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Executive Summary 

Attractions 

¶ A significantly greater number of participants identifying as female reported a romantic 

attraction exclusively to females, compared with a sexual attraction exclusively to females.  This 

pattern was reversed for males with significantly larger numbers reporting a sexual attraction 

exclusively to males, compared with a romantic attraction exclusively to males. 

¶ From the total sample, close to a third of participants (29.9%) indicated a difference between the 

extent to which they felt romantically attracted and the extent to which they felt sexually 

attracted to males and/or females.  Only 1.2% indicated an exactly equal attraction to males and 

females, when it came to both romantic and sexual attraction.  This suggests that even for 

people who identify as bisexual it is rarely a simple case of equal attraction to men and women. 

Awareness and First Disclosure of Same-Sex Attractions 

¶ Although males, as a group, were sure of their attractions before females, they took significantly 

more time on average to disclose these attractions.  On average, female 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 years.  These results are discussed in terms of the higher levels 

of victimization reported by nonheterosexual males relative to their female counterparts. 

¶ Females in the oldest cohort reported, on average, being sure of their same-sex  attractions close 

to 7 ½ years later than females in the youngest cohort.  This certainty was 3 years later for the 

oldest cohort of males and 4 years later for the oldest cohort of gender different participants, 

when compared with their younger counterparts.  The greater differences found for females are 

ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ƭƻƴƎƛǘǳŘƛƴŀƭ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƎǊŜŀǘŜǊ ΨŦƭǳƛŘƛǘȅΩ ƻŦ ŦŜƳŀƭŜ ǎŜȄǳŀƭƛǘȅΦ 

Ongoing Disclosure of Sexuality  

¶ Participants were presented with three scenarios in which they were asked to consider disclosing 

their same-ǎŜȄ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ŀ ǇǊŜǎǳƳŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ΨǎǘǊŀƛƎƘǘΩ ŎƻǳǇƭŜ ŀǘ ŀ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ƎŀǘƘŜǊƛƴƎ ǳƴǊŜƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ 

work.  Close to two-thirds (65.9%) of participants, who reported having a regular same-sex 

partner, selected an option to disclose now to 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 a regular partner stated they were not 

likely to disclose at all or would most probably delay disclosure until another time.   For those 

ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊŜŘΣ ƻǇǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ΨŎƻƳŜ ƻǳǘΩ ǿŀǎ ŜǾŜƴ ƎǊŜŀǘŜǊ ŀƳƻƴƎ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǿƘƻ ǊŜǇƻǊǘŜŘ ŀ ƘƛƎƘŜǊ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ 

compatibility with their partner when it came to feeling comfortable ǿƛǘƘ ƻƴŜΩǎ ǎŜȄǳŀƭƛǘȅΦ  

¶ The above findings suggest that, ŜǾŜƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǿƘƻ Ƴŀȅ ǿƛǎƘ ǘƻ ΨŎƻƳŜ ƻǳǘΩΣ deciding to disclose 

may be hampered by ƻƴŜΩǎ current single status or a lack of compatibility with a ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊΩǎ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻf 

disclosure comfort.  Although casually introducing or mentioning a partner may facilitate 

disclosure, in much the same way heterosexual individuals convey the nature of their 

relationships, this option is not always possible for some.  
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¶ Findings revealed that it was only the extent of religious influence on disclosure (including the 

ǊŜƭƛƎƛƻǳǎ ōŜƭƛŜŦǎ ƻŦ ƻǘƘŜǊǎύΣ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ŀ ǇŜǊǎƻƴΩǎ ƻǿƴ ǊŜƭƛƎƛƻǳǎ ōŜƭƛŜŦǎ, that was related to the 

ƭƛƪŜƭƛƘƻƻŘ ƻŦ ΨŎƻƳƛƴƎ ƻǳǘΩΦ  {ǇŜŎƛŦƛŎŀƭƭȅΣ ǘƘŜ ƎǊŜŀǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƭƛƎƛƻǳǎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴce the significantly lower 

ǘƘŜ ƭƛƪŜƭƛƘƻƻŘ ƻŦ ŘƛǎŎƭƻǎǳǊŜΣ ŜǾŜƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ΨƳƻǎǘ ƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ōŜ ǇƻǎƛǘƛǾŜΩ ƻǳǘŎƻƳŜ ǎŎŜƴŀǊƛƻΦ 

¶ The above results are discussed in relation to recent experimental research in Australia which 

found heterosexual individuals responded morŜ ŦŀǾƻǳǊŀōƭȅ ǘƻ ǳǇŦǊƻƴǘ ŘƛǎŎƭƻǎǳǊŜ ƻŦ ŀ ǇŜǊǎƻƴΩǎ 

same-sex attractions when compared with delayed.  

Relationships and Recognition 

¶ Although participants identifying as female were significantly more likely to report having a 

current same-sex partner, those identifying as male were significantly more likely to report being 

in a current relationship of a longer duration. 

¶ The majority of participants (54.7 %) selected marriage 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 marriage) was 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.  

¶ The younger the age of the participant the more likely they were to have selected marriage as 

their personal choice.  For example, 66.7% of those 18-19, and 62.8% of those 20-29 selected 

marriage as their preference. 

¶ The majority preference for marriage was larger for participants identifying as female (58.1%), 

when compared with male (50.7%) or gender different (44.7%).  For 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. 

¶ Irrespective of their personal choice, 78% reported that they would like to see marriage become 

available as an option for same-sex 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 see de facto recognition remain.  These percentages indicate that many 

participants selected multiple options, suggesting that simply having a choice was an important 

factor. 

¶ Although a majority preference for marriage was found regardless of the legal status of a 

ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀƴǘΩǎ ǎŀƳŜ-sex relationship, preferences 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.   

¶ The more people felt their relationships were valued on a comparable level with different-sex 

relationships, the significantly greater their reported level of overall well-being. 
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Children 

¶ 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 considering the 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 or previous relationship.  

¶ Close to a third of both young male and female participants (< 25 yrs) reported that they planned 

to have children at some stage in their lives. 

¶ Of participants with at least one child in their lives under the age of 20, 64.7% of female, 24.1% 

of male and 40% of gender different participants were living with these children full-time.   

¶ For participants with a same-sex partner and living full-time with children under the age of 13 

(i.e., generally primary school age) 74.7% reported that they would prefer to marry.  For those 

with children under the age of 5 (i.e., non-school age) 80.8% selected marriage as their 

preference.   

Partners 

¶ Higher levels of perceived partner support, relationship satisfaction, and partner similarity in 

beiƴƎ ŎƻƳŦƻǊǘŀōƭŜ ǿƛǘƘ ƻƴŜΩǎ ǎŜȄǳŀƭƛǘȅΣ ǿŜǊŜ ŀƭƭ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘƭȅ ǊŜƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ƘƛƎƘŜǊ ƭŜǾŜƭǎ ƻŦ 

psychological well-being. 

¶ Participants in the youngest cohort (< 25 years) reported significantly less similarity between 

ǘƘŜƳǎŜƭǾŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊ ǊŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ ΨŎƻƳƛƴƎ ƻǳǘΩ ǘƻ ƻǘƘŜǊǎΣ ŀƴŘ ōŜƛƴƎ ŎƻƳŦƻǊǘŀōƭŜ ŀǎ ŀ ǎŀƳŜ-

sex couple, when compared with those in the two older cohorts (i.e., 25-34 years and 35+ years). 

¶ Participants identifying as female reported significantly higher levels of relationship satisfaction 

and partner 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 measures of positive 

relationships with others (e.g., Ryff & Keyes, 1995).  

GLBTI Friends and Community 

¶ Just over a third of participants reported that they did not have any contact with individuals 

(apart from friends) from the GLBTI community.  The younger the cohort the less likely they were 

to have reported contact with the GLBTI community or feel connected to the GLBTI community, 

with this being the case for both metropolitan and rural areas of residence.  

¶ Not surprisingly, those living in more populated areas were significantly more likely to report 

feeling a greater connection with the GLBTI community, 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 

¶ A majority of ǘƘƻǎŜ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŀƎŜ ƻŦ нр ǊŜǇƻǊǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨƳƻǎǘΩ ǘƻ ΨŀƭƭΩ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŦǊƛŜƴŘǎ ǿŜǊŜ 

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, older participants 

were significantly more likely to report that a greater proportion of their heterosexual friends 

were aware of their sexuality, relative to younger participants. 

¶ Even when first taking into account the support participants received from their GLBTI friends 

and the GLBTI community, significantly higher levels of well-being were associated with greater 

perceptions of acceptance from heterosexual friends, parents and the wider community. 

¶ The more people felt accepted by their heterosexual friends, parents and siblings the significantly 

greater the likelihood of them having reported an ongoing same-sex relationship.  

¶ When taking into account age differences, people with a same-sex partner who felt more 

accepted by their heterosexual friends and siblings were more likely to report a current 

relationship of a significantly longer duration.  

Stigma and Psychological Well-Being 

¶ The highest perceptions of stigma related to issues regarding same-sex attracted people and the 

caring of children (e.g., a same-sex 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 same-sex attracted person if qualified.  

¶ Gender different participants and transgender/transsexual and intersex participants scored 

higher on perceptions of stigma and lower on reported well-being, when compared with the 

general sample. 

¶ Data were compared between a national American LGB sample (Rostosky et al., 2009), the 

current sample and a random sample of Australians (MacKinnon et al., 1999).  Participants from 

both the American LGB survey and the current survey were found to score significantly higher on 

negative emotional experiences but did not report less positive emotional experiences, when 

compared with the Australian random sample.  These differences for negative mood between 

nonheterosexual individuals and those from the Australian random sample were more 

pronounced in the case of male participants. 

¶ Relative to an American national sample (MIDUS II), participants in the current survey scored 

significantly lower on the Environmental Mastery, Purpose in Life and Self-Acceptance dimensions 

of well-being (PWB: Ryff, 1989).  Participants from the current survey, however, scored 

significantly higher on perceptions of Personal Growth.  These findings are similar to those found 

for comparisons between  a subsample of American sexual minority participants and their 

heterosexual counterparts (Riggle, Rostosky, & Danner, 2009) 
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Research Background 

The Not So Private Lives online survey was conducted through the School of Psychology at The 

University of Queensland, Australia.  The aim of the survey was to add to the growing body of 

research on the lives of sexual minorities in Australia.  The questions within the survey focused on a) 

the timing of disclosure of same-sex attractions b) preferred relationship recognition c) same-sex 

attracted individualsΩ perceptions of how others value their relationships relative to different-sex 

relationships d) parenting, and e) the role of mainstream acceptance in relation to psychological 

well-being, even when in the presence of LGBTI support. 

Not So Private Lives is the first national study to examine same-ǎŜȄ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘŜŘ !ǳǎǘǊŀƭƛŀƴǎΩ ǇǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ 

for various forms of relationship recognition since the introduction of de facto status for same-sex 

couples at a federal level.  Further, it is the first major study to investigate preferences for 

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

ŀƴ ƛƴŘƛǾƛŘǳŀƭΩǎ ǎŀƳŜ-sex relationship.  Findings in these areas 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). 

The survey site was hosted as a secure site by Globalpark through its Unipark program for academic 

research.  Globalpark has its headquarters in Germany and is one of the leading international 

suppliers of online software for academic and commercial research.  All data collection and storage 

were provided by Globalpark.  The URL for the web-page entry to the survey was 

www.notsoprivatelives.com.  ¢Ƙƛǎ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǊǾŜȅΩǎ ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎǎ ƛǎ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅ ŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜ ŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǎƛǘŜΦ  

Recruitment 

The survey commenced on the 3rd April 2009 and ran until midnight, 15th August 2009.  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 magazines (e.g., LOTL, SX Magazine, Queensland Pride, AX National, 

MCV and Sydney Star Observer).  Information on the survey was also circulated through sexual 

minority email networks across the country.  Flyers 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 religious organisations.  The survey was 

also promoted via Queer radio (e.g., JOY FM ς Melbourne) and flyers were distributed at sexual 

minority events (e.g., Brisbane Pride Day and the Brisbane Queer Film Festival).  Participants were 

also asked to consider informing their same-sex attracted friends/contacts about the survey. 

Of the potential participants who started the survey, 192 did not pass the eligibility check (see 

criteria for eligibility on p. 6) and a further 121 did not proceed past the session information page or 

consent form.  Of the 2,545 people who started the survey proper (i.e., answered Q.1), 2,056 

completed the last question indicating a retention rate of 80.8%.  Of this number, the responses of 

24 participants were not included in the analyses due to a high percentage of missing data, leaving a 

total number of 2,032.  

http://www.notsoprivatelives.com/
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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 of Australia 

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

tŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀƴǘǎΣ ǿƘƻ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ǎŜƭŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ Ψ¸ŜǎΩ ƻǇǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ŀƭƭ ǘƘǊŜŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴǎ ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŎǊƛǘŜǊƛŀΣ 

were thanked for their interest and directed away from the survey.  Identification as same-sex 

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

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

Gender Different, Transgender, Transsexual and Intersex Participants 

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

current study, this research focused on individuals who identified as same-sex attracted.  Therefore, 

this survey also welcomed gender different, transgender, transsexual and intersex participants who 

felt that they met this criterion.  Lǘ ƛǎ ŀŎƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜŘΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ ΨǎŀƳŜ-ǎŜȄ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘŜŘΩΣ ōȅ 

definition, can be problematic for those whose biological sex and/or gender identity do not adhere to 

the assumptions that ŀƭƭ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ŀǊŜ ōƻǊƴ ŜƛǘƘŜǊ ǎǘǊƛŎǘƭȅ ƳŀƭŜ ƻǊ ŦŜƳŀƭŜΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƻƴŜΩǎ ǎŜȄ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀǘ 

ōƛǊǘƘ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǇŜǊǎƻƴΩǎ ƎŜƴŘŜǊ ƛŘŜƴǘƛǘȅ.  As the survey did not attempt to explore how 

participants might differentiate between their attractions in terms of sexual anatomy and their 

ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ƎŜƴŘŜǊ ǊƻƭŜΣ ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ ΨǎŀƳŜ-ǎŜȄ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘŜŘΩ ƛǎ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ ōǊƻŀŘƭȅ ŘŜŦƛƴŜ ŀƴ 

ƛƴŘƛǾƛŘǳŀƭΩǎ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǎŜȄǳŀƭ ŀƴŘ ǊƻƳŀƴǘƛŎ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ƻǘƘŜǊǎΦ  

Auxiliary Report 

An auxiliary report, based on the responses of 2, 232 participants, was released in August 2009.  This 

report detailed the findings in relation to a sub-set of questions presented in the first third of the 

survey on current relationship status and preferences for relationship recognition.  The examination 

of these factors aimed to provide an insight into the preferences of same-sex attracted Australians 

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

status for same-sex couples at a federal level.  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 this larger sample were found to be consistent with those of the current sample of 

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

appropriate to provide results to the inquiry based on the larger sample, to ensure the relationship 

findings were not representative of people who may have been more inclined to complete a lengthy 

survey.  ¢ƻ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜ ΨǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǘƛƻƴΩ ŦƛƎǳǊŜǎ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǿƘƻ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǊǾŜȅ ƛƴ 

full with those including participants who 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 inferential statistical 

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 Covariance (MANCOVA), Hierarchical 

aǳƭǘƛǇƭŜ wŜƎǊŜǎǎƛƻƴΣ .ƛƴŀǊȅ [ƻƎƛǎǘƛŎ wŜƎǊŜǎǎƛƻƴΣ ŀƴŘ tŜŀǊǎƻƴΩǎ /Ƙƛ-Square tests.  For analyses 

involving multiple comparisons between groups, the Bonferroni method was used to control the 

familywise Type I error rate.  For all analyses, results are discussed as being significant if p < .05. 

In instances where a variable was both categorical and continuous (e.g., age group), analyses were 

conducted based on both characterisations of the variable.  Results related to these variables 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., 18-19, 20-29, 30-39, 40-49, 50-59, 60+) or three age cohorts (i.e., <25, 25-34, 35+)1.  

Although analyses were conducted for both numbers of categories, results are presented in the 

report based on the most meaningful interpretation of findings.  For example, if significant 

differences were found between participants in the most senior age group (60+) relative to the rest 

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

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

as either male or female, these participants were included in all findings for the general sample.  To 

help increase visibility of these individuals in sexual minority research, separate analyses were also 

provided, where appropriate.  

CƻǊ ŜŀǎŜ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ ΨDŜƴŘŜǊ 5ƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘΩ ŀƴŘ ΨhǘƘŜǊΩ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊƛŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŎƻƳōƛƴŜŘ ǘƻ 

ŦƻǊƳ ŀ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊȅ όΨDŜƴŘŜǊ 5ƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘΩύ ǘƻ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǿƘƻ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ŀǎ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ƳŀƭŜ ƻǊ 

female.  The most frequently dŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ƛŘŜƴǘƛǘȅ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǿƘƻ ǎŜƭŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ΨhǘƘŜǊΩ ƻǇǘƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ 

ΨƎŜƴŘŜǊ ǉǳŜŜǊΩ.  Although the number of gender different participants was relatively small (N = 47), 

numbers were fairly well distributed across states/territories (NSW = 14, VIC = 12, QLD = 9, WA = 10, 

ACT = 2). 

In all cases, analyses were conducted to examine gender differences, age differences and 

interactions between predictor variables.  In the absence of any discussion of these findings, 

differences were not found to be statistically significant.  

 

 
 
 
 

  
                                                           
1
 The Australian Bureau of Statistics classifies youth as being from 15-24 years 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) 
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1. Demographics 

A total of 2,032 participants completed the survey in full.  This was 200 (9%) fewer than the number 

who completed the first phase of the survey which included the Relationship Recognition measures 

(see Appendix).  Importantly, the characteristics of the sample on which the current report is based 

did not differ substantially from those of the larger sample.  For comparative figures, refer to the 

Auxiliary Report in the Appendix. 

1.1 Area of Residence 

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

area in which they lived (see Figure 1 and Table 1).  For this sample, thirty-two participants selected 

ǘƘŜ ΨŎǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƻǾŜǊǎŜŀǎΩ ƻǇǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǿŜǊŜ ŀǎƪŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ǘƘŜ ƴŀƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƘƻƳŜ ǎǘŀǘŜ ƻǊ 

territory in Australia.  These numbers are accounted for in Figure 1 below.  The survey attracted a 

proportionately greater number of participants from Queensland, despite advertising across all 

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

Queensland and advertised through The University of Queensland.    

Figure 1.   
  
Numbers and percentages of participants according to state/territory of residence  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 1.  
 
Numbers and percentages of participants according to area of current residence  

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

(N = 2032) 

 














































































































































































































