the religious beliefs of others) plays a role in

their decisions to disclose their sexualifyindingson religionas aninfluenceon disclosurere

discussed in Chaptdt
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2. Biological Sex, Gender Identity and Sexédiraction

2.1 Sex, Gendeldentity and Sexual Identity

Participants were first asked to select their biological sex as defined at Kiftthe sample56.8%

(n = 1154) selected female, 434 (n =875) selected male and 0% (n =3) selected intersexFour

intersex individualseported that theywere defined as male at birtlesulting ina total of seven
intersexparticipants Fve of these participantseported a femalegenderidentity andtwo reported

a malegenderidentity. ! &y’ (WS N&n& & g&nder identityand manyare not defined as such at

birth, it is possible that larger numbers of interdedividuals participated in this surveysome may
havereportedafemale, male or gender differemdentity without alsoindicating that they were

intersex Percentages inetation togender identityare providedn Table6 below. The most
TNEljdzSyidfe RSAONAOSR ARSydGAGeE FT2N (K2aFbreas&2 &St S
of interpretation, the@ender Differenfand @therYesponsecategoriesvere combined to form a

single category¥sender Differer@to represent thosevho did not indicate analeor female

identity. When examining the numbers of transgender, transsexual, intersex, and gender different
participants, it is important ti&eep in mim that this survey was not open to all sexual minority

individuals but only those whaentified as samaex attracted This is likely to have reduced the

participation of thealready proportionately smallerumber of transgendeitranssexual and intersex

people in the sexuahinority population It is also acknowledged that tierm W& -&$E | 4,4 NI OG SF
by definition can complicatematters for those whosgenderidentitiesand biological sefall outside

of the binarydefinitions imposed by society

Table6.

Current gender identity

N %
Female 1107 54.5
Transgender/TranssexuaFemale 11 5
Intersex- Female 5 3
Gender Different Female 2 A
Total Female 1125 55.4
Male 851 41.9
Transgender/TranssexuaMale 7 3
Intersex- Male 2 A
Total Male 860 42.3
Gender Different 26 13
Other(e.g.,genderqgueer) 21 10
Total Gender Differen{incl. Other) 47 2.3

TotalN = 282

NOT SO PRIVATE LIVES



Participants were also asked mominatea sexual identity The most frequentesponses fothe

total samplewere gay leshianbisexual, queeand no labelin that order. Table 7 below lists the
numbers and percentages feexual identity fothe total sampleandprovides a separatbreakdown
by gender identitycategory Consistent with research suggesting gredteidity for female sexuality
and thatfemalesi SYR 2 0S5 f Sa(ag., B@nhoads 2@3RE0H e OentEgess Q
those identifying as femaj¢han male nominated the terms bisexuadueer or no label The terns
queerandbisexual weralsonominatedby a larger percent ajender different participnts of

whom 83% reported being defined as biologically female at bifthe most frequent description of
aSEdzZ f ARSyGAde dzy R PandeiusdFghtdardicipsntdDientalefiBaey NB 4 & U
who identified as heterosexuakeported that theyalsohad sexual and/or romantiattractions
towards members of the same sex

Table?.

Sexual identity by gender identity category

Gender Identity Female Male GenderDiff
Biological Sex 98.4%F 99.0%M 83.0% F
(as defined at birth)
TotalSample

Sexual ldentity N % N % N % N %
Gay 824 40.6 51 4.5 772 898 1 2.1
Lesbian 791 38.9 780 69.3 1 0.1 10 21.3
Bisexual 167 8.2 130 11.6 30 3.5 7 149
Queer 116 5.7 68 6.0 26 3.0 22 46.8
Heterosexual/Straight 8 0.4 7 0.6 1 0.1 0 0.0
No label 74 3.6 54 4.8 18 2.1 2 43
Not sure 16 0.8 15 1.3 0 0.0 1 2.1
Other (e.g.pansexual) 36 1.8 20 1.8 12 1.4 4 8.5

TotalN = 2032 F = female, M = male
2.1.1 Transgender, Transsexual and Interdearticipants

Researchifdings for tansgender, transsexual and intersex participantscdten obscured dudo
their relatively small numbersTherefore and only vinere appropriate, figureare provided
separately for thes@articipantsto provide greater visibility However resultswill also always be
includedin datapresentedfor the generalsample Table8 provides thenumbersfor the reported
sexual identityof thesepatrticipants As noted earlier, all transgender/traressialand intersex
participantsreported having samsex attractions, as part of the eligibility requirement of this
survey. Thisis likely toexplain ther smaller representatiopas well as the smaller percentages
reportinga heterosexual identitywhen compared with the Australid@rivate Live§&LBTI survey
(Pitts et al., 200630onducted in 2005For this earlier survey,4%of these individualseported a
heterosexual identitcompared with 0.5% for the current surveowever consistent with the
Private Lives survey, the most frequent response for transgender/transsexual femaldéshas)
and fortransgender/transsexdanales wasgueerQ Importantly, the small numbers of transgender,
transsexual and intersex participants in both surveys make it difficult to draw any conclusions on the
representativeness of the finding®onetheless, highlightintpese responses is portantin order
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to create greater visibilityshow the diversity within these groupandidentify consistencies
between earlier and future research.

Table8.

Sexual identity of transgender, transsexual and intersex participants

TransF(11) TransM (7) IntersexF (5) IntersexM (2)

Sexual ldentity

Gay 0 0 0 0
Lesbian 5 0 2 0
Bisexual 2 1 2 1
Queer 1 5 0 1
Heterosexual/Straight 1 0 0 0
No label 0 1 0 0
Not sure 0 0 0 0
Other 2 0 1 0

F=female, M = male

2.2 Sexual and Romantic Attraction

Participants were invited to select the extent to which they felt sexually and romantically attracted to
either males or femaleslt is acknowledged that gamodified version of the Kinsey Scakénsey,
Pomeroy & Martin, 194§ used for these questionandwhich isutilised extensivelyn research

relating to samesex attractionsis not inclusive ofhon-binarygender identitiesand intersex The

option to selectattracted toWquallyY'I £ S& | Yy R T S Y-poiht$fah@ scale/is nbtiore andA R
the same as selecting an attraction to people who are biologitatysexor biologicaly either male

or femalebut gender identifyas another, or being attracted to people who identifygender

different. Althoughvery few people did not respond to these questignene ofwhom reported
beingtransgender, transsexual, genddifferent or intersex)some participants commented that

they felt quiteconstrainedby thestrictly binaryoptions Sexual and romantic attracticesponses

for the three gender identitgroupsare provided irHgures 2, 3 and.4Please note thathe figures

for the two types of attractionslo not necessarily represent the same participaattany given point

on thescale Forexamplel LISNB2Y ARSYGATe@AYy3d & YIES IyR aSft &

A & 4 oA 9~

TSYIES4Q YIe KI@S |t a2 equilyBadddientaest SEdz £+ GG NI O
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Figure2.

Sexual and romantic attractiotowards others for participants identifying as malé(= 859
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Figure3.

Sexual and romantic attraction towards others for participants identifying as female<1123
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Figure4.

Sexual and romantic attraction towards others for participants identifying as gender different

(N=47)

H Romantic Attraction ® Sexual Attraction

80% -
70% -
60% -
50% -
40% - 34.0 34.0
30% - 25.5 25.5
20% - 17.0 14.9
1%, 43 4304 55 E10'6 8.5

0% - . . .

only males mainly  slightly equally slightly  mainly only

males more males & more females females
males females females

The large majority of participants identifying as male reported bemgiallyattracted exclusively or
predominantly (95.3%p males as well agomantically attractedexclusively or predominately (91%)
to males Comparably,hie large majority of participants identifying as female reporeihg
sexuallyattractedexclusively or predominantly (83.4%)females as well asomantically attracted
exclusively or predominanti{83.8%)o females Responses on the attraction scales were more
evenly distributed foparticipants identifying as gender differemithough themajority reported
attraction on the$eémale(sideof the scales Consistent with prior researcle.Q.,Pitts et al., 2006)
those who identified as maleere significantly rare likely thanthose who identified agemaleto
report being exclusively attcaed to members of the same seklore interestingly a significantly
largernumber ofthose who identified as femaleported a romantic attractionexclusivelyto
femaleswhen comparedvith a sexual attractiomxclusivelyto females(see Figure 3)Although the
statistical significance was less pronouncedtfimse who identified amale, the pattern was
reversed withsignificantlylarger numbes having reported a sexual attracti@xclusivelyto males
compared with a romantic attractioexclusivelyfo males(see Figure 2)In the case of gender
different participants larger numbergeported beingromanticallyattracted exclusivelyto females
than sexuallattracted exclusivelyto females(see Figure 4)Although this was the same pattern
found for those who identified as female, tiembersfor this groupwere comparatively smailvith
this difference not statistically significant.

2.2.1 Transgender, Transsexual and Interdearticipants

As well as beingncluded in the findings for the general sample aboataction responses relating
to transgender, transsexual and intersex participantspamvidedseparately For this survey, the
majority of female transgender/transsexual participants reported being sexually attrasiddsively
or predominantly 63.6%)o femalesand romantically attracte@xclusively or predominanti{s4.6%)
to females Three participants7.3%)Yeported an equal attractio to males and females for both
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romantic and sexual attractionThe majority of mle transgender/transsexual participantsported
beingsexualy attracted exclusively or predominant§p4.2%Yto maleswith one participant(14.3%)
reporting asexualattraction to mainlyfemalesandthe remaining two participants an attraction
between thesescalepoints. On the other handthe numbers for romantic attractiofor
transgender/transsexual males tended to be poladisdth 42.9% repoihgbeingromantically
attracted exclusively or predominantlyp males and an equal 42.96ing romanticallyattracted
predominantlyto females The remainder respondeoketween thesescalepoints. For both sexual
and romanticattraction, 100%of intersex participants reported being mainly or exclusiadtyacted
to individuals of the gender to which they identified.

2.3 Sexual vs. Romantic Attractions

Overall, the findings from these measures indicate that sexual and ronatictions are not
necessarily consistenfrom the total sample;lose to a thirdf participants (2.9%) indicated a
difference between the extent to which they felt romantically attracted #mel extent to which they
felt sexualy attracted to males anaf females Further, only 1.2% of the sample indicai@dequal
attraction to males and females when it came to both romantic and sexual attradton
interpretation of percentages provided in Figures 2, 3, €&de section 2@ This suggests thaven
for people who identify as bisexual, it is rarely a simple case of equal attraction to men and women
Distinguishing between the two types of attraction also allowed a person to dittikgy were
sexually attracted taeither malesnor females butid have romant attractions or vice versa
Although the numbers were smaipme participantglarifiedin the comment box provided for each
scalethat they had onlysexual attradbnsor only romantic attractonsto people(e.g.,ol QY
romanticallyattracted...but not &xually attracted tdanyongg).
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3. Awareness andrirstDisclosure of Sexuality

3.1 AgeFHrst Aware

Participants were first asked to recall at what age they first became aware of sexual and/or romantic
attractions to someone of theame sex Due to the complexity of this questipparticularly for

people whoaretransgender, transsexual or interseparticipants were invited to describe their
experiencesf they preferred The data providedh response tahis questionare likelyto be

imprecisefor a number of reasonslike all retrospective data, it relies on the accuracy of memory
Further, it is difficult to distinguish betweetie ageat which a person realises the time they have

certain attractions to others anthe ageat whichthey now realisghey had these attractions

Another issue is that what defines sarsex attractions for one person may be different for another

For some participants, and consistent with research in this ggep, SaviWilliams, 2005)the
SFNXIAS&ald YSY2NER ¢l a 2yS 27F 2himpie the Safife sffh8 RAFFSNBY
guestion,the majority of participants were able to provide a specific.ageinstances \were a

relatively small rang@ age was giverthe figures were aveaged (e.g 613-14¢to 13.5 d15-17¢€to

16). Where the range providedas widerthan three years (e.géi1-24> & Y & ) oii ¥ gé dvds

made clearthe responsewvasnot included forthis particular analysis, resulting in a reduction of 9.8%
of thesample w S & dzf (gal &F MBI Hhree gender identity groups are provided in Table 9

and Figure 5

3.2 Agelure

A second question asked participants at what age they felt wittén themselves that they had
samesex attractions Perhaps as a resudf this quesion being a little less open to distortion than

the first, the samplesizewas reducedbased on criteri@escribed abovedy only 4.7% compared

with 9.8% for the question on first awarenedsor some participants the inability to provide a

precise age was not due to memory issues but rathat they felt awareneswasa subtleprocess

or wasdifficult to pinpoint,with there being no defining age athichthey felt sured S ®3 P2 yaQ
think it was a defined point, more a growing awarenass y OS OX Ad REKBR®&IREEA (& A& &dz
i K A)yldEpbrtantly, everfor thosewho made it clear that theyelt sure aboutheir attractionsat a
certainage, severalverenot W a-5 O ® S Ldiitteiyaftrctionsat the time(e.g.,a L F St {
sure..alttt dz3K L G NR SR ( érokn®@1% Nt dénied itilNdroBn8 ¢7&£8 Rhé ¢ >

fA Y RA Y Béisur@d dindsdx attractions are provided for the three gender identity groups in
Table 9 and Figure 5.

3.3 Age ofFrst Disclosure

A third questiorasked participants at what age they first disclosed to othieduding those with

similar attractionsthat they were samesex attracted A separate response option was provided for

those who ha never told anyone, with 23 participants (1.18#portingthat this was thecase Of

the remaining samplef 2,009, 0.6% was not includeth this particular analysis based on the criteria

statedin paragraph one above (i.e., the age range provided did not exceed 3.y@e$sh dzf g& F 2 NJ Y|
of first disclosurgo other<are providedfor the three gender identity groups ifable 9and Figure 5.
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Table9.

Percentile ages of participants by gender identity for age first aware, age sure and age of first

disclosure of samesex attractions

Age Aware Age Sure Age First Disclosur
Gender Identity Percentiles
Female (994) (1070) (1108)
25% by 11.0 16.0 17.0
50% by 14.0 19.0 19.0
75% by 17.0 24.0 25.0
Male (795) (824) (843)
25% by 9.0 13.0 16.0
50% by 12.0 16.0 19.0
75% by 14.0 18.0 22.0
Gender different (43) (42) (46)
25% by 7.0 135 15.0
50% by 12.0 16.0 17.0
75% by 15.0 18.5 19.3
TotalN (1832) (1936) (1997)

Numbers of participants are provided in brackets ()

Figure5.

Mean ages of participants by gender identity for age first aware, age sure and age of first
disclosure of samesex attractions (total sample)
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Gender Different
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Participants who identified as female were found to be significantly oldéhexge they were first

aware of their samesex attractions, as well as the age they were sure of these attractions, when
compared with those who identified as male or gender differé@t2 NJ G4 KS NB L2 NI SR |
first disclosure of their sexuglito anyone, those who identified as male were found to be

significantly younger tharhbse who identified as femald-urther, participants who identified as

gender different were significantly younger for age of first disclosure than both these groups

Comparisons were also made between the time a person became sure of their sexuality and the time
it took to disclose their sexualityAlthough males, as a group, were sure of their attractions before
females, they took significantly more time on averagelisclose these attractiond~emale and

gender different participants disclosed around one year after they felt sure of their sexuality,
whereas for males the average was three and a half ye&lthough sexual minorities in general can
experience negave reactions in relation to their sexuality, research has found higher levels of
prejudice towards gay men from other men than towards lesbians from other women (Herek, 2000)
Additionally, thewriting Themselves in Agamational survey, involving seabminority youth in

Australia, found that although both males and females reported abuse in relation to their sexuality,
young males were more likely to state that they were targets of this abuse (Hillier, Turner, &

Mitchell, 2005) As such, adolescentates, although sure of their sarsex dtractions at younger

ages, may, out of fear of these negative repercussidekberate for longer over when to first

disclose thé feelings when compared with femalegnother possibility is that by the time fenes

are sure of their sexuality they have, on average, reached a more mature age and may therefore feel
more confident in disclosing soon after

Although findings discussed above are based on the average ages of participants according to
gender, it is imprtant to note that both male and female participants who were most senior in this
survey (i.e., 60 years of age or over) did not disclose their ssmxattractions, on average, until
their early thirties (30.1 yrs for males and 32.6 yrs for femalasglitionally, a quarter of the males
and females in this 60+ age group did not disclose for the first gintié their 40s, 50sor 60s
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3.4 Gender Differences Based on Age Cohort

To provide a more meaningful interpretatiarf the findings fomwareness and disclosure of sexuality
based on gender identityarticipants were grouped into one of three age cohorts (under 28345
and 35 or oldé?). As can be seen in Figus¢A, B and GCpenderdifferences were less pronounced
for younger cohds relative to oldemwith this mainlyattributed to differencesof those who

identified as female Althoughresults clealy indicateddifferences betweerthe genders
interpretingthese findingsn relation to agdsrestrictedby the fact that the data do not allow for
comparisons between similar age groups at different periods in time gegthin the 1980s with

the youth oftoday). For example, thgreaterdifferenceamong females between cohorts may be
duetothe possibild G KI G FSYI S &aSEdztAleT 6KAOK A& | NBdAzSF
(Baumeister, 2000)s likely to be influenced to a greater extent by the social conditions of the day
(e.g.,Udry, Talbert, & Morris, 1986) ongitudinal research, however, alsgpports the possibility

that females, in their encounters with different relationships and situations, are likely to become
more aware of the fluidity of their sexuality as time goes by (Diamond, 200®) findings discussed
below may be a reflectionfdoth factors

With the exception of the oldest cohort of femalesyareness of sameex attractions tended to
occur between the ages of 11 %2 and 139h average gdmales35years of ageand overreported
becoming aware in their mitkens,andfor certainage groups within this cohort the average was
not until the late teens or early twentied=or example, females aged-59 generally reporting
becoming aware of their sargex attractions at 19 years of age, and those 60 yead over at
around23 years of age For their male canterparts, however, the agesese 12 %2 years and 14
years respectively (averages are not provided for gender different participatis instancedue to
the fact there were only two gender different individuals withirese ages)

Females in theldestcohort reported on averagebeing sure of their samsex attractions close to
7 Y yearsater than females in thegoungestcohort, whereas it waaround3 yeardater for the
oldestcohort of males and 4 yealater for the oldestcohort of gender different participantsvhen
compared with their equivalent counterpart®Vhen comparing age of first disclosure between the
youngest and oldest caints within each gender groufemalesin the oldest cohorteported this
occurring just over 8 ¥z yedeter, whereasfor malesand gender different participants in the same
age grougt was6 yeardater and3 ¥z yearsater respectively.

For thoseunder the age of 25 (Figu&L) there were no significant differences betwedretages in
which females, males and gender different participants first disclosed their-samattractions
However, females, on average, were significantlyolder (although only by one year) when first
aware and sure of their sexuality, compareilhamales Also consistent with the results for the total
sample, males, although sure of their attractions before females, took significantly more time on
average to disclose these attractionBhese youngeimale participants disclosed approximately 4
months after feeling sure, whereg®ungmale participants disclosed around one and a half years
later. The number of gender different participants for this reduced sample of under 25 year olds is
relatively small limiting the interpretation of arggatistical comparisonfor numbers see Table 10).

% The Australian Bureau of Statistics classifiouth as being from 124 years of age, young peogenerallyas being up to
the age of 34, and those 35 and oldamo longer young adults (ABS, 2602010) Analyses comparing gender
differences between the six age groups of the survey (i.e1912029, 3639, 4049, 5659, 60+) revealed the same
pattern of results for awareness and disclosure of sexuality as those found for the three main age cohorts.
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Figure6 (A, B and C).

Mean ages by gender identity, for age first aware, age sure and age of first disclosure of-saxne
attractions according to age cohort
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TablelO.

Numbersof participants correspondingo data presented in Figuré for gender differences by
cohort, for age aware, age sure and age of first disclosure of saeeattractions

N Age Aware NAge Sure N 1 Disclosure

<25 yrs

Female 185 199 206

Male 183 192 197

Gender different 17 16 18
25¢ 34 yrs

Female 338 358 369

Male 205 214 219

Gender different 15 14 15
35+ yrs

Female 470 512 532

Male 405 416 425

Gender different 11 12 13

Note: Theaware, sureanddisclosureguestions were presented to alhpticipants with numbers
varying due to number of invalid responses (refeséetions 3.X; 3.3for clarification).

3.5 Transgender, Transsexual and Interdeéarticipants

Participants who specifically selected the transgender, transsexual or intersex response options in

this survey reported either a male or female identifijhey are, therefore, included in the findings for

thesetwo larger groupgresentedpreviously It is, nonetheless, importanio acknowledge the very

different experiences ahese individuals! & RA &0dzaa SR SI NI A SNJséaxy GKA& NJ
FGGNF OGSRQE 0@ RSTA yiHosetse bioldgicaysexdabd/ot g@igr edtifida A O T 2
not adhere to the assumptions that all people are beithera &4 NA QG f & YIS 2NJ FSYI f §
aSE RSTAYSR G o0ANIK A& O2 yAlthodgh Belings ofattiackionko LIS NA 2 y
certain others mayemain stableover time, having to classify these as either sesag or different

sex attractions or identify at what stageet classify as one or the othdor those who transition is

far from straghtforward It is not surprising, therefore, thateveral othese participants did not

providea preciseage for the awareness and first disclosure questions discussed abloveetheless,

nearly all participants attempted to explain their unique expacdes and how it related to their sex

defined at birth, their current gender identity and/or time of transitioningnportantly, all

transgender, transsexual and intergearticipantsconsidered themselves eligible for this survey,

IAPSYy GeSatttvalt YBQ NIBAp deiedlBRidrs, yaople who are transgender,

transsexual or intersemayalsoidentify asheterosexuale.g.,Pitts et al., 2006).
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4. 0ngoing Disclosuref Sexuality

Ly O2y iGN} ad G2 G§KS SELISNRS ywénSirsaife, dstldsdd c2sextugf 3 2y S C
attractions can be mongoingprocess for people ingeneral £ § K2 dzZ3K GKS NBYFN)] 4l S
R2y Ql 32 I NRPdzy R RA &Of 2 a Nijelt dakEdoNmhoy @dndatofark i 8 = a2 6
attracted towomenandwomen who are attracted to mefrequentlydisclose the nature of their
relationshipgsthrough their everyday conversationglthough it is unlikely that anyone with only
WRATASHRY 6 GGNF OGA2ya 62dzZ R SELX A ONtll @onvaylal 6 S G KI
RAaOf 2adz2NB YSaalk3aS GKNRAAK adraSySyida tA1S aL yS§
2Nl aY@ 028 FNASYR YI | Ske dakeSornd & iadirect@igch i is bhyidusiyOl 1 S ¢
also available to those with sansexattractions The difference is thafor this latter group, the

consequences of not remainimggnderneutral in such conversatiorse les<lear.

4.1 Experimental Research

A series of experimental studies conducted at The University of Queensland between 2005 and 2008
aimed to identify the reactions of heterosexual participants when confronted byLISN&E 2y WO2 YA Y
2 dzid e indirect manner described abavale and femalestage actors, who were in reality

samesex attracted, disclosed their sexualitya particint of thar own sexeither very earlyduring

their interaction ormuch later Findings showed that both male and female heterosexual

participants (total number over three yeargt61)sat closer to the sameex attracted persoriked

the person moreshared more about themselves with this persoeported that theywere more

likelyto be willingto introduce this person to their friends and wenappier aboutmeetingthis

personin the future when thesamesex attractedperson disclosed earlier rather than later (Dane,

Masser, MacDonald, & Duck, 2010nportantly, the form of dislosure used in this research was

oneoff 26 NA&] | yR 61 a &AYLX & O2yRdzOAGS (2 SEGSYRAY

4.2 Timing ofDisclosureg¢ Survey Scenarios

The survey included a set of scenariasplider to identify to what extent samsex attracted people

are likely to use various disclosure strategies and at what stage of getting to know someone assumed
to be heterosexual they are more likely to use the3@ese scenarigsike the experiments

described above, involvedlrelativelylow risksituation(e.g., rot related to work or family) at a social
event in which an equal number of men and women were in attendaB@ehscenariodescribed

the same event, however, the people to whom disclosure was being considered appepssia)y
opertminded, b)possiblysomewhat conservative or c) their stance was not cl&dre order in which
participantswere presented withthe three scenarios in the survey was randomiséde wording of

the scenarios and the response options that followed are piedion the followingpage.
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Scenario Apossiblypositive reaction)

G, 2dz KIS 06SSy Ay@AGSR G2 | OFadzf &a20AFf 3IFGKSNAy3:
equal mixture of men and women) in attendandéu are not familiar with most of thepeople however, you

FdadzyS @2dz I NBE A ¥thoigh thakk pedple &re ne® & Youlit i§ Bkely that you will have the

opportunity to meet them againAt a small outdoor table, you find yourself haya chat with a man and a

woman who arrived togetherYou do not know how these people feel absarnesex sexuality However,

something about them gives you a hint that they may be operinded about things in generalThis may be

something about theirappearance, body language or something they have said on another topic

b2y SGiKSt Saas @2dz OF yQi 0 Sexsaailylflyod Badria sanféeX paded SSt Ay 3a 2
imagine he or she is also at this evelityou do not currently have aise-sex partner, imagine a friend (male

or female) is also at this event.

Scenario Bpossiblynegativereaction)

The smewording asScenario Aabovewith the wording in bold changed t@However,something about them
gives you a hint that they may ba little conservative (i.e., traditional) in their thinking on some issuethis
may be something about their appearance, body language or something they have said on anothedtdpic

Scenario Greaction not clear)

The sime wording as Scenario A above with the wording in bold changéddtthing about their appearance,
02Re fly3ddzr3S 2NJ GKSANI O2y @SNEI (A 2with théaN@BdaRS & | y& Of dzS
sentenceimmediately followingemoved.

The Response Ojpns

The same answer options were provided after each randomly edkerenario and are detailed
below.

Q. For the hypothetical situation above, which of the responses below most closely describes how
you think you would most likely react given youwurrent circumstance (e.g., single, partnered,

y20 W2dzi Q> LINowIDiSchNe pieAns makirdy dxind@min some way that you are-same
attracted(e.g., introducea partner, disclose the name of a past or present partmeoffer some otler
informationthat implies you are samsex attracted.

o L R2yQil GKAY]l L ¢62dZd R RAaAOf24S (G2 GKA1 YIYy |yR 62
o | would most probably wait to see if | got to know this man and woman better on another occasion
before deciding whether to disclose (= 2)
o | would most probably disclose to this man and woman at this first meeting but only if it seemed
relevant to the topic of the conversation ( = 3)
o | would most probably disclose to this man and woman at this first meetiggrdless of the topic of
the conversation (e.g. make a point of mentioning/introducing a partner or offering some other
information to make it clear) (= 4)
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Figure?.
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negative (B) and unclear (C) reactions to disclosure based on social interaction scenarios
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20% - conversation
H Now regardless
10% -
0% -

scenario A scenario B scenario C
(possibly positive)(possibly negative)  (unclear)

4.3 OverallFAndings and inRelation to WellBeing and Stigma

As expected, participants wesignificantlyless likéy to®2 YS 2dzi Q ¢ KSy GKS LIS2 LI ¢
were considering disosing were presented in the scenarios as being possibly somewhat
conservativegcenarioB) compared with possibly openinded (scenarioA) or their stance was

unclear écenarioC) Nonetheless, even for thgotentially least favourablesituation(scenario B) a
YI22NRG& O6pyodmM>r0 aldAff AYRAOFGSR GKIG GKS@& ¢2dz R
11.6% regardless)The percentages for each of these scenarios are proviu€ijure7 above As

was also expected, higher levels of waing andower perceptionof stigmawere associated with

agreatef A 1 St AK22 R o2efall WORIM A QA LI yzélebéing anth2rbelved st@nfa

are discussed further in Chagst10.

4.4 Regular Partner anéartnerW5 A & OCoth@ridBidlarity

This research was also interested in #ssociation betweeh LIS NédlafloyisRif statusndtheir
fA1StAK22R 27T WAsAScusset eatlidefiit® passible Zqieskod toidirectly
disclose theisexuality in much the same way heterosexual individuditlosethe nature of their
relationshipsby simply referring to their partners their everyday conversationg~or thisreason, it

3AIthough being opeminded and being conservative are not necessarily mutually exclusiseamch has found a
significant relationship between conservatism and less favourable attitudes towards homosexuality (Whitley & Lee, 2000).

“Itis acknowledged that simply because a person makes it clear that they are in a relationship with soneediffeadnt
sex it does not necessarily mean they are heterosexual. However, the same logic is less likely to apply when disclosing a
relationship with a person of the sz sex (i.e., that they are not nbaterosexual).
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was anticipated that partipants who reported currently having a regular partheould indicate, on

average} KAIJKSNI f A1 SEAK22R 2F WO2YAy3d 2dzimt 6KSy O2Y
currentlyhaving aregularpartner or were in only casual relationshipsResults shoed that this was

in fact the case Perhaps fopeople who are partneredeferring to their relationships may allow

disclosure to feeless awkwardor at least more relevantin their casuakonversations with others

Another contributing factor maybefh f S@St 2F adzLIL2 NI 2FFSNBR o6& (K
during the disclosure procesfesults for being partnered usot partneredare provided in Figure 8

and those based on similarity2 2y SQa LJ NIy SNJ A disclosthé@ W QGefitgd B2 NIi | 6 f
are provided irFigure9. Although findings were significant ftie likelihood of disclosur@cross the

three scenarios, for ease of interpretation and presentatiparcentagesare provided foiscenario B

whichwas presented as beimgptentiallythe least favourable for disclosure.

Figure8.

t SNOSyYy(GlF3Sa F2NIEtA1StAK22R 2F WO2YAy3d 2dziQ F2NJ L
for those currently samesex partnered vs. not

70% -
60% -
51.1
04 -
20% & Not likely at all
39.6
40% - 37.2
H Perhaps later when better
acquainted
30% -
i Now but only if relevant to
200t the conversation
b -
H Now regardless
10% -
0% -
partnered not partnered
(N=1225) (N=803)

Forscenario B, close tiwvo-thirds (65.9%) of participants who reported having a regular partner
selected an option to disclesnow(51.1% and 14.8%lthough for most this depended on its

relevance to the conversatiorBy contrast, the majority (8%) ofparticipants who reported not

currently having a regulgrartner stated they were not likely to disclose at all or wouldst

probablydelay disclosureintil anothertime (16.6% an®7.2%) Importantly, ezen when d.JS NR 2 y Q &
level of wellbeing was takemio accounthaving aregular partnemvas still significantly related ta

greater likelihood of disclosur®r eachof the three scenario casesidoverall

*YwSIdzA | NI t | NI yGINDT ME Y\ WO IRSdzIRIA aNiBfyl A2y aKALA 2yf &t | yR Wyz2

NELINBaSyiGa LINIAOALIYy(Ga sK2 aStSOGSR SAGKSNI 6KS wwdHDdz + NI LI
2LIiA2ya T2N iSERelaW? ¢zBIKB yIb a4 D QY § dzS & idA 2w SEXA § Na $.B NAI3/HVS NDEM ¢y | €
regular samesex partner! A SLJ NI GS |jdzSadAz2y ¢ 548 SRS ASHHISRA NFAKNRAF I WRA T
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Althoughsomepeoplemay beK I LJLJ2 (G2 WwWO2YS 2dziQ (G2 20KSNA RdzZNAY
deciding to do so maljinge onli K S A NJ LJ- NJi y S NI & sudh 8igEBdures SuchQtisy ¥ 2 NI 6 A
research also looked at the relationship betwagmrtner similarity inrelation tocomfort with

disclosurésexualitt YR G KS f A1 St AK22R 2F WO2YAyTdaseszi Q T2 NJ |
W LIS NXp&rnedS RY A frelgaxdingthds Rvel ofcomfort, the survey included &ive-item scale

devised byMohr and Fassinger (2006) and askediticipants to what extent they agreed or

disagreed with thestatements 9 E YLJ S& 2F (KS&aS AGSya I NB daé LI N
O2YF2NI I oftS 60SAy3d W2dziQ Ay Llzo értab@dbeing g SAmedxa & LI NIi y
O 2 dzL@br §ére detailon this scke, refer tosection 7.3) The low vs. high categories for partner
disclosuresimilarity(see Figur®) g SNB o6l &SR 2y LI NIAOALI yiaQ NBalLRy
median score and those @h were above the median score.

Figure9.
t SNOSy il 3Sa F2NIfA|1StAK22R 2F WO2YAy3a 2dziQ F2NJ L
F2N) 29 @ad KAIK LI NIOYSNI WRAAOE 2a3dz2NE O2YF2NIQ &A
of the same sex
70% -
60% - 56.5
50% - 45.2
i Not likely at all
40% -
i Perhaps later when better
30% - acquainted
20% - i Now but only if relevant to the
conversation
10% - H Now regardless
0% -
Partner disclosure comfort Partner disclosure comfort
similarity similarity
LOW HIGH

Results indicatthat although having a regular partner weslated to a higher likelihood 602 Y A y 3
2dz0Q 2@0SNIffX KIFIGAyYy3a | LI NIy S Ndagnbt$ukpridingyd A YA £ | NJ £ S
related toa greater likelihood Using scenario Bs an examplever threequarters (B.6%) of

participants who perceived high levels of similarity with their partners regarding comfort in

disclosing, dected an option to disclos#ow(}56.5% if relevant and 22.1% regardle=3pitethe
prospect ofencounteringa possibly negative reactidsy others(see Figure 10)For those who

perceived low levels of similarit$4.4% selected an option to disclos#ew}45.2% and 9.2yand

for those with no currensamesexpartner the numbersvere undera majority at46.2%(39.6% and

6.6%) Additionally whenconsideringhe results for partner similaritfor disclosureand perceptions

of how supportivea partnerwasin general, it was onlgartner disclosuresimilaritythat was

significantly relatedtothé A { St AK22R .2F WO2YAy3 2dziQ
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4.4.1 Conclusion

Researchers haveequently discussed KS 0SSy STAGa 2F WO22béingdrdin2dzi Q T2 N
relation to changing societal attitudes (e.g., Herek, 20@irther, recenexperimental studies,

involvinglow risk casuatncounters have shown that heterosexual individuals respond more

positively to such disclosure when it occurs earlier rather than later (Dane et al., 2D4€xgll, the

majority of participants for the hygthetical scenarios presented in this survey indicated that they

g2dz R Yz2ald tA1Sfte wO2YS toadassOmer uzbR & HNIGAKBK NG T Nzl
casual socialaghering For somethis wasif it wasrelevant to the conversation anfdr othersit was

regardless Interestingly,a majoritywas foundfor thosepartneredeven when the situation was

depicted as being potentiallyegative albeit a low riskkasuakencounter(scenario B Nonetheless,

and although somewhat intuitive, it is portant to acknowledgehe additional challenges faced by

some individuals The findings from this survey suggest that even for those Whoeé gA aK (2 WwO?2
outQthis decisiormaybe hampered by their currently single status or a lack of compatilvilitit

0KSANI LI NIYySNRa f{tSMedgh castialRintradding ér aedhdoning a pakremJ

may facilitate disclosure in much the same way heterosexual individuals convey the nature of their
relationships, this option is not alwapsessiblefor some Several participants made it clear in the
accompanying comment boxes thiithey had a partnethey wouldbe more inclined to disclose

Many who reportedchaving gpartner stated that they would simply discuss or introddoeeir

partners It isalso acknowledged that relationship status and partdisclosurecompatibility are

just two of a myriad of factors that are likely to be associated with decisiods@®2 YS 2dzi Q G2 2

4.5 Gender ldentity andDisclosure

No statistical differences were found between participants identifying as male, female or gender
differentF 2 NJ 6 KS f A1 St AK22R 2F WO2YAy3d 2dz2iQ (2 203 KSNA
It is important to keep in mind thahe event in the scearios was described as having an equal

number of men and women in attendanc€ dzZNIi KSNE G KS O02dzZL) S (2 6K2Y WO
considered consisted of a man and a wamn The rationale fopresenting these equal numbevgs

to ensure the scenarig$n terms ofsex were perceived similarligetween participants Nonetheless,

WO 2 YA Y Fealdifd=indt likkely'to alwaysccur whenin the company of both men and women

Therefore, participantsipon completion othe scenaricqquestionswere asked aboutheir

preferences in relation to disclosing to heterosexual men vs. hetero$@aren As shown in

Figure 1M@n the following pagethe most frequent responstr participants regardless of their

gender identity, was that it made no difference whetteeheterosexual person was male or female

when consideng disclosing their sexuality, with the largest numfmerthis equal preferencéeing

for participants who identigd as female (70.2%Jor thoseto whomit did make a differencethe

percentages werall were higher towarda preference for disclosirtg women, with the percentage

in this case being large&ir participants who identified as male (48.8%hese results are consistent

with numerousstudies thathavefound heterosexual memgenerallyhold more negative attitudes
towardsnonheterosexuals than do heterosexual women, and that this is mainly a consequence of

their negative evaluations of gay masopposed to lesbiante & Whitley 2003. Only in the case

of gender differentparticiparts were the numbersery close to evewhen it came to a eference

for disclosing teeither men orwomen
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FigurelO.

t SNOSyGdlr38a Ay NBtFGA2Yy (2 LINIAOALI yGiaQ LINBTSND

heterosexualwomen
80% -
70.2
70% -
59.6
60% -
. 49.4

50% 1 @ Much more likely men
40% - H Somewhat more likely mer
30% - i Makes no difference

H Somewhat more likely womer
20% - .

& Much more likely women
10% -

0% -

male female gender different
(N=858) (N=1122) (N=47)

4.6 Transgender, Transsexual and Interdeéarticipants

¢KS FAYRAYIE F2N GN¥ya3dISyRSNE GNI}yaaSeEdz t, I yR
based orthe three scenarios presentediere in keeping vth those of thegeneralsample In the

OF &S 27F LINBTSNEB Yy étBeiihetéréséklathiza of womsoveralitiecperdetage
representing a preferencior disclosingo womenwere highercompared withthe general sample

(see Table I). This is consistent withesearchsuggestinghiat heterosexual men are more likely

than heterosexual wometo negatively evaluate those whandamentallychallenge

heteronormative assumptions about sex and gender idengihd thatwomenappearto be more

likely tomakesomedistinction betweensexual orientationgender identityand gender role# their
evaluationgNagoshi, Adams, Terrell, Hill, Brzuzy, & Nagoshi, 2008).

Tablell.

Numbers of transgender/transsexual and intersex participants in relatiangreferences for
disclosing sexuality to heterosexual men vs. heterosexual women.

TransF TransM IntersexF IntersexM
Preference for disclosure
Much more likely men 0 0 0 0
Somewhat more likely men 0 0 0 0
Makes nadifference 5 3 1 1
Somewhat more likely women 2 3 1 1
Much more likely women 4 1 3 0
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4.7 Religion and Disclosure

LRSYGATe@AY3I & | NBftATA2dzA LISNB2Y 6Fa y2G ardayarts
based on the social interactisualescribed in the three scenario®f the 385 participants in this

survey who stated that they considered themselves to be religious, less than half (48.3%) felt that

religion (including the religious beliefs of others) had an influence on their dectsialiscloseor

not discloseheir sexualityin everyday life Further, of the 1646 participants who stated that they

did not consider themselves to be religious, 40.5% nonetheless felt religion (inclhdingligious

beliefs of other¥ did have an inflence on theidecisions to discke or not Satistical analyss

revealed that it was only the extent of religious influemceveryday lifeNJ G KSNJ G4 KI'y 2y SQa
religiousbeliefs, whichwas significary related tothef A { St A K22 R 2 higthe@&idA y I 2 dzi ¢
encounters depicted in the three hypothetical scenari@pecifically, thgreater the religious

influencethe lower the likelihood of disclosurfer all threescenarioswith thisassociatiorstrongest

fori KS WLI2aaA0f & scgn@rid Biufcan® Fibligel 1 Bhipwsahg gercéntages of

participantsbased orthe responssfor extent of religious influence on disclosureeverydaylife.

Figurell.

Percentages of participants in relation to extent of rel@is influence (including the religious
beliefs of others) on decisions to disclose sexuality= 2031)

70% -
60% - 58.1
50% -
40% -
30% -
20% - 15.8
10.0
ol oe e :
o | | . m
No influence rarely sometimes about half of most of the always
but more the time time
than rarely
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4.8 Acceptance and Disclosure

As past experiences it RA & Of 2 & A y 3 likefy HDave sorebiniphct oh Gngoing NS

disclosure, thisi dzZNSe | f a2 €221SR 0 LINGHAOALI yiaQ LISNDSI
FYR GKSANI Fa2a20AF0A2y 6AGK (GKS fA1St kkRiretie 2 F WO?2
three scenariosWhenconsideringall five areas of acceptantegether (i.e., heterosexual friends,

heterosexual contacts from the wider community, mother, father and siblings), ipea=ived

acceptance fronmeterosexual friends;ontacts from the wider community anfilom amotherwhich

were significantly related to £JS N& 2 Y Q & of HisclpsBdn th& Eendiosh T G KSaSs Y2 (.
acceptance was the stronger predictdollowed by heterosexual friend§ hese findings suggest that
experiences of disclosute close othersare, on averagdikely to havesomeongoing influence on

decisions to be relatively upfromrnott N3 NRAy 3 2y SQa aSEdzZ fAGe
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5. Relationshipsand Recognition

NOTE:Findings fothe Welationshipw S O 2 3 ynkdsure® giQussed in this chapter were presented
in an earlier reportAuxiliary Repojtwhich wassubmitted to theFederal Senate inquilipto the
Marriage Equality Amendment Bill 200@ommonwealth of Australia. Senate Legal and
Constitutional Affairs Committee, November 9, 200Bhe findingsrbm this earlierreport relaed to
the 2,232 participants who completed thalationshipRecognitiorfjuestions presented in thérst
third of the survey Resultsvere found to be consistent between this larger sample andctiveent
sample 0f2,032 (200 fewer) participantsiw canpleted the survey in fullNonethelessit was
deemedmore appropriateto provideresultsto the Senate inquirpased on the larger sample, to
ensure the relationship findingsere notjust representativeof people who mayave beermmore
inclined tocomplete a lengthy surveyFor comparisons between the results providadhis chapter
based on the responses 0f032 participates withthose of thelarger samplef 2,232 please refer to
the AuxiliaryReport in the Appendix

5.1 RelationshipBackground

Ofthe currentsample, 94.6% reported being in some type of sa®e relationship (including casual)
at some stage in their lives, with the remaining 5.4% stating that they had never been in any type of
samesex relationship

5.1.1 Current Relationship

Of the sample, 8.4% reported currently being in a differesgxrelationshipd 4 2 NRSR [|-& W2 LJLJRR &
ASEQ Ay GKS 1jdSadArz2yyl ANBO | fgrR ofcatiesexNdatiodshii SR O dzNN
(note: 5.1%reported currently being in a sarreex and differensexrelationship) The numbers and
LISNOSyYy G 38a F23\8 WNBIENNBlyZAtgdEKTRiBa TheNifference between

the findings for thelarger sample of 232 and the current sample of®32 forW OdzNNB y i NBf | (A 2
were minimd with 33.7%6vs. 34%having reportechot beingin a current samesexrelationshipof any

type and60.7%vs. 60.4%aving reported being in a relationship wiregular partner

Tablel2.

Type of current samesex relationship

N %
Regulapartner (living together) 919 453
Regular partner (living apart) 307 151
No primary partner but regular sex partners 36 1.8
Casual relationship(s) only 77 3.8
Not currently in a samsex relationship 690 34.0

TotalN = 2029 (three participants did not respond)

Figurel2, on the following pageepresensthe percentages of participants who reported having a
regularsamesexLJ: NIy SNJ | OO2 NRAyYy 3 (2 LI NI A OAsliesyhalla Q ' 3S 3N
number of gender different participants in this surwegisreduced when considering only those with

a regularpartner, thenumbers for these participants are provided in Tal8dalow Figurel2.
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When looking at the results for all ages combined, 6600%¢male,54.2%of male and 38.3% of
gender different participants reported having a regudamesexpartner. This outcome is consistent
with that from the AustraliarPrivate Live§SLBTI survefPitt et al., 2006)which found higher
percentage®f women (59.5%) than men (42.9%) reported a current samerelationship For
numbers of participants represented in eashthe categoies, refer to Table B below Figure 12

Figurel2.

Percentages of participants reportingragular samesex partner by age group and gender identity

i female ® male

80% - 726 74.0 75.5
70% - 66.8

60% -
50% -
40% -
30% -
20% -
10% -

0% -

1819 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60 plus

Tablel3.

Number of participants with regular samsex partner according to age group and gender identity

Age group Female Yes (Nc Male Yes (No  Genderdifferent Yes (No
1819 18 (44) 13 (40) 1(5)
20-29 196 (146) 118 (150) 9 (15)
30-39 241 (91) 129 (64) 4(7)
40-49 185 (65) 115 (72) 3(1)
50-59 83 (27) 58 (45) 1(2)
60 plus 18 (9) 32 (22) No cases

TotalN = 2028(four participants did not providanage and/ortheir relationship status)
5.1.2 Length of Qurrent Relationship

Figure 13rovides the average length of current relationship with a regular partner for participants
identifying as female or maleDue to the smalhumber of gender different participanfer this

reduced samplgthe results for this group have not been included in FigueThe overall average
length of current relationship for gender differeparticipants was 2.9 years wi26% of this group
having reported being in a rationship for 6 years or moreThe longest current relationship for this
group was 12 yearsResultoverall showed that althoughigherpercentages of those who
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identified as female reported having a regulanmsasex partner (se Figure 12)the average length

of these current relationships was significantly longer for those who identified as male compared
with female (see Figure3). Results from the earlier Australidrivate Live§SLBTI survey (Pitts et al.,
2006) found 41%f malesreported being irtheir currentrelationshipfor 5 years or moreompared

with 32% of femalesFor the current survey, the pattern was similar with 47% of those identifying as
male having reported to be itheir current relationshigdor 5 years or more compared with 32.58%6
females.

Figurel3.

Average length of current relationship with regular sarsex partner for participants identifying as
male or female

i female ®male

14 -
11.8
12 - 11.1
§ 10 -
c 8.2
= 8 - 7.5
=
S 6. 5.5 5.4 %52
§ 4.0
4 .
S o 24
2. 13 :
i 0.34 i
O = T T T T

1819 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60 plus

* Numbers of female participants in tié® + agegroup were proportionately smalleelative
to their representation in other age group&or numbers refer to TablE3.

The findings for females 60 years of age and older should be interpreted with caution, given the
relatively small numbein this age group Further, over half of the female participants in this older
age group reported a fairly recent relationship of 1 year duration or. I[édsen considering the
longest reported relationship (rather than current) for female participanthis group, the average
length was 8.6 years which is consistent with the overall trefirty participants from theoverall
number ofthose identifying asnale and femalaverenot included inthe data presented in Figure 13
above Of these 17 did not provide a duration and 13 stated that they were in a refethip for less
than one month, with no specific duration obtaine®f theseparticipants 6 (2 female, 4 maleyere
from the 1819 age group? (6 female, 3 male) werlgom the 2029 age groupy (6 female, 1 male)
werefrom the 3039 age group5 (3 female, 2 male) were from the 4® age group, r@d 3(2

female, 1 male) were from the 589 age group

Table 4 lists theminimumlength ofcurrent relationship fo50% and5%of the mde and female
gender identity groups according to agmup. For example, 50% of male participants agee490
reported being in a currergamesexrelationship for8 years or more, and 25% for 13 years or more
with the longest for this male age group being 26 years
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Tablel4.

Minimum number of years together in current relationship for 50% and 25% of male and female
gender identity groups acording to age

Female Female Female Male Male Male
Age group 50%=> 25%=>  longest 50%=> 25%=> longest
1819 1.0 2.0 4.0 0.2 0.6 1.0
20-29 1.2 3.0 10.0 2.0 4.0 11.0
30-39 3.0 6.0 15.0 5.0 9.0 17.0
40-49 3.0 9.0 23.0 8.0 13.0 26.0
50-59 5.0 11.0 31.0 7.0 19.0 33.0
60 plus 1.0 6.0 28.0 7.0 18.0 41.0

5.1.3 Transgender, Transsexual and Interdeatticipants

Table 15 below lists the numberstedinsgender, transsexual and intergearticipantswho reported
that they had a current regular sansex partner The current length of these relationships ranged
from 1 month to 10 years with the longest on average being for transgender/transsexual male
participants Transgender/transsexual maarticipants who reported currently having a regular
partner were also younger relative to others listed in Tallgwiith 80% being under the age of 35.
The large majority of those partnered in the remaining three groups were over the age of 35.

Tablelb.

Transgender/transsexual and intersex participants with regular saisex partner

Yes (No)
Transgender/TranssexuaFemale 4 (7)
Transgender/TranssexudMale 5(2)
Intersex- Female 3(2)
Intersex- Male 0(2)

5.1.4 ConcludingComment

Discussion of théindingsin this chapter regarding the duration of saraex relationshipss not
meant to imply that longer relationships are necessarily better relationstipsther, any
interpretation of the length of relationships of participants in this survey is difficulttdwehost of
factors First,the data represent ongoingelationshipsincluding those which were just recently
formed. Secondnonheterosexualandtheir relationshipscontinue to beperceivedess favourably
by certainsectors(e.g.,Newspoll, 200bandat this momentrelationshipsare notaffirmedby society
through official registration occeremonal process in Australian national lavkdditionally atthe
time the current survey was conducted, Australian national law recognising de facto status fer same
sex couples had only just come into effect, and state and territory provisions for relationship
registration were relatively recent and available omiysome jurisdictionsThis restricted access to
anyformal recognition of samsex relationships in Australmmay have some influence dhe
longevity oftheserelationships For example, reearchers have argued thetcially sanctioned
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relationships, sah asmarriages (between differentsex couples mayprovidefor more enduring
relationshipgalbeit not necessarily positivé)rough perceptions of increased commitment and
social supporte.g., Cherlin, 2004)n keeping with this argumentnaAmericarstudy, involving %2
marriedsamesex ouples living in Massachusetfsund thata substantiamajority reported that
marriage had increased their commitment to their spoysssd that they felt more accepted by their
communities and familieas a resul{Ramos, Goldberg, & Badgett, 2008astly it is important to
acknowledge the many factors whicbuld havenhibited the samesexrelationshipsof participants

in the current surveyrom forming in the first placeFor example, and as discussed eaiiliethis
report (seesection3.3= (K2 &S Ay 2dyRBS Rada@ageIdkBnozbda forthd very
first time & significantly older agesTherefore, in the case ofiore seniomarticipants somewould

not have been able tevenstart arelationship withsomeone of the same sex until later years in life
This would naturalljpave animpactonthe length ofthe NSt F G A 2 Yy a KA LI NBEL | GA GBS (2

5.2 Current Legal Status of Sar&ex Relationship

Note: Findings were initially releasdohsed on a larger sample of participants, including those
who did not complete the survey in fullFor comparative figuresee AppendixAuxiliary Report

Participants who reported that they currently had a regular sa®e partner (whether living

together or apart) were asked how they would describe their current saeerelationship in legal

terms. To minimise confusion, participants were provided with examples for relationships formalised
through a state or municipal registry in Australiehese were ACT Civil Partnership, City of

Melbourne Relationship Declaration, City of Sydney Relationship Declaration, Tasmania Significant
Relationship, Victoria Domestic Partnership and Yarra City Council Relationship Declaration
Examples of relationshipecognised overseas were provided next to the relevant answer options
(see Tabld6 below).

Tablel6.

Reported current legal status of sarmgex relationship foparticipantswith a regular samesex
partner, living together or aprt

N %
No legal status 484 39.5
De facto 660 53.8
Relationship formalised through a state or municipal registry (see 46 38
examples above) '
Overseas recognised relationship other than marriage (e.g., UK Ciy 39 392
Partnership, NZ Ciwilnion) '
Overseas marriage (e.g., Canada, Netherlands, South Africa, 22 18

Massachusetts)
Note: Respondents were able select more than one optian

Participants were able to select more than one option regarding the legal statheioturrent
relationship with their regular partner, resulting in a total of over 100Bfe question asking
participants how they would describe the legal status of their samerelationship also provided

0KS 2LJiA2y 2 7TFoaSikparikipdntg @8:Wh GES IO G SR { KdwaverWh (i K S NI
the majority of these participant220 out of 46) had also selected one of the categories listed in
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Tablel6l YR aAYLX & dziAfAaSR (KS Wh. (Thé NadticipaSdisadthe@2 E (i 2
WhiKSNR 2LIGA2y (2 aidldS GKIFIG GKS&@ 6SNB dzyadzaNB | 6
not make the legal status of their relationship clear in their description

Responses for this second report were very similar to those foAthdliary Reporon relationship
recognition see Appendix For example, 39.5%f this sample reported no legal status compared
with 40.5%in the first report and 53.8% reported being in a de facto relationship in this sample
compared with 53.1% the first report

5.2.1 Genderldentity and Qurrent LegalSatus

Table T lists the numbers and percentages of participants according to the reported legal status of

their relationships and their gender identity.arger percentages of gender differgrarticipants

reported that their current relationship had no legal statusen compared with those identifying as

male or female It is importantto note, however that gender different participants were younger on

average when compacdewith the rest of he samplewith 50% aged 26 years or undédregal status

of relationships was markedly similar between male and female identifying participeioisever,

giventhe numberof male identifying participants in thjgrticularsamplerelative to female, larger
percentage®f those who identified as malkeportedbeing ina formally registeredrelationship

whether in Australia or oversea$y I £ t Yy dzYo SNAR 27F LI NI AOALJ yra | f a2
Of I NA TAOI Gierly REFA DK GHESEN B2 NEFSNJ (2

Tablel7.

Reported current legal status of sarrgex relationship forparticipants with a regular samesex
partner according to gender identity

N-F %-F N-M %-M N-GD %-GD

No legaktatus 286 38.5 185 39.7 13 72.2
De facto 408 55.0 249 53.4 3 16.7
Relationship formalised

through a state or municipal 26 3.5 20 4.3 - -
registry

Overseas recognised
relationship other than
marriage (e.g., UK Civil
Partnership, NZ Civil Union)
Overseas marriage (e.g.,
Canada, Netherlands, South 10 1.3 12 3.9 - -
Africa, Massachusetts)

Note: Respondents were able to select more than one option.

F = Female, M = Male, GD = Gender Different

20 2.7 19 4.1 - -
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5.2.2 Commitment Ceremonies

Ofthe participants with a current regular sansex partner, 10.4% reported that they had a
commitment ceremonynrelated to any official registration of a relationshi@f these individuals,
70% identified as female and 70% were from the older cohorbgfezus of age or ovemwhen
considering the three main cohorts in this survey (i.e., undeyezs 2534 years 35+ years.

5.3 PersonalPreference forLegalRecognition ofSameSex Rlationship

All participants, regardless of whether or not they were curreintlg samesex relationship, were

asked about their personal preference for legal relationship redimgnin Australia Figure 14below
indicates the responses to the questianL ¥ & 2dz | N3 2NJ 6SNB & 06S02YS
committed samesex relaonship, in what way would you prefer Australian law to recognise your
relationship?

Figureld.

Personal preference for relationship recogniticrgeneral sample (including those not currently in
a samesex relationship)

2.9% (54)

14.8% (279)

54.7% (1028)

27.6% (519)

E None
H De facto
i Federally recognised registrpther than marriage

H Marriage

Thepercentages for personal preference for relationship recognition weresistent withthose for

the earlier AuxiliaryReport which includedhe participants who did not complete the survey in full

In the earlierreport, 542% reported a preferenc®r marriagevs. 547% for thecurrentsample,

27.8% for dederally recognised relationship documented at a registry other than marriage vs. the
current 27.6%, 15.0% for de facto staussthe current14.8%, and 3.0% none vs. the currer@9a.
Further,a clear majority preference for marriage was found for all states and the Australian Capital
Territory. The Northen Territory was the only area for which this was not the case with 23.5%
indicating trat they would prefer to marry and an even percentage5.3% for both de facto and a
federally recognised relationship documented at a registry other than marriajeough these
findings mayreflect genuine differencem relationship preferences for this group compared with the
rest of the sample,ite small number of participantdN=18)from this areavery much limits the

extent to which these results can be interpretedbasngrepresentative
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Of the total sample,ig participants stated that they preferred a Civil Unamd three stated that

they preferred a Civil Partnership y G KS Wh i K S NIAs bof Byfes af &latiorishiiB &\ R S R
forms offederally recognised relationships documented at a registry (other than marriage), these

YAYS NBalLlyaSa ¢SNB Ay Of diziReGoBnisadyegistdotBer thidnA y O G4 S32 N
Y | NNANin8t&efparticipantsfrom this sampleéd St SOG SR G KS Wy 20 | LILIX A Ol of
wish to be in a longerm committed samesex relationship) and were therefore excluded from the

analysis From the renaining sample of 213, 133 participants selectedd KS Wh i KSND 2 LJiA 2y
most common statement used to clarify this selection being that they simply wanted the same rights

I & KSiS NP aiGatidal td agpposit&ek Befatonsidip recognition anightst = a SEI Ot & (K
samel & K S SNP & S Hhzse respordsaizlathSugrémaking an important statenwidtnot

make clear a&inglepreferenceas instructed by the questionTherefore, these responses, along with

those from others who didot indicate a speific preferencewere not included in thisanalysis

However, it is acknowledged that making a specific choice may have been difficult for some

participants, particularly those who were not currently in a committed saeterelationship

5.3.1 Genderldentity and RelationshipRecognition

Figure 5 shows the percentages for personal preference for relationship recognition according to
gender identity Although the majority of both maland femaleidentifying participants selected

WY I NN heid g@Qonatkoicdithe percentage was larger amg those identifying aemale

(when considering youngexgeparticipants this difference between males and femaleasno
longerobserved seeFigure ¥). Marriage was the most frequent option for gegrddifferent
participants, howevemnlikefor male and female respondents, marriage was the preferred option of
less than 50%In all cases, Bederallyrecognised relationship documented at a registry (other than
marriage) was the second mdsequentchoice followed by de facto

Figurels.

Percentages of participants for personal preference for relationship recognition according to
gender identity groups

70% -
58.1
60% 1 & None
50% -
40% - M De facto
30% -
20% - i Federally recognised regist
- other than marriage
10% -
H Marriage
0% -
female male gender different
(N=1043) (N=799) (N =38)
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5.3.2 Age andRelationshipRecognition

Figure B below shows thde JSNOSyYy G 3Sa F2NJ LI NIAOALI yiGaQ LISNaRZ2Y!

recognition by age groupAs three people did not provide their age, the numbers are three fewer
than thoseincludedin Figure 5 (for information on invalidesponses refer t@ection 53). When

GFr1Ay3 Ayidz2 F002dzyi | LibeiEreytayasf thadwhosdectydR A y 3 &

marriage as their personal choice increased as theohgarticipantsdecreased For example, twe
thirds of participants 189 selected marriage abkéir personal preference compared with one third
of those 60 years of age or oldePercentages for de facto and no legal recognition increasedge
of participants increasedPreferences for dederally recognised regist{gther than marriagge
variedslightly between age groupeelative tothe other three options The majority of both male
and female participants ithe three younger age grougse., 1819, 2029, and 30-39) selected
marriage as their personal choicélthough marriage remained thmost frequent responstor both
male and female participants for the older age groupa€pt the 60+ group), the numbers in these
cases were less than 50%orgender different participantgesults showing anajority for marriage
wasfound only for those aged 189, with percentages evenly split between marriage arfielderally
recognised registry (other than marriage) for the remaining age groups

Figurelé.

Percentages of participants for personal preference for relatiip recognition according to age
group (N = 1877)

80% -
70% - 66.7
60% -
50% -

40% -

27.4

30% | 24.8 25.8 3.6
—a

20% -
. 9.7

0f - ) )
0% +— : : - -
18-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60 plus
=¢==None == De facto Federally recognised registry - other than marriage  ==%=Marriage
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5.3.3 Relationship Recognition for YoungerAge Participants

As previously noted,lnoughoverallthe majority of both male and female identifying participants
selected marriage aheir personal choicgsee Figure 8), the percenagewas larger among those
identifying as female (58.1%) when compared with male (50.¥¥hen observing the findings for
preferred relationship recognition for théiree man age categories in this surveye(, under 25, 25
34, 35+), thgyreater preference for marriage amofgmale participantsrelative to malewas no
longer apparent for the youngest cohor¥oungerageparticipants aranore likely to have
experienced greater mainstream acceptance relatovéheir years (Saviwilliams, 2005) Further,
the youngesbf these have approacheahd/or enteredinto their adulthood during a time when the
definition of marriagein a growing number of countrieBas been extended to include two
consenting adultslt is possible then that thisxperienceof greatersocial inclusiorat least partially
explainghe higherreported preference for marriage amongst these younger individuals (see Figure
16) andwhat appears to be greater similarity between genders (ségure 17)

Figurel?.

Percentages of participants for personal preference for relationship recognition according to
gender identity for participants 184 yrs

70% - 62.9 63.4
60% -
50% -
i None
40% -
H De facto

30% -

i Federally recognised registry
other than marriage

H Marriage

20% -

10% -

0% -

female male gender different
(N=205) (N=186) (N=17)

5.3.4 TransgenderJranssexual andntersexParticipants

Tablel8 provides the numbers of transgender/transsexual and intersex participants according to

their personal preference®r relationship recognitionin the casef transgendeitranssexual and

intersex participants identifying as female, the majosglected marriage as their personal choice

For those identifying as male, the choice was more var@tithe three participantsvith responses

missing two transgender/transsexual participants (1 female, 1 male) stated in the comment box that

they simpy felt all types of relationships should be available and treated equafiythisparticular

question requested a personal choice, thésportant statementswere noted but not included with

the main data The remaining missing participant selected g’ 2 i I LILJX A Ol 6 f SQ 2 LJi A 2
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Tablel8.

Numbers of transgender/transsexual and intersex participants for personal preference for
relationship recognition

Fed.
None Defacto Registry Marriage Missing
Transgender/TranssexudFemale 1 1 2 6 1
Transgender/TranssexudMale 1 2 1 1 2
Intersex- Female 0 0 0 5 0
Intersex- Male 0 0 2 0 0

5.4 PreferredLegalRecognition ofRelationshipfor those Partnered

Figuresl8 throughto 22 indicate the personal preferences for the legal recognition of a committed
samesex relationship for participants who reportedrrently having a regular sargex partner
whether living together or apartN = 1,226). Those with invalid responses, for szms describeth
section 5.3 werenot included inthese particulamnalyses leaving a total ofl43responses across
categorieswSalLl2yasSa | NBE INRAZISR | OO0O2NRAYy3I (Hexii KS
relationships For findings on the mgority preferencefor marriage (780%) fothose partnered
andliving withyoungchildren, refer to section 6.3

Figurel8.

Preferred legal recognition for those currently in a sarsex de facto relationshipN = 620)

1.5%

16.9%

55.6%
26.0%

H None H De facto u Federally recognised registrpther than marriage ® Marriage
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Figurelo.

Preferred legal recognition for those with a current sarsex relationship formalised through a
state or municipal registry for examples, seasection 5.2 N =45

2.2%

20.0%

77.8%

H De facto & Federally recognised registrpther than marriage & Marriage

Figure20.

Preferredlegal recognition for those currently in an overseas recognised relationship other than
marriage- e.g., NZ Civil Union, UK Civil Partnership=39)

2.7%

37.8%

HDe facto M Federally recognised registrpther than marriage & Marriage
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Figure2l.

Preferred legal recognition for those currently in averseas marriageN = 22)

- 9.1%

90.9%

i Federally recognised registrpther than marriage & Marriage

Figure22.

Preferred legal recognition for those currently in a sarmsex relationship with no legal status
(N=489

6.3%

53.6%

HNone © Defacto i Federally recognised registrpther than marriage ® Marriage
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5.5 Preferred Options for Relationship RecognitionAustralia

Participants were also asked about their preferences regarding legal recognition in Australia for

samesex couples in genetaFigure230 St 26 aK2ga LI NOHAOALI yiaQ NBaLRy
GLNNBALISOGADGS 2F &2dzNJ LISNA2Y It LINBFSNBYyOS:I 6KAOK
see remain and/or become available for satn& E O 2 dzLJt S & NofeyParticimnts iNthis A | K ¢
instance were able to select multiple options.

Figue 23.

Percentages of participants for preferred legal options for saisex couples in AustraliaN=2032)

90% -

80% 78.0

70% - 59.7 E None (18)
60% -

50% - 48.4 H De facto (984)
40% -

. i Federally recognised registry
30% - - other than marriage (1214)
20% - i Marriage (1585)

0f -

10% 0.9
0%

Of the total sample, 78%f participants reported that they felharriage should be made available
for samesex couples in Australi&9.®6 were in favour athe availability ofafederally recognised
relationship documented at a registrgnd 48.46were in favour of the option for de facto status\s
this question allaved for multiple responses, these figures indicttat many felt that
nonheterosexual couples should simply be given a choice

56 t SNOSLIWAZ2Yya 27T idkaRlsJamesdx Ré&da@anshipsi 0 A  dzR ¢

The survey also asked participants how they felt the Alisin public viewed legally recognised
samesex relationships relative to legally recognised differeext relationshipsSpecifically,
participants were asked how equivalent in value (i.e., worth) tieiythe public viewed) samesex

de facto relatioships when compared with differessiex de facto relationships atj current same

sex options for officially registered relationships (e.g., domestic and civil partnerships) compared
with different-sex marriagesFigure 2 (A and B) provides the percentgjof participants

responding to the scale4not at all equivalent in valu® 7 =absolutely equivalent in valudhese
questions also included a separate option for those whoueéble to make a judgement total of
1,938 participants respuded toboth, b & St S Ol A Y BastbdeyoitlizNiRDond ehdNtivd: (i
chosenot to respond.
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Figure24 (A and B).

t I NODAOALI yiGa LISNOSLIIA2ya 2F GKS ! dza G NI f Asexy LJdzo t A
relationships relative to differentsex relationshipsi = 1938)

(A). Differentsex marriage vs. current sarrex  (B). Differentsex de facto vs. samsex de facto
options (e.g., domestic or civil partnerships)

30% 30%
26.2
25 24.8 - 25.1
22.1 5%
20% | 18.6 20%
14.8 155
15% 15%
12.3 11.8 12'7
10% 10%
55 5.8

5% 5%
1.9 2.9

0% 0%

q,
b,

Overall, both types of sarmgex relationships were perceived by participants as being considered by
the general public to be of lesser value than their differsek counterparts Giventhe long and
ongoing battle for relationship recognition for nonheterosexual coughés,is not surprisingMore
interestingly,and although the difference was not lardgbis discrepancy was significantly greater
when it came tdifferent-sex marriagsevs.other forms of relationship registration available to
samesex coupleslt is important to note however that de facto status for samsex caiples in
Australia came into effect only months before the coencement date of this surveyrurther, a
relatively small number of samgex couples have documented their relationships through a state or
municipal registrf{TGLRG, 20).0Given this, perceptions in most cases were not likely to have been
based on any personal experienckdditionally, the respnses to these questions do not necessarily
reflect participant§personal views on the value of these different types of relationships, rather
simplyhow they feelthey arevalued byothers.

6 Marriage is currently not available to sarsex couples iustralia, howeversamesexrelationships can be formally
recognised through a state or municipal registry in some jurisdictions.
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5.7 Perceptionsoh  KSNEQ ! G§GA0dzZRSAhyWwSDBEMNRAYS
Relationship

Participants who reported having a sarsex partner were askelgow equivalent in value (i.e.,
worth) they felt otherswho were awareof their relationshifs, viewed their particularrelationship
relative to differentsex de faah relationships and marriage®nlikethe previous questionghat
focused orperceptions of thd.Jdzo £ A 0 Qa | (sdnfesexizRd&@ionshpstheshlduéstions
allowed for amore personalassessment baseshonS Q & egpérignces Response options ranged
from 1 =a lot less in valu® 5 =at least as much valueNumbers of participants represent those
who answered both questions, had a regular seseg partner and reported others were aware of
their relationships for each of the@as assessedAnalyses revealethat, in all cased, LISNB 2y Qa
samesex relationship was perceived to be seen by others as being of lesser valsigmifiaantly
greater extent when compared with differessex marriagethanwhen compared withdifferent-sex
de facto relationshipsWhen considering the views of heterosexual friends and contguast from
friends (e.g.neighbours, cavorkers, employers, and teachetbese findings were even more
pronounced among participants who reported that theguld prefer to marry Figure 3 provides
the percentagesiccording to response options in relation to perceptions of heterosexual friends,
heterosexual contacts (apart from friends), parents and siblifgs example68.7% of participants
with a samesex partner felthat their heterosexual friendsoverall,consideredheir samesex
relationshigsto have at least as much value as differsek de facto relationships, howevenly
45.68% reported the same when it came to comparisons with diffee®marriages In the case of
family, 51.2% of participants felt that their parent(s) considered their same relationshipto have
at least as much value as differesegx defacto relationships, however, only a third (33.6%) reported
the same for the comp@son with differentsex marriages

Figure25(A, B, C and D).

tF NGAOALI yiaQ LISNDOSLIiAZYya 2F K2g KSGSNRaSEddzZ ¢
samesex relationships relative to differentex relationships

80% - H compared with differentsex marriages (left)
70% - H compared with differentsex de facto (right) 68.7
60% -
50% - 45.6
40% -
30% -
20% -
10% -
0% -

alotless in 2 3 4 at least as
value much value

A. Perceptions of how heterosexual friends value one's
samesex relationship N=1153)
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80% - ® compared with differenisex marriages (left)
70% - H compared with differentsex de facto (right)
60% -
50% -
40% -
30% -
20% -
10% - i i
0% -
alot less in at least as
value much value

B. Perceptions of how heterosexual contacts value owr
relationship (N= 1075)

80% - ® compared with differerisex marriages (left)
70% - H compared with differendsex de facto (right)
of -
60% 51.2
50% -
40% -
30% -
’ 228311
17.3
20% A 12.6
. E ii i
0% -
alotless in 4 at least as
value much value
C. Perceptions of how parent(s) value own relationshig
(N=1085)
80%  compared with differentsex marriages (left)
70% - H compared with differentsex de facto (right) 62.8
60% -
50% -
40% -
30% -
04 -
20% 14.5 11 4
10% _ 9.0 .
0% _ﬂ
alot less in at least as

value much value

D. Perceptions of how sibling(s) value own relationshig
(N=1080)
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58 Wel-- SAy3 YR t SNOSLIiA2ya 2F 126 hiOaKS|

The more people felt their relationships were valuea a comparable level wittlifferent-sex
relationships thesignificantlygreater their reported level obverallwell-being This wagound to be
the case when considerirtge extent to whichparticipants felt that theitheterosexual friends,
heterosexual contacts (such as neighbours, employers, teachesworkers), parents and siblings
valuedtheir samesex relationshiprelative to differentsex de facto relationships and marriagess
an exampleFigure 26 belovshows therelationship between welbeing and perceptions of how
heterosexual friendsaldzS 2 y S-Qex relationgitp relative to differergex marriages.

Figure26.

The relationship b(inNeen overall psychological wéikéing (PWB) and perceptions of how
KSGSNRaSEdzZ f F N Sex Rktiordhipt coatpareyiriiférentisexYnérriages

40

35

30 ‘/‘—/‘/‘

25

20

15

Average score for overall wédking (PWB)

10 T T T T 1

a lot less 2 3 4 at least
as much

value of relationship

5.9 Summary

Despite the reference to percentages regarding the relationship recognition measures presented in
this survey, it is acknowledge that numbers are netessarilyelevant when it comes to the

argument for relationship equalityAs is often stated, is about theright to choose The rationale

for obtaining figures for preferred relationship recognition in this survey was to bet@bled to the
current literature on nonheterosexual relationships and provide information to help address the
many myths that propagate due to the limited information available.

This national survey was the firstto examinesam8 E | G G NI OG SR ! dz&AGNI f Al yaQ
forms of relationship recognition since the introduction of de facto status for sserecouples at a
federal level It is also the first major study to investigate preferences for relationship recognition
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while taking into account the current legal statdsy’ ! dzA G NI £ A 2 NJ 2 SNESIF a0 2°
samesexrelationship.

Findings from the relationship recognition measures of this survey demonstrate thatsame
attracted individuals, like other Australians, differ in the way they prefer their mlatiips to be
formally recognisedHowever, the results shoed that the majority of samesex attracted
participants selected marriage as their personal choiéederally recognised relationship
documented at a registry other than marriage was the secmost popular option, and de facto
status was the third The preference for a relationship without any égtatus was selected by only
2.9% of the overall sample

Marriage wadound to bethe choiceof the majorityirrespective of the current legatatus of

LI NI A OA L3eyrélatiddshpg (mchiding no legal statuBpr example, of those currently in a
de facto relationship, 55% stated they preferred marriage for themselve8¥@stated that they
preferred a federally recognised relationshugher than marriage, 8.9% selected de facto and526
choseno legal statugNote: for similar figuresncluding participants who did not complete the
survey in full, please refer the Auxiliary Repojt

Interestingly, the younger the age of the paipiant the more likely they were to have selected
marriage as their personal choicBor example, 66.7% of those-18 and 62.8% of those 2D
selected marriage as their personal preferenédthough tre majority of both male and female
identifying participants reported that they preferrad marry, the percentage was significantly
higher for females For youngeiage participants (under 2gearg differences between males and
females were no longer obeaed with 63% from both groupselecting theoption to marry.

Participants were also given the opportunity to select which forms of legal relationship recognition
they would like to see remain and/or become available in this country for ssereouples in

general Responses to this measure (which allowed for multiple selections)eshthat 78%would

like to see marriage become available as an opti@@owould like to see a federally recognised
relationship other than marriage be made available 48di%would like to seale facto recognition
remain Thesepercentagesndicate that many participants selected multiple options, suggesting
that simply having a choice was an important factor

Participants with aegular samesex partnerreported thatthey felt theirown samesex relationship

was seen by otheréheterosexual friends, contactgher than friendsand family)as being of lesser

value to asignificantlygreater extent when compared with differessex marriagethanwhen

compared withdifferent-sex de facto relationshipd-urther, these findings were evenore

pronouncedamong those who reported that they would like to be able to marry, supporting the

argument thata desire to marryamongother factors is likely to be influenced b y S Q& LIS NS LJG A
of the value society places @uch unions Importantly,the more participants felt others valued

their relationships, relative to differerdex relationshipghe greatertheir reported psychological

well-being.
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6. Children

6.1 Childreninat SNA2y Qa [ ATFS

Participants were asked if there were any childgoung or adultjn their lives whether their own

or the result of a current oprevious relationship¢ KS NBX alLl2yasS 2LJiA2ya 6SNB W
OKAf RQ Iy R WtOKIA yf yRIgEEr S yYould hagechyldien but also plan on or be

expecting another, participants could select more thanoneoptbrK 2 8 S ¢ K2 NBaLR yRSR
were then asked abouhe extentto whichthey lived or spent timeawith the child childrenand each

OKAf RQa F3So

When looking at the total sample, 29.2% of females, 10.0% of males and 25.5% of gender different
participants reported having children in their lives, whether their own or the result of a current or
previous relationship (see Figut®). For those with a current samsex partnerathird of both
gender different and female participants reported having children in tives compared with 13%
of partneredmales The similar percentages for female and gender different participarag be
largely attributed to the fact that 83% of gender different participants reported that they were
defined as biologically female at birti\lthough notincludedin the figures below, some participants
mentioned in the comment box provided thalthough they did not have their own childreor

those from a current or previous relationshipey werenonethelessa substantial part of their
niecesand/or nephews lives A more meaningful interpretation of these findings (ifgercentages

for thoseat ages most likely to have childrgis provided on the following page

Tablel9.

t SNOSyY (il 3Sa 2F LINIAOALIYGA 6A0GK OKAf RNBY Od2NNBY
previous relationship), expecting a child or wh@an on having childrenfor the total sample and
those with a samesex partner

Gender Gender

Female Female Male Male Different Different

Children Total Partnered Total Partnered Total Partnered
(1125) (742) (860) (466) 47 (18)

Plan orhaving 19.4% 20.9% 13.1% 11.4% 23.4% 22.2%
Expecting 1.0% 1.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Have 29.2% 33.4% 10.0% 13.9% 25.5% 33.3%

Numbers of participants are provided in brackets ultiple responses were possible
6.1.1 Number andAges of Children

Theaverage number of children for participants with children in their lives, whether their own or the
result of a current or previous relanship, was B. Hfteen participantsdid not providea specific
number. Of the remainingsampleof 411, 411% reported one child35.8% two children ah23.1%

three children or more For participants in the youngest cohort in this survey (< 25 years) 50%
reported the eldest childo be 3 years of age or younger, ftiroseaged 2534 years 50% reported

the eldestto be 7 or younger and fothoseaged35 yearsor over, 50% reportedhe eldestto be18

or younger.
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6.1.2 Percentages withthildren According toGenderldentity and Age of Cohort

Figures Z through to 2 provide the percentages of participants who reportibet they had
children in their liveswhether their own or as a result of a current or previous relationship
according to gender identity and age of cohafisoincluded are the figures fahose who reported
that they were expecting a chihd those who reportethat theyplanned on having childrerMore
than one selection was made possibfeverall 29.2 % of participants who identified as female
reporting having children in their liveshether their own or as a result of a current or previous
relationship (see Table9}, however,when considering those ithe age group most likely to have
childrer' (i.e., those35 years of age or over) the figure was 47.1% (see FRj)reAlthough ahigh
percentage §9.2%) of gender different participanB6 years of age and oveeported that they had
children in their livesthe interpretation of thisfindingis severely limited due tthe smallnumberin
this agegroup(see Figure @. For particpants identifying as male, theverallpercentage of those
with children i their lives was 10%owever, br males35 yearsof age or oveit was17.6% Eee
Figure B).

Figure27.

Percentages of female participants with childr€dddzZNNBEy Gf & Ay GKSANI f A @Sa 02\
current or previous relationship), expecting a child or who plan on having children

80% -
70% -
60% -
509% - 47.1

40% -

’ 2.7 315 W Have
30% - .
H Expecting

17.0
20% 1 i Plan on having

10% - 5.1 5.8

0.5 1.6 0.7
00 Il . , L

18-24 2534 35+
(N=214) (N=371) (N=539)
female

7According to data from the 2006 Census, the percentages of women from the general population who had
not had children were 85.5% of those-2@ years of age, 36.6% of those30years of age and 15.9% of those
40-44 years of age (ABS, 2008).
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Figure28.

t SNOSyidl3Sa 2F YIFES LI NIGAOALN yiGa gokfiok aientt RNBSyY C
or previous relationship), expecting a child or who plan on having children
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Figure29.

t SNOSy il 3Sa 2F 3IASYRSNI RAFFSNBY(d LINLAOALIYyGaA oAl
from a currentor previous relationship), expecting a child or who plan on having children
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6.2 TimeJpent Sharing or Livingwith Children

Participants who reported having children as part of their lives (whether their own or from a current
or previousrelationship) were asked about the extent to which they lived or spent time with the
child or children As adult children are more likely to be living independently, analyses fivstre
conducted forthosewho reported at least onehildstill underthe age of20%. As shown ifTable20
below, forthose identifying asemale,95.3% spent time with these children, 89.7% spent time on a
regular basis (ranging from sometime to flithe) and 64.7% were with these children ftithe. For
those identifying asnale, 87% spent time with these childrer,.8%6 spent time on a regular basis
(ranging from sometime to futime) and 24.1% were witthesechildren fulitime. For gender

different participants, 80% spent time with these childré@% spent time on eegular basis

(sometime or fultime) and 40% were witlthem full-time.

Table20.

Percentages according to length of time spent with children for participants with at least one child
still under the age of 20 years, for each ofghhree gender identity groups

Time with children Female Male Gender different
(232) (54) (10)
None 4.7% 13.0% 20.0%
Sometime (irregular) 5.6% 22.2% 20.0%
Sometime (regular) 5.6% 33.3% 20.0%
Half the time 9.5% 7.4% 0.0%
Most of the time 9.9% 0.0% 0.0%
Fullime 64.7% 24.1% 40.0%

Numbers of participantare provided in brackets ().
6.2.1 TimeSharedfor Those with All Children 20 Yearsof Ageor Over

An additional 111 participant§4% femalehad childrenin their livesof whom none werainder 20
years of age For this group, 61.3% spent time with these adult children and 25.3% spent time on a
regular basigranging from sometime to futime). In the case of participants identifying as female,
with all children at least 20 years of ageolder,7.3% lived fultime with the adult childchildren

and a further 6.1% spent most of the time with them.

6.2.2 TransgenderJranssexual andntersexParticipants

Of those who identified as transgender/transsexual femble (L1), intersex femalé\(=5) and
intersex male Nl = 2), 4850% reported having children in their lives, either their own or from a
current or previous relationshipFurther, two of the participants who identified as
transgender/transsexual malé&E 7) and one who identified asatnsgender/transsexual female
reported that they planned on having childre®f those with children in their lives, at least 40%
spent time with these children on a regular basis and three of these participants lived with the
child/children fulltime.

® Based ordata from the 200807 Family Characteristics and Transitions Syra&@009 report from the Australian Bureau
of Statistics revealed that women tend to first leave home at 19.8 yeargeohad men at 20.9 years of age (ABS, 2009a).
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6.3 Marriage Preferenceamong thosePartnered and Living with Children

A majority of participants (8.2%) whoreported that children were noturrentlya part of their lives
still selected marriage as thgdersonalchoice forrelationshiprecognition Thepercentages
reportinga preference for marriaghowever, werehighe amongparticipants with a samsex
partnerandliving fulltime with children, particularly younghildren For theseparticipants,and
wherethe eldestwasreported to beunder 13years of agggenerallyprimary school age or under)
74.7%reported theypersonallypreferredmarriage In cases wheréhe eldestwasunder 5(generally
non-school age) théigurefor marriagewas 80.8% Perhaps fothese couplesthe need to have
their relationships legitimised is of even greater cong@imen thestrongopposition to samesex
parenting from certain sectors (e.g., ACLO&O0 It isimportant to note howeverthat 95% of
participantspartnered and living fullime with children all urder the age of 13dentified as female
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7. Partners

7.1 Partner Support

t FNGAOALI yia ¢ SNB LINBER IfdeRhatévied iKcortiek 18 reéeitihgi S Y Sy i
SUPPORT from my sasex partner (in the way of being helpful, caringencouraging) | generally
FSSt aK @ith2hbliedpdhseopgtiohs ranging from Tet at all supportiveo 9 =extremely
supportive Figure30shows the percentages for each respogtion for thosewho reported
having a regular sameex partner Of this sample, 59.3% of female, 46.6% of male and 50% of
gender different participants reported that they felt their partners were extremely suppartive
Overall, over 80% of participants reported that their partner was at least very suppoviihen
looking atthe averages afupportscores (19), thoseidentifying as female reportesignificantly
higher levels opartner support(M = 806) compared withthose identifying asnale M = 7.6L). This
is in keeping with findings for females in general, in that femied to score higher than males for
measures bpositive relationships with others (e.g., Ryff & Keyes, 1995 average score for
gender different participants was the same astwles M = 7.6L), however, the number of
participants in this case was small and no statistically significant differences werelfetmeen this
group and those identifying as female.

Figure30.

Percentages of participants fquerceived partner support scores by gender identity
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7.2 Relationship Satisfaction

Relationship satisfactio was measured using two items, with the scores combined and averaged to

form an overallscoreThed (i F 6 SYSy ia 6SNB aL Y 3ISySNaxtfe

An N A

NBfFGA2YAaKALE YR aL Y =HhSES NS Bespipisd dpfidnd 2y Y @

were 1 =Strongly Disagre® =Moderately Disagree3 =Slightly Disagreet =Slightly Agee, 5 =
Moderately Agreend6 =Strongly AgreePercentages for these response options are presented in
Figure31 (A and B)

Figure31 (A and B).

Percentages of participants for response options for being satisfied (A) and h&Bjpyn their
current samesex relationship by gender identity
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B. Happy with Relationship
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