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ABSTRACT

‘This stu?y is aJreport on the personality and psychometric
investigation of twenty individupls convicted of indecent
exposure in  the érbvince ~of Alberta. The psychometric
instruments included the Minnesota'pMultiphasic Personelity
Inventory (M.M.E.I.), the Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale
(wqﬁ.l.s.) ‘as »well as a Sexual Questionnaire that included
information on the offender,‘ the circumstances of the act of
exposure, /; well as information relating to the witness or
victim. In terms of results, the study revealed “that the
exhibitionists' age at the time of the most recent -conviction was
relatively young (i.e. 29 years) as was the age range at the time
when exposqre first emerged (i.e. 17 years). Moreover, the
majcrity ;cf individuals were unmarried at the time of the charge
_5: treatment. The"results vonfirm that the distribution of
intelligence is essentially in the normal range, slightly skewed
towards the lower end‘of this scale. The role of alcohol has
been underlined more than in anybprevious study of exhibitionigm.
The presence of alcohol was determined by eighty-five percent of
this sample, - while thirty five- percent admitted to drug abuse
prior to the exposure incident. It was similarly noted that a
greater percentage of the sample study disclosed histories ofv
difficulties.lrelating to sexual dy;functions. Fifty percent

noted difficulties at one time or another with ' impotence. This

iv



represents the highest recordediincidence of reported impotence

in a sample of~exhibitionists.

N

Generally, the act of public exposure was found to take

place in open areas such as parks or city streets. The specific

location appeared to be based on some erotic preference attached
to the idiosyncratic chofce, combined with the qualification of a
need for a location that facilitated an expedient escape route,

Additionally 1t was-found that the exposer is often likely to be

in confllct with himself both prlor to and after the actual .

exposure incident. In terms of victlms, ~there appears to be a
tendency for women in the age bracket Qf twelve to = twentyfive

h g
years to be the nost likely target This 1ikelihood‘ could

possibly increase if the female is judged both attractive by the'

offenders as well as "provocatively" attired. The results were

interpreted as lending support to the previous literature on

exfibitionists with a greater emphasis placed on the presence of

problems related to alcohol and drug abuse as well as sexual

dysfunctions.- - 2
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

The most comprehensive review of the problem of exposure
- behavior in Ccanada, the Forensic Clinic report (Mohr, Turner &
Jerry, 1964) noted that exhibitionism represents the most —common
sexual conviction (excluding rape). They determined that the
offence of exposing, formed approximately 25 percent to 33
percent of all reported sexual offences. This observation is
well corroborated by both earlier as well as more recent research
studies (East 1924, Arieff & Rotman 1942, Rickles 1942,
Apfelberg, - Sugar & Pfeffler 1944, Hirning 1947, Taylor 1947,
Radzinowicz 1957, Ellis'& Brancale 1965, Macdonald 1973). In
spite of the statistical significance, very little information is
available on the -dynamicé of exposing behavior. The only
canadian sample investigated to date has been that collected by
the Forensic Clinic, Toronto (N=54). (Mohr et al, 1964). This
research effort, however impressive, has had no additional input
ovér the past 15 years. To the authors knowledge, there have
been only three textbooks devoted to the offender, convicted of
exhibiting in spite of its widespread occurance. (Rickles, 1950
Mohr ‘et al, 1964, Macdonald 1973). Clearly, there appears to be
a void of information on exhibitionism, that could satisfy the
critéria of being both relevant as well as contemporary in
natﬁre. This study 1is an attemp; to contribute to meaningful

research on the topic.



The problem of inde?ent exposure may not be considered as
serious an offence, relative to such of fences as rape or child
molestation. 1t does; however, often present socliety with a
repeated dilemma 1in terms of how to best respond to the act.
Clinicians and adjudicators are frequently of differing and often
contradlctory opinion in tefms of. such matters as evaluation,
treatment and disposition of individuals with a history of one of
of ten several instances of public exposure.

The topic of sexual exhibitionism as a field of research
study appears vfhble for seVegai reasons. It is statistically
the‘most commonly encountered sexual deviation known, As well,
it has demonstrated the highest recidivism rate over all the
sexual offgnces reported, (excluding rape). In spite of the
prevalence, there appears to be a noteworthy :bsence of either
current or relevant information on the of fender. Finally, few
studies have attempted to combine primary information (i.e.
structured inéerview) with ;a psychometric assessment on the
of fender. Previous researcﬁ on examination has concentrated
heavily on either information gathered from police reports alone
or anecdotal * information ”without the Dbenefit of either
”?2Fstionaire or psychological assessments.

This author has attempted to incorporate some of the above

intentions in the following study of men convicted of indecent

- exposure. This thesis reports on the direct examination of



twenty male exhibitionists, encount ol within the province of

Alberta. The study consists of a structured interview -
gquestionnaire together with information derived f rom a
psychometric evaluation. The later consists of a Wechsler Adult

Intelligence-" Scale (1. o, W.A.1.8.) as well as a  Minnezota

,Multiphas;ic Personality Invenfory ( i. e, M.M.P.I1).



CHAPTER II

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

The term ekhibitionism derives from Charles Laéegue (18775,
who is considered the first to déscribe and name £his social
ph Homena in scientific literaturet The act of exposing is
generally prohibited by laQ,‘ which consequently results in a
legal. cénv%ctioﬁzfor'"indecent exposure'. Mohr et. al (71964)
aefines exibitioﬁism as the "expressedAimpulse to expose the maie‘
genital organ to an unsuspeqting female as a 'final“sexual
gratifiéation". - For the pﬁrpbse of‘this investigation, thehterm
exhibifionism will 1apply to anyv of fender - conﬁicted for the
of fence pf indecent exposure. | o

Qlassificatién scﬁemeé for exhibitionism have been numerous
ana véried, ‘ba;ed on such diyerse factors as: ‘motivatidn,‘_
diggndsis, sgverity and extent, organic énd qﬁasi—organic states,

; A

age of victim, and extent of actual exposure incident. The

.~ question vof classification was. considered by early investigators

suqh' as 'Kraft;Ebigg (1900); East (1924), and Naville (1938).
These earlierb, aé%empté fiequently reliéd on psychiatric
diagnéstic"matefiaL, in particular the identification of organic
. states. The,ﬁopic of classification was more|recent1y studied by
Kopp (]962);/ Mohr et. al. (1964), Grassberger (1964), Gebhard,
Gagnon,x Pome;oyv& Christenson (1§65), Hackett (1971),vgnd Rooth

(1975).
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One of the simplest and most widely accepte@j classification
schemes for exhibitionists has been the sub-grqﬁﬁing inﬁo primary
and secondary. The primary is generally congiéered'as the "true"
exhibitionist charactefized as an indiyiéual with cherwise
stable charéctef, who expresses an impqlgive'or compulsive urge
to expose, particular at times of heighténed environmental stress.
This was earlier described by Christoffel's (1956) 'male genital

; : P
exhibitiondst' éndﬂlater by Mohr et. al. (1964), & by Gebhard et.
al.' by’wﬂhe terﬁ“fpatterned exhigitionist' and Roo;h's (1975)

.-

distinction of numbeféone exhip;éionist.

The secéndary 6lassifigétion is distinguished by the fact ﬂ
/

~that the act of exposure ;é based primarily on an underlying

organic aetiology (eq. mgﬁtal deficiency, epilepsy, psychosis,

dementia, neur$logical qahage). It would appeér appropriate that

if a classification schéme is adaﬁted, ’if mightlbesh reflect the

' personality of the exﬁasér rather. than the nature of the witness

or the intensity of their intrusion on public life.

In terms of age of the offender at the time of convictjon,
most studies dembnstrateathat the majérity cluster ‘between the
age range of —20 - 29, a The.following chart illustrates thes
percentage of exposers falling within this age braéket for - the
major studies; (Table 1).

The agé at the time oﬁlfirst charges; as a variable does not

necessarily coincide with the agé of onset of the behavior.



Table 1
Age of Distribution of Exhibitionists from Various 3tudies

’
’

STUDY COUNTRY YEAR N= % 20 - 29 RANGE = MEDIAN
1 o | N ‘
Apfelberg U.S.A. 1944 88 31.0 y
R1et. al \ ":‘;
: R (21-30)
Arieff & U.S.A. 1942 100 35.0
Rotman e o o
ST (16-65)
‘ East Great - 1924 150 38.0
Britain - . L
Ellis & " U.S.A. 1956 89
Brancale . R :
Frisbie &  U.S.A: 1965 256 . To18 - 74 29
pondis
B | : o (21-30) _—
Gebhard U.S.A. 1965 13§g‘ 44.1 26.5
et. al. ‘ v
Hackett U.S.A. 1971 37 | 17 - 45 24
(21-30)
Macdonald U.S.A. _ 1973 185 35.5
Mohr et. al Canada 1964 54 65.0 15 - 60 25
o ‘ ‘ - . (21-29)
" Radzinowicz Great 1957 490 31.6
Britain '
. . (23-29)
Taylor - Great 1947 91 37.0

Britain



" Mohr et. g;;b(i964) observed a bimodal age distribution for onset
of exéo;ing, wiﬁﬁ’the first peak at age 14-i5; and the second peak
in the mid-tﬁenfies. The mean age of onset of exposing was
determined at 19.4 years (Mohr et. él;r 1964). This. study
attributes this distribution to the more pronounced periods of
psychosexual stress encoﬁntered during these periqu. The
behavior shows a subsequent decline after the age gf thirty.
Mohr et. al. (1964) states that theé incidenée in men dQer the age
of forty 1is rare and usuallyvreflects nther factors such as
organic deteriorafion or alcoholism,

. In terms of marital status, most studies demonstrate.that a
4majority of offenders were married at the time of éffence (thr
et. al., 1964, Radzinowicz 1957). Mohr et. al. (1964) found that

the majority married invtheir early twenties with a peak at ages
22 - 23, They observed that the occurrence of an impending or
recent mairiage was often a vulnerable time in terms of an onset
or increase ln exhibition;sm. -It woqu_appea: also that the
sexual availability of wives or other females does not

necessarily preclude incidents of exposure.

Nature of Act of ‘Exposing _ Z

The act of exposure is frequentlys preceded by typical
physiological as well as psychological. antecedents. -Ka;pman

(1954) describes several prodromal physical symptoms prior to




.
et

- exposing including: feelings of restlessness, anyiety,

'fearfulness,. perspiration, headaches and feelihgs of 'hotness'.

The act of exposure itself can occur impulsively, compulsively,s
or even by p:emedit;tion., Several investigators héve: drawn
attention to the rélationship between a prior» 4emotional
conflict(s) and a poss}blé‘exposure incident., . Mohr et. ‘5;4-
(1962 remarked thaf the urge to expose 6ften occurred when the
person is in conflict with a'feméle. ‘Two noteworthy events often
surfaceg - impending or recent marriage, and impending or recent
birth of a child. Smith et. al. (1961) concurs that exposure
frequently follows an emotional trauma. - They state further that
feelings of either anger or rejection may occur at a junctﬁre
that 1leads to less caution and more'abandon - thus providing a
more vulne%able setting for the first arrest. McCawley (1965)
adds that this eﬁotional precipitant need not necessarily be of a
sexual'nature. Henley (1975) observed that it was not‘.uncommon
for tLe ekhibifionist's wifehto be awafe that something is amiss,
several days before the act is committed. In view og these
findings, this investigation will attempﬁ to study any possible
precipitatiné factors.
The act of exposure is considered a male prerogafive.

Female exposure, if observed has always been considered
1dentifiable with the secondary type.

The aét\\of exposure may be in either a flaccid, semi-



L]
tumescent, or tumescent state. The exposure may range from

partial to total nudity.  The range may vary bdth on an inter-
individual and Vintra—individual basis. | Masturbagion may
accompany the act, but more often will follow.

" The exhibitionistic act in itself is considered sufficient
to produce the final gratification desired. Several
investigators’ have observea the 1lack of any further 'seiaal
ineereSt or desire for intimacy beyond the actual exposure (Mohr
EE; ‘QLL; 1964, Gigeroff, 1968, Rickles, 1968, Rooth, 1972,
Smukler, 1975). This statement is supported by the observation
that exposers almost always: exhibit _in public places that
virtually preciude the possibility3 of any further ~ sexual
intimacy. Gigeroff (1968) remarks on the exposer's apparent fear
of the victim, in part demonstrated by the épprecfhble dist&nce;f
separating both parties. From these/observations, the: extent of~‘

-

exposure, appears tb be a relevant factor to monitor in’ this

N J
/
/
{

+investigation.

A common characteristic of the exposure incident 'is the
apparent loyalty to the place and 31tuation, or modus operandi ‘of
the individual (Lasegue, 1877, East, 1924, Rickles, 1950, Mohr
et. al., 1964, Evans, 1970, ‘Rooth, 1975). The fact that the
exposure convictions rank higﬁest of all sexual convictions
(excluding rape and‘indecent assault) is in part att¥ibuted to

the repetitive and stereotyped pattern of exposing. " (Rickles,

}?:'1950’ Mohr et. ala, 1964).
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The choice of place is again left to individual preference,
although some similarities are.characterisfic. Arieff & Rotmén'
(1942) remarked that over fifty percent of their sample exposed
at 'or. near their own domicile. Most subsequent evidence has
disagreed, stating that the prefergntial place was in public and
open places. (Radzinowicz, 1957, Mohr g&# al., 1964, Gebhard et.
al., 1965). Interestingly, the perpetrator's automobile has been
considered as one of the main vehicles forbexposing (Mohr et.
al.,, Hackett, 197i, Macdonald, 1973). 1In view of the above, the
choice-of placé will be considered 'in the present investigation.
The exposer experiences definite cognitive ‘and ‘emotional
seqqplae immediately follow1ng the exposure incident.
| Guilt and shame appear to be the most prevalent subjectively
kperceived emotional responses (Peck, 1924, Maldonada, 1966,
Delteil, 1971, Smukler, 1975, Jones, 1977). Depféésion and
feélings of . transieht emotional relief appear to 'rank: second.
Curiously, sexual relief or satistaction have nét beén commonly
obéerved. ‘The present study will therefore attempt to ascertain
possible response patterns.
One of the most characteristic set of features identified
with the eprser is the apparent passivity, 'moéesty, relative
inéecurity, sensitivity, inferiority, and lack of assertiveness.

. (silverman, 1941, Rickles, 1942, Kopp, 1962, Mohr, et. al., 1964,
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McCawley, 196?). Gigeroff (1968) %escribes their‘backgrounds as
demonstrating Ian insecurity in social relations with school
achievement generaily lower, thle Séing t.ypically hard wogking
and conscientious. They were also low in frustration tolerance,
sensitive to criticism, and had backgrounds of strict sexual
mores. Hackett (1971) was impressed by the use o©of obsessive-
compulsive defenses as thetmajor_copingbtechnique.' Rooth (1975)

remarked that the personality features of immaturity, passivity,

and obsessionality were. particularly prevalent As, Well, a

difficulty in expressing aggre581on constructively was. also noted-ﬂfg

(Rooth, 1875). Wille (1972) on the basis of his study of 150

.exhibitionists' remarked that most appeared insecure, s$nsitive,

inhibited, bashful, immature, and passive. \

In contrast to the larger proportion of clinical opinion,
comparatively little has been offered in the way of psychometric

data on the personality, of exhibitionists. .

»

'Paitich (1957) administered Rorschachs, Wechsler Aduit
Intelligence Scales, Piéture Preference, and Blackys to ten
exhibitionists. Aﬁbng his findings, he considered féelingsv of
inferiority to be Significant és a bersonality variable. " Rubin
(1960) remarked on tﬁe importance of submissivéness in his study
of 16 exhibitionists by means of the Cattell's Sixteen P. F.

McCreary (1975) attempted to use the Minnesota Multiphasic

Personality inventory (M.M.P.1I.) on convicted exposers. - The

P
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5
sample was subdivided into: no prior cffenses, 1 -5 brevious
offenses, and 6 or over previous convictions. The greates extent
of personality disturbance was associated with a larger number of
previous offenses for persons convicted of indeceﬁt exposure,
The . first offenders had relatively normal profiles. . The most
fecidivistic offenders displayed highly elevated profiles that
indicate impulsivity, irfitability, distrust, estrangement, and
sexual adjustment problems.

Smukler (1975) also administered M.M.P.I.'s to a sample of
nineteen éxpoéers. The most significépt findings were those
related to the d;mensions of passivity, submissiveness, concern
about ' impressions as well as a tendency to deny the awareness of
angry feelings.

» The act of exposure is characteristicall§ performed before
Strangers only. (Rickles, 1942, Mohr et. al., 1964). In the
Mohr stﬁdy, only 4 6f 54 weren't strangers, of which three of
these four neighbours were inadvertant vicfims. It is generally
felt that anonymity helps to ensure the desired response and that
a relationship might ser&é to 'legitimize' the act. %ooth (1975)
remarks that the awareness may preclude incorporéting the victim
andA their reactions into one's fantasy. There is a ‘definite
trend towards exposure to the pubertal and pre;pubertal age range
(Arieff & Rotman, 1942, Hackett, -1971). The choicé of a-younger

object may be related to the individual's specific  age
~

N
\\

N
1Y



also relate to a need for assurance

%

‘be startled, shocked, impressed,

preference.- The choice mf‘

that the person selected wd&
. ugﬁ

or whatever the d951reqk;fs§¢ e, Rooth (1975) suggests that the

C A)\
oy \5‘«,

s pfe ~M;1n vaew of the exhibitionist's

pubertal range maw ‘ i

timidity and shyness with ad%it women. Teenagers may be less
critical, and are also less likely to respond sexually or inform
the police (Rooth, 1975). Gigeroff (1968) remarks that those
exposihg to adult females ‘tend to expose to females i?o are
alone, whereas when children are involved, the exposure is more

{~

commonly in groups.

L3

specific features such as race, attire, physical attributes,
education, appearance, may also influence the object choice. The
victim - fantasy may necessitate a woman who looks '"vulgar", or
"promiscuous"”, or even well educated aﬁd sophisticated. In other |
instanees, the stranger is choosen on a mere random, impulsive
manner.

The response either sought or achleved can be separated into
two categories. The ideal response intended by the exposer is
not necessarily consistent with the actual reation of the
audience. °

In terms of a preferred response intended, Evans (1970)
distingu;éhes. three common reactions: 1. fear and flight; 2.

indignation and abuse of the exposer; 3. pieasure and amusement.

geveral authors comment on the basic need for recognition and
SN ‘
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attention regardless of what form this reaction might involve.
(Hirning, 1947, Hirschfield, 1948, Rickles, 1968). Hirning (1947)
observed that several admitted to feeling vaguely disappointed
and crestfallen whenever a woman failed to take any cognizance of
the behavior. In most instances, however, the woman obliges by
responding visibly to the act.

Mohr et. al. (1964) has commented that true sexual
satisfaction, which Qndoubtedly may play a pdart in some cases, is
more of the byproduct or an addition to some more fundamental
motivation. Rooth (1975) emphasizes the importance of control
and dominance for a given moment as‘a significant motivation for
an otherwise Qnassertive £ndividual.

The asexual nature of the response can be inferred by
the pub}ic nature of the act, as well as by the large proportion
of pubescent and pre-pubescent witnesses, and thé fact that
exposures often ‘occur while the victim is in the company of
others.

Jones (1977) on the basis of fifteen exhibitionists,
reported on the 1deal affective résponse s;licited from the
women. Nine indicated that pleasufe was the preferred response,
while two ideqtified feér. Four of the sample were unable to
identify a specffic preference.

Gittleson (1978) interviewed forty-four female victims of

indecent exposure, oOf which one-third had been victimized on two
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or more occasions. Based on this aggregate of 67 exposures,
Gittleson reports 38 (57%) who recalled fear, 20 (30%) disqust, 6
(9%) anger, 10 (15%) curiosity, 8 (12%) amusement, 4 (6%) pity.,
and 1 (1%) embarrassment. Gittleson observes the significance of
age as a variable as victims under the age of 16 were twice as
likely to recall fear as an 'immediate ;esponse to the incident as
victims over the age of 16. Mohr et. al. (1964) remarks that a
positive reaction and possible advance by the victim would most
likely precipitate panic and anxiety in the eXxposer and é
probable response of flight.

Thefe are varyiny opinions as to the contributing role of
alcohol. East (1924) observed that 9 exhibitionists of a sample
of - 101 were considered alcoholic. Arieff & Rotman (1942) noted
that in their sample of 100 exposers, 28 hea alcoholism as a
contributing factor. Ellis and Brancale (1956) noted that
alcohol was either a;sociated or a precipitant in 29% of his
sample. Hirning \§4947) reported a 25% 4incidence of alcohol -
related exposures ig his studX: Henninger (1941) reported that
11 of 51 exhibitionisfs either had‘ alcoholic problems oOr
precipitated the act of exposure by alcohol consumption.

The consumption of alcohol may serve to Dbuffer personal
feelings of self-worth as well as alleviate anxiety that often
preludes the act of exposure. The offender may use alcohol as

elther an excuse or a means to deny involvement after the fact as
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a form of deviance disavowal. In view of the past significance
of alcohol, its rolehis felt worthy for consideration in the
present study.

Feelings of sexual inadequacy may accompany a history of
indecent exposure, Rooth (1974) indicates that all 12 of his
sample reported heterosexual difficulties such as, premature
ejaculation, erectile impotence, or failuré of ejaculation.
Hackett (1971) reported that 19% had experienced difficulties
with premature ejaculation while 5% reported periodic impotence.
Gebhard et. al. (1965) reported that 25% of their total sample
‘were 1impotent at one time. This figure rose to 33% when
considering only 'patterned exhibitionist group'.

Barlow (1974) differentiates four distinct components of
sexual functioning: 1. gender role behavior; 2. heterosexual
skills; 3. deviant arousal patterns; 4. heterosexual arousal
patterns. Barlow suggests that distinct patterns of deviant
arousal are relatively independent and may be treated separately
with 1little effect on each other. This also supports  the
position that eihibitionism may appear together with one or even
several other forms of deviant arousal patterns. In a separate
investigation ~of the literature (Munroe, 1978) a history of
exposing was jdentified along with the following: voyeurism,
homosexuality, frotteurism, pedophilia, rape, obscene phone call,

sado-masochism; fetishism, and transvestism. The greatest co-
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existoence was for voyeurism (N = 1%), then homosexual ity (N = 8)
and frotteurism (N = 7). For this reason, the following

investigation will seck to determine a possible relationship with

other deviant arousal patterns.

The Development of Exhibitionists

Dxnhqgc Formulations

\

Briéfly, Freud (1962) postulated that libidinal energies
proceed along erogenous  zones, including: oral, anal, ureth;al,
and genital. In psychosexual development, each of the zones
becomes sensitized in progression and hence, becomes an outlet
for dischafge of sexual excitation. In normal development, the
genitai zone finally achieves primacy in this function.
Exhibitionism along with other perversions were viewed in termf
of a regression or fixation to an earlier mode ofﬁ’infantile
sexuality. This fixation 1is not total, however, as the
exhibitionist 1is often 1in fact able to coﬁbinw a pattern of
exposing with the ability to obtain genital orgasm. Freud felt
that the exhibitionistic act serves to utilize an infantile form
of expression as a means of overcoming the obstacle to genital

orgasm,

In terms of stage development, Freud identified the Oedipal
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level ‘asi the pivotal 1andmark whose successful resolution
eventually determines whether one's sexual videﬁ£ity and
development progress to maturity.
.Thébcompulsion to exhibit...is also closely depefident on the
castration complex: it is a means of congtaq£ly insi;Eing
upon the integrity of the subéet's own (male) genitals and

it reiterates his infantile satisfaction at the absence of a

penis in those of women. |

[Freud, 1962, p. 231 |

Freud earlier identified nexhibitionsim as a ' preverse
instinct but later modified this hypothesis by describing acts of
exposing as being regarded aé defeﬂsive formatiods through which
"the person attempts to overcome cggg;ation anxiety.

Fenichel (1945) emphasized the role .of exposing as a
reassurance against castration anxiety sécondary to Oedipal
guilf.  He éxplaihed that the exposure serves to alleviate. his
owﬁ seﬁse gf castration fear. - Finally, Fenichel explains that
the act represents an indire&t plea for the audience to possibly
@recig;ocate the gesture;

Rickles ;(1950) views exhibitionism as an obéessive -
compulsive ﬁeurosis. " This neﬁroﬁic symtom is vbased on - the
integral role of the mother who is considered narcissistic and
motiVatéd by strong peﬁisvenvy. The seeming_ cafelessness',in
executing the act and noted higher rate of appféhension and

conviétions‘ is thus .explained by the neurotic pattern of

Karpman

.. unconsciously inviting apprehension and punishment.
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g . oy
reiterates"the emphasis on mother who frequently, "cultiyates
their exhibitionistic and narcissistic eendencies (Karpman, 1954,
p.. 197)". Karpman considered situationai stress as contributing
significanfly to precipitating a regression to the earlier point
of tixation, Wthh in turn leads to the act of exposure. éloller
(1975) adds that this stress need not necessarily be of a sexual
nature. Stoller views an act of exposure ‘as motivated prlmarlly
by hostility and rage towards the sex object - the essential
purpose consistlng of a desire to feel superior to, or triumphant
over the other. (Stoller, 1975). The triumph is inherent on the
perceived hfeeling of being in control - while the attendant risk

involved merely adds to the. excitement. Strangers are therefore

preferred as sexual objects, in order to ensure a greater sense

~ of control over the victim's reaction.

‘Learning Theory Approaches to Exhibitionism

" In terms of learning theory, exhibitionism is viewed as
ecquired behavior that has developed in the person's sexual
repetoire, usuale during adolescence. Evans (1968) sujgests
that masturbation accompanied by exhibitlonlstic fantasies can
act to substantiate the Alearning process between déviant
episodes. . He tested this hypothesis on two  groups of
exhibitionists and demonstrated that those reporting a history of

masturbation together with exposing fantasies proved more
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difficult to decondition than those failing to report a similar

combination. McGuire (1965) suggests the possible significant

‘ implicationsfof one - trial leérning from an earlier crucial, but

often accidental sexual experience. He states that one earlier

» episbde need not necessarily create long—term persistence,

although intermittent daily urges and fantasies may perpetuate
the‘habit - strength. The original act may serve to supply the
fantasy, then masturbation'may act as a subsequent reinforcer in
mainﬁaining the habit - strength. The degr;e and intensity of
the exhibitibnism may be determined in part by such variables as
length of ﬁime exposing, frequency of acting out, and the type of
masturbatofy fantasy.

.Hosford (1975) remarksl that the act of .exposure can be
maintained by anxiety reduction. The exposure cah be reinforcing
since -sexual arouéal lowers anxiety. This behavior may become'
vefy reinforcing- Eo‘ an anxious or fearful person, who may
concentrate cg; the exposure and thus cut sut other competing
stimuli, As Qell, Hosford maintains that the viewer's reations
may prove reinforcing if the perpetrator has few coméeting life‘

-

reinforcements.

Behavioral Treatments

Behavior therapy is based on the assumption. that maladaptive

behaviors have been acquired acbording to estblished laws of

P “



21

learning and that any successful treatment must coincide with
this same theoretical basis. Those techniques.described in the
treatment of exhibitionism have included aversion therapy,
cohvert sensitization, systematic desensitizat:ion, and social
reinfércement‘therapy.

-~ Wolpe (1958) provided one of the earlies: iescripﬁions of
aversion treatment in his account of pairing a mild electrical
shock with an exhibitionistic fantasy, such that a conditioned
reflex was established. |

Kushner and Sandler (1966) advocate that in superimposing
the aversive event with the exposing fantasy, the punishment be
paired with fantasies that approximate the "in vivo"
circumstances as élose}y as possible. Evans (1968) reports
success employing an anticipitory avoidance paradign in which
deviant, normal, and neutral slides of phrases afe utilized in an
instrumﬁﬁfal -escape condition. Fookes (1969} required some
subjects to either visualize a typical exposure situation (N = 2)
or, in some cases, actually expose Ehemselves (N = 5) under
treatment conditions, while juxtaposing the aversive event.

Abel et. al. (1970) emphasized the role of fantasy as well
as the value of assessing the sequence of discrete\behaviors that
culminate in the final exposure. . Treatment consisted of
preparing . tapes, divided into three sequential segments, that

would relate to a typical exposure situation. The associated
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shock was thus conditioned to the final segment, then later to
the middle, and finally to the initial phase. For any shock
segment, the subject could elect to escape the shock ségment,
contigent on Q}s verbalizing and fantasiiing alternate, hon—
deviant, sexual behavior. |

Callahan and Leitenberg (1973) compared aversion with covert
sensitization for two exhibitiqnists and found no significant
differences between the two approaches. Rooth and Marks (1974)
compared both approaches for 12 exhibitionists. Their results,
- however, favoufed aversion probedures.over self?regulation.

A hypothesis derived from aversion therapy was developed by
Michael Serber (1970) in his work at Atascedero Hospital,
Caiifornia, in what he describes as shame aversion thérapy. It
consists of allowing a willing subject, who is embarréssed or
self-conscious about the exposure to rehearse the act on demand
in an environmental context that.closely adheres to actual 1life
evénté. The process induces enough shame that itl strongly
inhibited the urge to subsequently perform  the act. Later
clinicians (Reitz and Keil, 1971, Stevenson and Jones, 1972,
Wickramasekera, 1972) have reported similar positive results.

Cautela (1966, 1971) introduced covert sensitization, a term
which implies that neither the hndesirable stimulus nor the
avegsive agent need.be present, Tﬁé_sexuallstimuli_are presented

; in imagination only, although slides, phrases, tape recordings,

L)
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or erotic materials may be intrecduced to facilitate the process.
Cautela states that gpe noxious punishment, presented in fantasy
contiguously with the previously reinforced iesponse initially'on
a continuous basis, will effectively reduce the frequency of the
undesired' response on both a long lasting and permanent basis.
Although Cautela has not directly made reference to applying this

procedure for exhibitionism, - Burdick (1972) provides empirical

support based . on his evaluation and treatment of six

" exhibitionists.

The effectiveness of covert sensitization has been extended

more recently with the introddction of olfactory aversion

_therapy. Maletzky (1974) employed a noxious smelllng substance

(ie, valeric acid) to assist or bolster the covert sensitization
procedure with ten exhibitionists. The results, although
uncontrolled, did demonstrate excellent results, after a 12 month
interval evaluation.

Finaily, the choice of systematic desensitization in the
treatment of. exhibitionism has been employed in circumscribed
instances where the urge to expose apparently relates to internal.

anxiety and tension which concludes ultimately with the act of

exposure. . Earlier successes have been reported by Wolpe (1958),

Bond and Hutchinson (1960), Hutchinson (1962), Rognant (1965),

and Lowenstein (1973).
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Group Treatment

One of the earlier attempts to involve convicted

exhibitionists in group treatment has been that of the Toronto

Forensic Clinic (Paitich, 1960, Turner,;1961). Turner describes

positive results after four years ope%ation of a group that
involved 30 exhibitionists at varing times. Paitich (1960) found
similar positive results in his experience iﬁﬁdéaling with the
wives of exhibitionists in groups. “

Rosen (1964) reports on group  treatment for 13

exhibitienists (X group sessions = 23) for whom no reconvictidns

were reported following a 20 month period after treatment.

witzig (1968) deséribed a group treatment progt*am that
involved 25 exhibitionists. Although the entrance criteria were
‘selective, he reports only one reconviction, based on a 2 1/2
year span following treatment.

Mathis and Collins (1970) worked with 32 exhibitionists with

group treatment of which 17 of the original sample graduated at

the time of study without any repeat of fenders. The use of group

' processes . in dealing with the exhibitionistic patient has also

'been reported as viaﬁle by Freese (1972), Peters (1972), and
Kentsmith (1974). The efficacy of a group modél appears to have
the advantage. of economy. As well, each member may obtain
benefits both from _ihteracting and helping those with a
homogenous typé of problenm. bThe group may also provide the
thérapist with a - better ‘undegstanding the individual's

interactions with others.
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Method

in order to study the characteristics‘ surrounding the
exhibitionist, the following procedures were 'undertéken: (a)
selection of the subjects, (b) selection of instruments, (c)

structured - interview procedure, and (d) anaiysis of thé data.

Subjects

The subjects were 20_exhibitionists residing within the
province of Alberta. The individualsiwere introduqed to the
ﬂwriter through . the helpful co-operation of Regional Mental Heaith
Services, Edmonton, Adult Probation Services, Edmonton as well as
the Forensic Services of the Alberta Hospital Edmonton. The
content and intention of the study was fully explained, then
authorized through the Research and Ethics Committees of each of
the agencies. Likewise, each of the individuals notified was .
informed as to the nature and intent of the study, with attention
drawn to the.anonymity assured to each candidate. In drawing from.
threg'rather independent sources, the author attempt:; to includé
as diversified a sample as possiple. The selection process
included a wider range ofv social services, rather than
concentrating the sample in one agency alone. The Gebhard Study
(Gebhard gg; al., '1965) for examg}e, relied solely on a prison

population, thus limiting the offender profile  to  those.

encountered in a prison setting.

25
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The age distribution of the part}pipants ranged from 15 to 35
years of age-with a méan of 24. In?ividual% wi;h at least one
c%pviction for indecent exposure were included in the sample. Thbse
individuals demonstrating a history of sexual convictions other
than indecent exposure weré not necessarily excluded from the
sémple. Exposing behavior was not contingent on a clinical
diagnosis but rather based on a legal conviction for indecent
exposure,

Individuals were not excluded from the study on the basis of
ethnic origin, occupation, education or religion. Interestingly,
only two of the twenty-five individuals approadhed, declined
ﬁarticipation in the study. Three additional candidates were
excluded on the basis of incompleteness of data (ﬁ =. 2) and
ihtellectual underdevelopment (N = 1). = In selecting the %ample,
the author excluded those individuals with either a historzvthat

A

included psychosis or mental deficiency.

Subjects were consecutively cho;en as they became involved
with either of the three agencies mentioned during the period
from April 1978 to December 1978. Six of the twenty individuals
solicited were involved in a pilot group therapy programme for
exhibitionists, operated.by the writer at Mental Health Services,
Edmonton. In terms of the overall validity of the information
collected, it was noted that generally many of ﬁhe individuals

approacﬁed related an almost identical sense of relief in

disclosing their former clandestine activity.



» Instruments

The psychometric instruments used in this study were the
Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory‘(M.M.P.I.) and the
Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale (W.A.I.S.).

The Wwechsler Adult Intelligence Scale (W.A.I.S.) was
developed by David Wechsler in an attempt to obtain a standarized
instrument to assess intellectual ability in an adult. The scale
is comprised of six Verbal tasks (information, comprehension,
arithmetic, similarities, digit span and vocabulary) and five
performance: tasks (digit symbol, picture completibn, block
design, p;cture arrangement and object assembly). The
-standarization‘ of the scale is based on norms developed on the
pasis of a sample of 1700 adults. The W.A.I.S. 1is generally
considered the most representative of all intellectuél measures
in terms of its ability to obtain an overall measure ‘of
intellectual capacity.

The Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory (M.M.P.I.)
is an objective, forced choice, personality inventory, developed
by Starke  Hathaway and J. Charnely McKinley in 1942 (revised
1947). The instrument, comprised of 566 items was originally
developed to providev scores on traits, characteristic of
psychological disturbance. The M.M.P.I. has an advantage in the
investigation of a clinical population, in part because of the
_validating scales (L, F, K.) Elevations that surpass established

cut-off scores (either singly or in combination) are helpful 1in

an S
¥ )
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the detection of faked response patterns., The instrument has
developed a good deal of well deserved respect in part due to the
attempts to verify onh construct validity (Loevingér 1972) and

réliability (Mauger 1972, Schubert and Fiske 1973).

The M.M.P.I. has been regarded as the instrument of choice
whenever objective assessment involving the more serious
psychopathologies is required. 4 factor analysis of 16 P.F. and
M.M.P.I.'s was completed (Williams et.al., 1972) that

demonstrated that M.M.P.I.'s are preferred within ‘psychiatric

<3gttings.
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Questionnaire-Interview

i
As well as thé Administration of a W.A.I.S. and M.M.P.I., each
subject responded to a 51 item questionnaire intended
specifically in obtaining information rzlatinc to the act of
exposure (Sexual History  Questionnaire, p. 607, - The
questionnaire was developed after an extensive review of the
professional literature on exhibitionism. It is intended to
cover the majority of the majof issues relating to the "act of
exposure. Generally, the questionna;re covérs the dynamics of
the offender, the circumstances of the act of exposure as well as
information relating to the witness or victim. Each
questionnaire was administered in an objective manner, attempting
always to avoid influencing possible response patterns. The
ordinal sequence of administration involved the completion of the
sex questionnaire, followed by the W.A.I.S., before final
completion of the M.M.P.I.. The questionnaires were administered
individually in order to ensure a full understanding of the
directions and to offer assistanci to anyone who might have
difficulties reading the questions. Identification of leach
questionnaire was completed by a coding system in order to
further assure confidentiality as well as to encourage candidness

whenever possible.

Data Analysis

W.A.I.S. results included both a verbal score as well as a

performance score, together with an overall intelligence quotient
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score. An overall mean score was computed on the basis of the
above, |

M.M.P.I. results were hdna—scored, k-corrected and tabulated
for) each subject. The mean score was then computed for each of
the individual scales. A mean configuration was then plotted in
order to outline the average M.M.P.I. scale score of the sample.

These results were then discussed and compared to the prxevious

research on exhibitionist samples.
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CHAPTER IV
RESULTS

In terms of age at the time of the most recent conviction,
the present study noted that 16 of the 20 exposers (80 percent)
were between 20 and 29 years, with a range of 15 - 35 years, and
an average age of 24 years (Table 2). This percentage is greater
than the 1964 figures reported by Mohr et. al. (1964) which noted
that 35 of 54 exposures (65 percent) fell within the same age
bracket. Mohr determlned an average age of 25 for his sample.
As well a similar mean age was determined in a separate gxoup of
31 offenders who had not been referred by the court (Mohr et.
al., 1964). The Cambridge study (Radzinovicz, 1957) reported
that 31.6 percent fell between 21 and 29 years of age (N=490)
while the Denver, Colorado sample (N=185), compiled by Macdonald
(1973) produced 35.5 percent within this same age distribution.
The mean age of 24 is likewise consistent with the average age of
29 reported by the California study (Frisbie and Dondis’, 1965) as
well as the 26.5 year average (N=135) found by Gebhard (Gebhard
et. al., 1965), thus lending support to the statement that the
age distribution of those convicted of exposing is ;elatlvefy
young.

hAge of Onset: The age of onset of exposing as reported by
the offender, infrequently coincides with the age at the time of
the first conviction. Thus Mohr (Mohr et. al., 1964) found that

the mean age of onset was 19.4 years. They feport that the peak

31
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@f the exhibitionists'behavior'ocCUrs as approximately age 25
while the onset cof symptoms clusters in two major periods, one in
mid—pubertyA and. the other in the early twenties. The present
sfudy (N=20) found the mean age of onset of exposing to be 16.9
“’yeafs, with a reported range of 12 t5 22/y§ars of aée, (Table 3)
The age at the time of the fifét éharge of indecent exposure
was determined for the present sample.  The accuracy of the>data\
.is' depéndent on the reliqpility of the.informants as Qell as the
accuracy of the criminal records. The mean age (N=15) was
calculated at 19 (x ;718.86), with a range distributed between 14
and 26hye§r§_of age. (Table 4). , This compares favourably with
the Foiensié Clinic study which noted that more offendéré were
first chargea' at‘TS than any other time in their £eens. Mohr
(Mohr‘ggL_ al., 1964) observed thét on;y 1i$#had been charged for
the. firsf time after the age of 30. Thé bresent study did not
contaig ahy offendé;s who offended for tﬁg‘first.time after the
age of 30. |
{%Tom the daLa presentéd; it thus appéars that exhibitionism
occurs essentially from eqr{y ﬁhberty to the late .twenties with
the greatest intensity aréﬁnd the mid twehties.‘ Although no
insténces, of exhibitionism were found with individuals over the
age of 35, Mohr's observatlon of three instanées would appear
valid (Mohr et. al., 1964). On the basis of his sample,

exhibitionism over the age of 35 rarely occurs and appears
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usually . in connection with other factors, such e.as alcoholism,

oyéanic deterioration, or in the pmesence of other deviations.

Marital Status: The Toronto stu{iE(N=54) determined that 6&

percent’ were married at the tlmef of conviction and/or the

occurence of the offense, while the remaining 37 percent were
single (Mohr et. _l_ 1964). Frisbie and Dondis (1965) reported
that 46 percent were marrled while 31 percent were single while
another 22 percent had been formerly married. East (1924) in his
study of 150 exhibitionists noted 60 percent married, 38 percent
single and 2 percent widowed. Taylor (1947) reported 61 percent
married and 39 percent single. Finally, Arieff -and Rotman (1942’
reported 62 percent single and 38 percent married while McCleary
(1975) notes 45 percent single, 43 percent married, 8 percent
divorced znd the remainder either separated of widowed. . In
contrast to the majority of research, this study revealed that 75
E ant were single with 10 percent’ divorced, 10 percent
separated and only 5 percent married. The higher proportion of
single individuals ;puld be reasoned in part, Dby the lowerr age
oistributions found in t@%s studf.

Intelligence and Education: Mohr et. al. (1964) reports that 28

percent had 7 years or less formal education, 57 percent had 8
through 10 years of education, while 15 percent had i1 or more
yeare of education. The present sample of twenty notes. 30 percent

having 8 years or less formal education while 45 percent
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completed some high school with 15 percent actual graduates.
Five percent graauated from University while another five percent
graduated with a professional degree.

In terms of intelligence quotienﬁﬁ(I.Q.), Mohr in his sample
of -47 (Mohr et. al., 1964) found the tested I.Q.'s (Wechsler
adult | Intelligence Scaie) to be of essentially normal
distribution with a mean of 103.6. 1f anything, the study
considered' the majority to be underachievers., The verbal and
performance scales revealed no significant - 'differences.
Macdonald (1973) remarks that exhibitionists tend to have higher
iﬁt?lligence than other sex foendere, although the percentage
with above-average intelligence (13 percent) stild falls below
the incidencefof pereons with above-average intelligence in the
general population (25%).

The Wechsler Adult intelligence Scale was administered to
the twenty volunteers who partieipated in the present study
(Tab e 5). %he mean . verbal score was 95.75 ¢with a mean
per%§§mance@ scale score of 98.55 for an overall full-scale score
average of 96.95. These results are only slightly skewed below

the mean in contrast to Mohr's report of a slight elevation

ool :
fowards the upper range of average. The overall results of the
"

- present study however confirm:the inference of an essentially -

. (‘;\% N
normal distribution of I.Q. scores.

A

Personality Tests./ In a study of 19 exhibitionists, Smukler and

Schiebel (1975) aghinistered Mlnnesota Multi-phasic Personality
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Inventories (M.M.P.I.). The mean proﬁiles obtained - revealed
elevations on the D séale, Pd scale as well as the Sc scale,
although none surpassed the 70 elevation. The authors
interpretation of the results accofding to Gelberstadt and Duker-
(1965) suggests, "a mildly schizoid personality -pattern, with
hints of a sense of chronic alienation‘from self and others (Pd?ﬁ
Sc) a sporadic lack of ego mastery (Sc, Pt), subdued mood (D),
and a tightly éuppressed reSentfﬁllness of ones fate in the world
(Pd)." (Smukler and Schiebel, 1975).

In the Washington study (Nichols, 1971) a cross-section of
sex of fenders 'cluding exhibitionists) were ddministered
M.ﬁzﬁglﬁ's (N=200) . Scales F, 4, 8, 5, and 7 were significantly
elevazia, scoring in a predominantly '4, 8" pattern.
Interestingly with the post-treatment population, Scales 7 and 8
dropped at least one standard deviation, with Scéles F and 2
deélining, the K Scale iﬁbréving, and Scales 4 and 5 remaining
elevated.

In the present study the means of the M.M.P.I., K -
corrected raw score were calculated (Table 6 & 7). As weli, th%y
respective elévationS‘for each subscale have been calcuiated and -
the profile plotted. (see Figure 1). The overall results reveal
some similarity to the results discussed by Nichols (1971) for
sex offenders in general. Scales F, 4, 7, and 8 were all
significantly elevated, scoring similarly in a predominantly '48'

pattern. McCleary (1975) presented findings that likewise
) | /



36

suggested a predominantly '84' pattern within this chronic
subgroup that presented the greétes£ recidivigm; He describes
this profile as indicating, "impulsivity, irritability, distrust,
estrangemént and sexual adjustment problems."” He adds further
that these findings tended to be consistent with clinically

derived postulations.

Alcohol and Drug: The role and importance of alcohol or drug
ingestion prior to an offence of exposing if a difficuit one ‘to
assess. The significance of alcohol or drugs as a coﬁtributing
factor becomes more difficult when one considers that more than
likely the majority of indecent exposures are not cle;red by
arrest. Very little research in the leEerafure has attempted to
ascertain the role of alcohol in the commission of the offence.
Arieff and Rotman (1942) noted that 28 percent of their study-had
related alcohol problems, while Ellis and Brancale (1956) noted
29 percent and Hirning (1947) observed 25 percent incidence of
alcohol related problems. The present study noted a .greatér
trend towards the incidence of alcohol prior to the actual
exposing incident. Alcohol was reportedly used prior to the
commission of the offense by 85 percent of the present sample,
while marijuana or other street drugs was reported by 35 percent.

. Sexual Behavior: Several 1nvestigators have commented on Ithe

exhibitionists previous difficulties in making a heterosexual
adjustment.‘ (Henninger 1941, Arieff and Rotman, 1942, Hirning

1947, Smith et. al., 1961, Gebhard et. al., 1965, Hackett, 1971).
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Very 1little information,' hqrever, has been obtained on the
individualé psychosexual milestones. In the present study, "50
bercent of the individuals disclosed that masturbation in the
past "had been accompanied by exposure fantasies. ;ooth (1974)
reported that 9 of 12 exposures treated (75 percent) reported
masturbatory activity with exposure fantasies. Evéns (1968) on
the basis of learning theory.commented that the tendency to
masturbate to deviant‘fantasy (ie. exposing) appeérs to increase
the habit strength wof the sexually deviant behavior, thus
creating a situation that is ultimately counter—cénducive to a
successful treatment outcome.

Very 1little information is available on the backgrounds of
. exhibitionists in terms of ‘the presence of other - sexual
;preferences. In reviewing a, large percentage of available
1itera;ure on exhibitionism since 1920 (Munroe, 1978) it ‘was
noted that exposing occured most frequently along with a history
of voyeurism (N=15}, followed by homosexuality (N=8) and
frotteurism tN=7), ‘(Table 8). The present study noted one
instance rélated to obscene phone calls and one report of
trespass by night (voyeurism). Intere;tingly, six individuals
(30 percent) had historiesbof at least one indecent assault
charge.

Both impotence as well as premature ejaculatiog ‘have been
reported in the histories of those convicted for indecent

exposure. Gebhard (Gebhard et. al., 1965, Rcoth, 1974). Gebhard
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(Gebhard et.al., 1365) noted that 25 percent had experienced
impotence at some time. '~ He observed that many exbosures may use

exhibitionistic fantasies in order to either achieve or maintain

.an erection. - In the present study, 50 percent (N=10) reported a

history of >periodic impotence while 30 percent (N=6) reported
histories of premature ejaculation.

Act of Exposure: The location for the act of exposure was not

- found to be at or near the offender's domicile, as suggested by

T TR
e

earlier research (Arieff and: Rotman, 1942). The choice of
location was relatively homogeneous. The choice of parks
appeared most often (N=6) followed b&b city .streets (N=5),
automobiles (N=4), victims house/window (N=3) and buse§ {N=3).
The remaining choices included parking 1lots, hotels, sQimming
pools, apartmentsn shopping centers, school grounés, theatres,
alley and libraries. One individual often responded with two or
three typical locations. The responses often included the
qualification of not having any undercover policeﬁan or male

wifhin view, It appeared that the allocation was at times based
on the sexual arousal identified with the individual 1location.
This was in turn combined with. the pragmatig and realistic
motivation of disallowing the possibility of a third party or
witness (ie male). One individual statéd a preference for
libraries or buses. This” locale would greatly limit the chances
of the victim 'making a public scene' as taiking to strangers was

uncommon in these settings. The present findings do agree with
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the early report of Lasegue (1877) that exhibitionists do tend to

return to the same place repeatedly.  The habit of repeating an

‘almost identical 'modus operandi' frequently contributed to the

of fenders' capture.

It was likewise noted that the tendency to expose in either
public or semi-public locales practically dismissed the
possibility of sexual contact as an‘intent of the offender.
Sexual contact at the time of the exposure was virtually
precluded by the very nature of the exposing situation itself.

When questioned as to the precipitating factors prior to
exposing, the respondents indicated a variety of individual
factors. The most frequent factor occurring prior to exposing
was the combination of feelinés of depression together with the
consumption of alcohol (N=f). The next 1leading combination
involved feelings of personal_réjection occurfing together 'With
feelings of sexual arousal. Clearly, the 4$ajority (N=15)

identified personal feelings of conflict as opposed to strictly

feelings of sexual excitement. Other. factors included the

following: -eading or viewing erotic materials, fantasing the -

victim naked, fantasizing sexual assault, dressing in female
apparel, feelings of anxiety, feelings of anger, feelings of
lonéliness, feelings of  frustration, as well as marital strife.
It was apparent in the inteérviews, although not documented
directly in the questionnaire, that the act of exposure

frequently related to a period of heiéhtened stress or anxiety.
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This was then channeled into alcohol abuse as well as a possible
exposure incident, The urge to expose often occurred whenx the
individual was experienceing feelings of rejection or ‘isolation
from a meaningful female partner. This observation closely
coincides with that observed by Mohr et. al. (1964) and Smith et.
al. (1961). These authors remarked on the tendency to act out ip

the face of an emotional crisis, which frequently involved a -

female. .

An attempt was made to determine what (if any) emotional
response(s) was experienced immediately .after the exposure
incident.‘ The most frequent response was that of'guilt (N=4),
followed by depression (N=3), fear (N=3) and no response at all
(N=3). The respondents seldom gave one response alone but rather_
anh admixture of feelings that frequently were contradictory in
nature (eg. sexually aroused and disgust). Other _ responses
included: denial of experience, disgust, relief of tehsion,
sexual arousal,‘ anger at self, disappointment, as well as ;hame
or embarrassment. The overall pattern of responses suggest that
the experience preduced feelings of unpleasantness as opposed to
an inner feeli;g of purely sexual gratification or ple;;ﬁre.r

several respondents noted that the exposure leading to the
arrest differed from previous episodes in showing greater risk

taking and consequently less caution and more abandon. This

observation, noted earlier by Rickles (1942) and Rooth (1975) may
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suggest less regard for the self in part as the result of a
recent emotional impact. .

In terms of the actual act of exposure, the respondents were
asked how often an erection accompanied the exposure. Twenty
percent (N=4) responded 'never', 30 percent (N=6) answered '
sometimes', 20 percént (N=4) replied 'almost always' while 30
percent (N=6) replied affirmatively for the answer 'always'.
When asked how often the indecent{exposure happened suddenly, the
respondents replied: 1) 10% - never; 2) 35% - sometimes; 3) 10? -
often; 4) 35% - almost always; 5) 10% - always. As well, the
question was asked whether the exposer felt in a 'fog mentally
or that things were unreal during the exposure'. Forty-five
* ‘percent of the responses fell within the 'almost always' (35%)
and 'always' (10%) categories. The validity of this reported -
finding 1is somewhat tentat;ve in view of the commonly observed
ltendency for sexual offenders to disavo&uthemselves from the act
or at least diminish their responsibility or role in the actual
performance, |

The actual act of exposure occurred while fully tumescent in
30% (N=6), while semi—tumescént in 30% (N=6) and while flaccid in
30% (N=6). Two respondents answered affirmatiQely for all three
alternates. Sixty-five Ipercent (N=13) indicated that the
exéosure was accompanied by masturbatory activity while 35% (N=7)

denied mastufbation during the exposure incident. . In terms of
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the 13 who indicated that masturbation accompanied the act, 54%
(N=7) confirmed that the act of masturbation culminated in orgasm
while 46% (N:G)nconfirmed an anorgasqic response.

*?he respondents were asked whether masturbation ever
occurred while alone immediately following the act of exposure.
Seventy-five percent (N=15) replied affirmatively while 25% (N=5)
indicated that masturbation did not generally follow the act of
exposing.

The question was asked as to whether the offender. ever tried
to have sexual relations with the intended witness. Twenty-five
percent (N=5) answered affirmatively while 75% (N=15) answered
negatively, The relatively higher percentage responding
affirmatively contradicts prior research (Mohr et. al., 1964) and
may lreflect the larger number of exposegg with histories of
offences relating to indecent assults. ‘

When asked whether they ever felt an urge .to have sexual
relations with the witness, regardless of aﬁ§kaétual ‘attempts,
80% (N=16) answered positively while only 26&'”(N=4)' responded
negafively.

Finally, 40% (N=8) admitted to having used 'vulgar' language
during the commission of the exposure while 60% (N=12) denied the
accompanying use of 'profane' language.

Characteristics of Victim: Exhibitionists seldom expose to

someone with whom they are previously familiar. ~Only 10% (N=2)
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ackn;wledged the fact that the exposure took place with someone
who was prior acquaintance. This need for anonymity was likewise
observed by Mohr (Mohr et. al., 1964) who reported that only four
victims were known to the offender. Gebhard (Gebhard et. al.,
1965) noted that 92% exposed to strangers. One respondent in the
present study exposed to-.someone who inadvertently recognized him
which precipitated his inclusion in the current study.

The intended reactjon .of the victim differs with the
personality of the exhibitionist. Previous investigations have
emphasized the éver—riding need for such reactions as pleasure and
amusement (Ellis 1933), response of being impressed (Apfelberg
et. al., 1944) and fear or shock (Allen 1969). The majority in
the current s&udy (N=6) indicated sexual arousal as the preferred
reaction on the part of the witness, on viewing the act of
exposure. The only other common response elicited was that of
fear (N=5) on the part of the victim. Other responses obtained
inc}uded: disqust, fascinated or impressed, curious, torment,
anégr and surprise. This pattern appears to coincide somewhat
with that discribed earlier by Evans. (Evans, 1970). The
classification of desired responses were categorized as fear and
flight, indignation and abuse of the exposer, as well as pleasure
and amusement. It would appear at least that some response
conﬁingency is imperative for each exposure incident. One
respondent indicated that the only reaction which tended to

decrease the attraction of the exposing incident was that
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laughter. kS

The actual charateristics of the girl may prove significant
in deciding on the ultimate choice of victim, Several
respondents (N=4) indicated a preference for attractive females.
Related fo this factor is the apparent choice involving a victim
displaying 'provocative' apparel. (eg. "tight pants'", "short
dresses"). The other characteristic most heavily favored was the
age factor (N=4). The tendency was most commonly within the 15-
25 age distribution. Other idiosyncratic attributes included:
not very attractive or slightly obese, appears sexually naive,
oriental, displays pink clothing, non-threatening attitute and
'not of negro race'. One respondent made the comment that the
specificity of choice rested partly on the temperal lag since the
last exposure episode.

Fiqglly, in ninety-five percent of the cases (N=19), the
exposer preferred the witness to be alone.. In only one instance
(58) did the of fender deny any preference in terms of whether the

witness was alone cor accompanied by one or more women.

*
.y

.



CHAPTER FIVE

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSTON

This study \ sought to identify some of the common

characteristics observed in a group of 20 men, convicted ofr,

indecent exposure.
The subjects of this study were 20 .individuals contacted

through Regional Mental Health Services, Edmonton, Adult

obation Services, Edwmonton as well as the Foremsic @ Services,
i erta Hospital, Edmonton. The ages of the participants ranged
from 15 to 35 years of age. Several participants included in the
sample (N=7) had participated earlier in a group therapy project
for men convicted of indecent exposure. |

Each of the voluntary subjects were individually
administered a Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale as well as a
Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory, if these results
were not already available on recent files. As well, a
comprehensive questionnaire, was administered that was intended
to ascertaié specific information relating to the exposer, the
of fence as well as the victim. Objective data was gathered from
the personality instrument (M.M,P.I.) in order to determine
possible personality similarities common to the group as a whole.

A number of variables have been advanced as common
characteristics of the 20 exhibitionists observed in this study.

The exhibitionists' age at the time of the most recent conviction

was relatively young (ie 20-29 years) as was the age range at the

45
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time when the‘act of exposure first emerged kie 17 vyears). The
age at the time of the first charge of exposure was also

relativély young (ie 19 years) thus identifying the exposer as

being genera]ly a youngex individugl. The research eiterature
indicates that. exhib:tionism rarely manifests itself in
individuals over the age of thirty-five. This study in contrast
to previous research reports, ident:fied the majority of

“individuals as being unmarricod at the time of the charge or
Freatment. The results of the present study confirm that the

.distribution of intelllgence is essentially in the normal range,

slightly skewed towards the lower end of this scale. , Since thepﬂ&
WAIS scores of the exhibitionists showed a general dlstrlbution;f
it was not surprising to find all educational levels represented:'-'

~as well It would appear | that thereiwas notﬁing specific, in

’termSQ of &ither intelligence or educatlon, that might separate

exhibitionists ﬁran the general population. o

ExS I'_ s

The role of alcohol has Reen underllned more 8O than in anygp

previous study of exhibltlonlsts. The presence of alcohol UWasl

accounted for by 85 percent of this samplef’ while 35 percent
. B . . «sj -
admitted to drug abusei@rior to the expOsure incmdent. This

figure may
a

{
minimize his own 1nvolvement and responsibility. Even so, the

'; fact that a figure of 85 percent did emerge would suggest a need

for further research into the significance and role of alcohol

W e inflate y the offender s own need to
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and its contribution to the act of exposing. It was similarly
noted that a greater percentage of the sample studied disclosed
histeries of difficulties relating to sexual dysfunctions. Fifty
percent noted difficulties at one time or another with impotence.
This represents the highest recorded incidence of reported
impotence 'id" a sample of exhibitionists. " In terms of the
previous literature, it@kwould appear that this facet of the
individual is often overleoked in favour of the actual episode of
exposing. The possibility of the . presence of a sexual
dysfunctlon in conjunctlon with a history of eXpesuré may present

definite implications in terms of selecting the most approprlate

therapeutic management approach. Barlow (Barlow et. al., 1974)

, |
- stresses the need for a more comprehensive assessment of the

. offender ~ as well as a need for a more inclusive use of treatment

&

*modalities. For example, an . exhibitionist referred for a

behavioral treatment may require intervention aimed at reducing
the attractiveness of the exposing behavior. At the same time,
intervention may be required in terms of increasing the overall

heterosexual attraction as well as treatment focused on a

P
\

Generally, the act of public expos&fe usuallyj&ook place in

open areas such as parks of?cxty streets. The detetnination of

 location appears to be based on some erotic preference attached

to- tne idiosyncratic choice. The allocation was qualified
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/
s

fréduently by tihe offender on the basis of a need for a location
that facilitated an expedient escape route besides providing a
safeguard from possible male intruders. Interestly, the pajority
of _offenders described fantasies involving sexual contact with
the uintended victim, However, the choice of open area
practicaliy precluded the prospect of any form of sexual attack.

This might suggest that the exposure itself was the primary

motivation, while sexual contact or assault remained solely as an

4
underlying fantasy.

Oon the basis of the responses elicited, the exposer: ig
likely to be in conflict with himself both prior to and

actual exposure incident. The resﬁondents frequently iden

persohal fegliﬂgslgof depression, rejection, anxiety and
lopeliness previous to the act of éxposuré: The exposure,
likewise, coincided more specifically with feelings of isolation
and reﬁection‘in térms of a meaningful female partner. Cbntrary
to wﬁat pqpular opinion may suggest, the act of exposure would
‘wabégér to fulfill more’complex needs than simply sexual arousal.
" This is cofroborated. by the'respondent; indication that the
exposure Wwas frequéntly followed by.ﬁersonal feelings ‘of fear,
guilt as well as depréﬁéion.

The choié of victim |is based iargely on the need for
anonymity on béhaif of the offender. It would appear that a mofe

‘persqpal< relationship might deny the offender many of the

13
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intended responses anticipated in the witness. (eg¢ fear, sﬁock,

‘ disgust)., Interestihgly, one of the more recent treatment

5ﬁ15bproaches attempts to exploit a scenario in which the offender

mt;“‘ .

ttempts to expose to a female with whom he later discusses the
act in detail. The subject who is embarrassed or self-conscious

about the exposure is therebywpersueded.to rehearse the act on

demand in an environmental context that closely adheres to the

" The embarrassment of

in vivo" situation as possibleinﬁh
confronting the witness afterwards ; P d to'sfrongly inhibit the
urge -to subsequently perform the act (Serber,‘1970).

There appears to be tendency for women in the age bracket of.
15-25 years to be the most likely victims of exposure incidents.
This likelihood may be increased if the female is judged both
_ attractive by the offenders as well as "provocatively" attired.

In reviewing the above findings, it would appear that

®

certain personality; characteristics are common to male

exhibitionists which distinguish them from average' males..
However, although the offenders shared some similar personality

' characteristics, there are also many dise}ﬁ{larv asbects. The

writer would then caution that a personality profile closely

paralleling the offenders described is in no~‘way considered

_ predictive of this form of sexual outlet.

This study has attempted to provide additiobal information

to an area inswhich much additional research is ﬂeeded. Those
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PR
profgssionals interested in the treatment and management of men
convicted of public exposure“ will nged to develop strategies
that will produce a higher rate of success than now exists,
Several noteworthy areas of research appear to be in paricular
need. More comprehensiVe studiges, involving a larger N and
additional‘ psychometric investigations should be conducted.

Research is needed in the area of possible precipitating factors

igvloved‘ in exhibitionism. The role of alcohol appears
éspecially relevant. Further research could explore the role of
'éxhibitionism in combination with other sexual deviations.

Research should include a comparison of those convicted solely of

i

indecent expofire as compared to those convicted of exposure as
o

well as offences invloving seféél assaults., This direction of
research may provide some much needed criteria that would help to
identify the socialiy dangerous as opposed to the social nuisance
offenders. Research should be . conducted with the goal of
understanding the offender's earlier developmgntal .history, in
particular the areas of sexuality, as weil as those experiences
and attitudes that relate directly to females. Research is
neéded in order to obtain further data on tﬁe presence ahdH
contribution of possible sexual dysfunctions. As  well,
- investigations may provide further insights into the apparent
choice of victim (eg physical attrdctiveness, age, nonverbal

cues) that contribute to the dyad.
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Clearly, a good deal .of research has been geherated on
exhibitionism since the original observations noted by Laéegue in
1877. This is particularly evident in the more recent behavioral
literature involving the pehavioral analysis and treatment of the
exhibitionist. Despite the development of new techniques as well
as the refinement of established methods, this does not obviate

the need for continued research in this area.
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/ Figure 1,1

Personality Profile of 20 Male Exhibitionists on the M.M.P.I.
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Table 2

Age Distribution of Exhibitionists (N=20)
at the Time of Latest Conviction

Age . Age
1. 15 1. 24
2. 17 | 12, 24
3. 19 13. 25
4.+ 20 C 4. 25
N
5. 20 \ 15, 27
6. 21 ' | 16, 27
7. 22 | 17. 28
5. 22 18. 28
9. 22° 19. 29
10, 23 20. 35
X = 23.65

‘Range = 15 - 35



Table 3

Age of Exhibitionist at' the time

of First

Age of Onset

12
14
14
14
15
15
16
16
16

16

X = 16.94 years

Range

12 - 22 years of age

Exposure (N=20)

11,
12.
13.
14,
15,
16.
17.
18.
19.

20.

Age of Onset

16

16

17

17

19

19

21

21

22

22

54



Range

Age of Exhibitionist (N=15) at the

Age
1. 14
2. 14
3. 15
"4, 16
5. 16
6. 16
7. 17
8. 17
X = 18.857

14 - 26

Table 4

Time of First Conviction

10.
1.
12.
13.
14,

15.

18

20

21

25

25

26

55
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Table 5
Wwechsler Adult Intelligence Scale Scores D
(N=20)
Verbal Scale Performance Scale Full Scale
1. 85 100 91
2. 103 " 107 105
“
3. 93 98 95
4, 93 : 98 95
5. 113 107 111
6. 99 ‘ 98 99
7. 94 96 / 95
8. | 103 103 103
9. 88 92 89
10. 83 : 90 86
1. 100 93 97
12. 71 78 72
13. 90 72 , 81
14. 77 96 86
15. 117 110 115
16. 97 90 94
17. 102 111 106
18. 97 123 108
19. 112 107 111
20. 98 102 ¥y 100

X Verbal Score - 95.75
X Performance Score - 98.55

X Full Scale Score - 96.95



¥ ]

57
Table 6
Individual M.M.P.I1. Scores of 20 Exhibitionists
? L F K Hs D Hy pd Mf Pa Pt sc Ma Si
0 4 33 6 2 29 24 39 29 23 47 59 26 39 a
0 > 18 12 24 42 39 42 35 17 46 S0 22 50 b
0 5 6 20 15 28 21 32 28 11 32 32 15 31 <
0 3 9 12 19 24 28 27 28 0 28 35 33 17 d
17 4 4 16 9 20 21 19 31 6 24 20 23 15 e
0 2 15 0 18 16 29 16 14 35 38 25 37 f
0 3 14 i 15 33 21 6 20 38 47 26 39 g
o- 5 9 12 8 16 11 Qs 14 27 32 27 42 h
0 6 3 1 11 18 15 5% .26 6 20 20 19 34 i
0 10 17 14 22 26 29 35 33 15 30 37 23 22 3
0 3 14 6 13 23 16 23 27 12 38 40 28 39 k
21 9 6 17 11 22 21 27 22 10 29 22 12 25 1
0 1 4 19 10 15 13 28 29 8 30 35 22 25 m
0 7 1 14 9 23 14 28 21 12 33 31 24 31 n
0 1 2 21 12 17 19 30 35 10 28 36 23 11 o
0 5 10 18 18 27 30 33 28 13 39 41 21 38 p
0 9 3 23 16 19 29 38 30 12 34 35 21 15 g
0 2 g 12 11 22 25 32 29 8 28 32 29 26 r
0 2 12 13 14 23 21 34 34 13 39 44 27 29 s
0 o 20 12 11 19 23 34 31 12 35 53 30 26 t
X X X X X X X X X X X X X X

1.9 4.15 10.9 13.85 13,5 23.2 21.8 30.7 28.45 12.3 33.0 36.95 23.8 30.0
5.73 2.78 7.28 4.78 4.30 6.28 6.7 5.75 4.56 4,15 6.70 9.80 4.81 10.5

NS



Score

I.l

o)

Hs

Hy
Pd
Mf
Pa
Pt
Sc
Ma

Si

i)

Mean M.M.P,I. Scores of BExhibitionists

Table 7

10.9
13.85
13.5
23.2
21.8
30.7
28. 45
12.3
3.0
3§i95

Bz

30.05 )

g

%

&

s

{N=20)




Table 8

Reported Cases of Exhibitionism Co-existing with

other Anomalous Soxnaiwhctgyi§1‘i§inqg 1020)

Sexual Activity Number of Cages Cited
1. Voy.ourism 15
2. Homosexuality 8
3. Frotteurism 7
4. Pedophilia 5
5. Transvestism 3
6. Obscene Phone Call 2

7. Sado - Masochism

Total -~ 42

N

Se]



Sexual History;Questionnaire

September 1978 | Sexual Exhibitionism, Male
We realize thatisex may 'be vefy—private for you but it ié‘an

important ‘part of a persons life and we hope that you will help

us understand this aspect as well as other personal matters that

we are dealing with,

El

Some of the questions may not seem to apply to you. Each
person‘s experience is different. Read the questions carefully

and answer them as well as you can.

x

60
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Age? years '
.Edudation? SN
1) 8‘grades or less.
2) some high school. .
3) high school graduate. '
4) some university or business school.
5) university graduate. ‘
- 6) graduate on professional degree
Are you ° 1) single 2) married 3) divorced
- 4) separated 5) widowed.
What-ie your religion?
1) United Church
. 2) Anglican
3) Other Protestant.
4) Roman Catholic .
5) Ukranian Catholic
6). Jewish
7) Other :
8) None
At presentAafe you, .
: 1) Employed
a) part-time -
b) full-time
2) Unemployed
3) Retired
Are you a student? 1) Yes 2) No If Yes, a)iéart-iime

b)ffull—time

At what age did the flrst incidence of public expose occur?
years of age.

At what age did the first conviction for 1ndecent exposure occur?
years of age. '

Has masturbatory act1v1ty in the past, ever been accompanied by

“ﬁantasies or thoughts of exposure? _ Yes No.

. ,
Have you ever obtained a conviction for a sexual offence other

‘than ,indecent exposure? % Yes No.

if Yes, for what sexual behavior were you charged for?

f

uHave you ever obtained a conviction for an offence of ‘a
non-sexual nature? Yes ___ No. '§§‘5
—_ ‘ R



12,

13.

14,

- 15.

16.

17,

18.

19.

20.

62
P

Was the victim ever known to you previous to the act of
exposure? Yes No.

In what locations do acts of exposure occur?

K

Did the exposure ‘consist of 1. genital 2. buttocks:
3. nude, ; ‘

Have you ever exposed your penis on purpose to a girl&%ﬁo
did not kndw you, in a more or less public place such as a
street, a park, or a field, a car, in a show, or through a
window? a) ___ Yes D) —_ No.

How many times altogether?

a) none b) once only <c¢) 2-3.times d) 4-5 times e) 6-10 times

f) 11-20 g) 21-40 h) 41-70 i) 71-100 3) over %100
times times times -~ times times

w
g

How many times to girls 12 or younger?
a) none b) once only c) 2-? times d) 4-5 times e) 6-10 times

f) 11-20 g) 21-40 - h) 41-70 . 1) 71-100 j) over 100
times times " times ¥ times times

times to girls 13 to 15 years?

b) once_only hc) 2-3 times d) 4-5 times e) 6-10 times

£f) 11-20 g) 21-40 h) 41-70 i) 71-100 j) over 100
times . times times times. - times
/
‘ - .

How many times to girls 16 to 20 years?
a) none b) once only c) 2-3 times d) 4-5 times e) 6-10 times

f)‘1T;20 g) 21-40 h) 41-70 i) 71-100 j) over 100
times times times ) times times

How many times to”women 21 to 30 yearé?
a) none - b) once only c) 2-3 times d) 4-5 times e) 6-10 times

£) 11-20 g)'21-40  h) 41-70 i) 71-100 j) over 100
times ¢ times times times , times

E



21.

22.

.23,

24,

25,

26.

27.

‘times to women

How many 31 to 40 years? W

, | T L

a) none - b) once .only ¢) 2-3 times d) 4-5 times e) 6-10 times

<f) 11-20 qg) 21-40 h) 41-70 i) 71-100 j) over 100
times times times times times

How many times to women 40 and over?

a) none b) once only <c) 2-3 times d) 4-5 times e) 6-10 times

£) 11-20 ~g) 21-40 h) 41-70 i) 71-100 j) over 100
times times times times times

Have you ever felt that you would like to expose your penis to

a)

a girl or women in the ways mentioned?

a) Yes b)» No

How often have you

Lhad an erection (enlarged penis) when you
exposed yourself? '

never b) sometimes c) often d) almost always e) always

How often have you masturbated while erposing yourself?

a) never b) sometimes <¢) often d) almost always e) always

How often has the indecent exposure happened suddenly?

c) often d) almost always e)

3

a) never b) sometimes always

Do you feel that you are in é'fog mentally or that things are
unreal when you expose yourself?

L

a)_néver b) sogetiméé' c) ofteh d) a.m>st always e) always

27b. Whatﬁwould'be the ideal or preferred reaction on the part of-

,H_,

28,

Mth wltness, on viewing the act of exposing?

s%%*

i~

When you expose yoursel £ tO females do you hope that they will

get
x{/

a) never

%?oyment out of seelng your penis?

b) sometimes c) often d) almost always e) alwaYS



29.

30.

31.

33.

34,

35.

36.

37.

38.

When is the lést time you exposed your pciis fq public?

64

Do you hope that they will be impressed by the size of your
penis? ~

a) never b) sometimes <c¢) often d) almost always e) always

Have you ever tried to have sexual relations with the person
that saw you? :

a) Yes b) No
Have you ever felt an urge to do this?

a) Yes b) No

s
a) 1 or 2 days ago b) 3-7 days ago c) 2 or 3 weeks ago
d). 1 or 2 months ago e) 3-6 months ago f) 7-12 months ago
g) 1-2 years ago h) 2-3 years ago i) 4-5 years ago
j) over 5 years ago -

o

If the girl or woman who saw you wanted to go some place to
have sexual relations with you, what would you do?

PR

a) run away b) walk away c) go with her

Have you ever used vulgar language on the person-who'saw you?
How many times altogether? ‘ :

a) none b) once only <c¢) 2-3 times 4) 4-S5«xtimes e) 6-10 times

f) 11-20 g) 21-40 h) 41-70 i) 71-100 j) over 100
times times times : times times

Does the exposufe occur while _ 1. erect 2. semi-erect
not erect? = - -

M

e

, L -
Is the exposgfé ever accompanied by masturbatory activity?
Yes No
To the point of orgasm? " Yes No : ,
— - H .
Does masturbation ever occur while alone immediately following
the act of exposure? Yes - No . .

What precedes the act of exposure? -

et



“,
’6‘ vy
39. wWhat (if any) emotional response did you experﬁﬁnce inmediately .

after the exposure incident? - MJ}

B
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40. Are certain characteristics (e.g. age, ethnic origin, clothing,
physical appearance, attitude) important in selecting a witness:
for the exposure?

Yes ~f No
If Yes, please describe briefly

[}

41. Are certain characteristics of the location important?
Yes No
1f Yes, pleae describe briefly.

42. If exposure occurs, would you prefer the witness to be
1. alone? .
2. together with one or more women? s

43, Have you returned to the same place of a previous exposure in
order to repeat the act? Yes No

44. Have you ever experienced impotence {could not have an erection)
with a woman while in the/act of making love?

Yes No

————— £ e

45, Have you ever lost yoﬁr erection before orgasm (discharge)?

p) ' Yes ___ No
.46, Are you potent (have an e tion) W1th some whlle impotent
(not have an erection) wi “Ythers?

Yes No
47 . Have you experienced times when you were impotent and then times

;fwhe? you . have erections?

Yes 'No'

2 ,
erienced orgasm (discharge) before penetration or-
immediately on entering when attemptlng intercourse? .



49,

50.

51

Has alcohol ever preceded the act of exposure?

Yes No

Has marijuana or other street drugs ever preceded the act of
exposure?

Yes No

——

Please include any other comments that you feel may contribute
to this guestionnaire.

66
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