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The Confluence Model (CM) is a well-established approach to predict 
sexual aggression among men in the community (e.g., Malamuth, 2003; 
Malamuth et al., 2021). 

The initial model, based on hostile masculinity and impersonal sexuality, 
has been expanded to include other predictors, such as psychopathy 
(Malamuth, 2003), extreme pornography use (Malamuth et al., 2021).

Abbey and colleagues included additional variables, such as alcohol use 
in sexual situations (Abbey & Parkhill, 2008) and misrepresentation of 
sexual cues (Abbey et al., 2011). 

While the model has received ample empirical support, efforts to assess 
its fit with ethnic minorities has been limited to the work of Hall et al. 
(2005). Hall and colleagues applied the model to a sample of Mainland 
Asian American and Hawaiian Asian men and found that culture-specific 
variables served to attenuate risk (loss of face, minority status, and ethnic 
identity) or increase it (the interaction between multiple sexual 
experiences and ethnic identity for Hawaiian Asians). 

Among Latinos, discrimination has been linked to physical aggression 
(Wright & Wachs, 2019) and anger (Park et al., 2017).

Machismo has been found to predict sexual aggression (Iturri, 2020).

On the other hand, risk of sexual aggression may be decreased by the 
level of ethnic identity (Hall et al., 2015) and caballerismo (opposite of 
machismo).
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Participants
Participants included 312 Latino male community members between the 
ages of 18 and 34 (M = 26.27, SD = 5.0) recruited through Qualtrics 
Panels. The sample was mainly US-born (81.9%), heterosexual (84.1%), 
single or in a casual relationship (70.1%) and did not have a college 
degree (76.5%). 

Measures
Demographic questionnaire

Ambivalent Sexism Inventory (ASI; Glick & Fiske, 1995; Hostile sexism, 
𝛼 = .78). 

Sociosexual Orientation Inventory (SOI; Penke & Asendorpf, 2008; 𝛼 = 
.81). 

Sexual Experiences Scale - Short Form Perpetration (SES-SFP; Koss et 
al., 2006; 𝛼 = .99). 

Brief Perceived Ethnic Discrimination Questionnaire - Community 
Version (Brief PEDQ-CV; Brondolo et al., 2005; 𝛼 = .95). 

Dimensions of Anger Reactions (DAR-5; Forbes et al., 2014; 𝛼 = .86). 

Ethnic Identity Scale - Brief (EIS-B; Douglas & Umaña-Taylor, 2015; 𝛼
= .72). 

Machismo Measure (Arciniega et al., 2008; machismo 𝛼 = .86 and 
caballerismo 𝛼 = .88). 

Criminality Index. We created an additive measure where we asked 
participants to indicate whether they had engaged in theft, arson, motor 
vehicle, substance-related, or violent offenses in the past (never, before 
the age of 13, between the ages of 13 and 18, and as adult). The index 
yielded an acceptable internal consistency (𝛼 = .79).

Alcohol Indices (during dates and during sex) were the product of 
frequency of alcohol use during dates/sex (0 = never to 4 = always) and 
approximately number of drinks consumed in one sitting (0 – 10+). 

Procedure
The project was approved by the Roger Williams University Human 
Subjects Review Board. Participants completed the survey online and 
were paid approximately $7.00 for their participation through Qualtrics. 
Analyses were conducted using SPSS v. 28. 

Methods

Overall means and standard errors for age and study variables are
presented in Table 1. In addition, mean comparisons between those who
reported having engaged in sexual violence (coercion and/or aggression)
and who did not are also included here.

Hypothesis 1: This hypothesis was supported. The basic CM was
applicable to this sample of Latino men. The model was significant along
with all predictor variables included. See Table 2.

Results

Our findings for the first two hypotheses provide support for the CM
(e.g., Malamuth, 2003) and for the addition of alcohol use-related
variables (Abbey & Parkhill, 2008).

However, the addition of culturally-relevant variables, which
contributing significantly to the overall model, impacted the level of
significance of hostile sexism and criminality.

Consistent with Hall et al.’s (2015) with Asian Americans, Latino-
specific ethnic identity, which involves curiosity about, and appreciation
for, the culture, significantly lowered the odds of self-reported sexual
aggression. However, caballerismo had no impact.

On the other hand, anger significantly raised the odds of self-reported
sexual aggression. However, machismo had no impact, in contrast to
Iturri’s (2020) findings.

Of note, it is possible that the Machismo Measure may be tapping
different dimensions of sexism than the Ambivalent Sexism scale.

Overall, our findings suggest that culturally-specific variables could add
to the explanatory usefulness of the CM since they may allow for a richer
understanding of what contributes to sexual aggression by men.

Discussion

Table 2. Logistic regressions with sexually violent as outcome 

B S.E. Wald p
Exp(B)

95% CI for 
Exp(B)

Original 
Model*

Impersonal 
Sexuality 0.022 0.009 6.112 .013 1.022

[1.005, 1.040]

Hostile Sexism 0.343 0.140 5.981 .014 1.410
[1.071, 1.856]

Criminality 0.132 0.059 4.913 .027 1.141
[1.015, 1.281]

Constant     -2.085 0.479 18.962 < .001 0.124

Expanded 
Model**

Impersonal 
Sexuality 0.022 0.009 6.027 0.014 1.022

[1.004, 1.040]

Hostile Sexism 0.356 0.142 6.300 0.012 1.427
[1.081, 1.883]

Criminality 0.126 0.059 4.512 0.034 1.135
[1.010, 1.275]

Alcohol During 
Dates 0.072 0.033 4.849 0.028 1.074

[1.008, 1.145]
Alcohol During 
Sex -0.072 0.037 3.852 0.050 0.931

[0.866, 1.000]

Constant -2.186 0.485 20.334 < .001 0.112

Experimental 
Model***

Impersonal 
Sexuality 0.027 0.010 7.448 0.006 1.027

[1.008, 1.047]

Hostile Sexism 0.272 0.153 3.172 0.075 1.313
[0.973, 1.771]

Criminality 0.069 0.064 1.174 0.279 1.072
[0.946, 1.214]

Alcohol During 
Dates 0.089 0.035 6.268 0.012 1.093

[1.019, 1.171]
Alcohol During 
Sex -0.092 0.041 5.141 0.023 0.912

[0.842, 0.988]
Ethnic 
Identification -0.324 0.083 15.401 <.001 0.723

[0.615, 0.850]
Lifetime 
Discrimination 0.038 0.150 0.064 0.800 1.039

[0.774, 1.394]

Anger 0.087 0.031 7.649 0.006 1.090
[1.026, 1.1596]

Machismo 0.015 0.122 0.015 0.903 1.015
[0.800, 1.288]

Caballerismo 0.072 0.120 0.358 0.550 1.074
[0.849, 1.359]

Constant -0.739 1.057 0.489 0.484 .0477

* 𝛸!(2) = 28.03, p < .001, Nagelkerke R2 = .114

** 𝛸!(5) = 33.71, p < .001, Nagelkerke R2 = .14, Δ𝛸!(3) = 5.68, ns

*** 𝛸!(10) = 61.25, p < .001, Nagelkerke R2 = .24, Δ𝛸!(5) = 27.54, p < .001

Current Study

In this study, we sought to apply the Confluence Model to a community 
sample of Latino young adults (ages 18-34 given the increased frequency 
of sexual aggression in this group, Hanson, 2002) . Moreover, we wanted 
to add culturally-relevant variables to the model in order to assess their 
potential contribution to the model. We developed three main 
hypotheses:

1) The CM would apply to Latino men, operationalized by assessing 
whether impersonal sexuality, hostile sexism, and criminality 
predicted sexual violence (coercion and/or aggression).

2) Alcohol consumption during dates and/or sex would also 
significantly raise the odds of sexual violence when added to the 
model.

3) Culturally-relevant variables would contribute to the overall model. 
Some would be associated with increased risk of sexual violence 
(discrimination, anger, and machismo) whereas others would be 
protective against (ethnic identity and caballerismo).

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and comparisons

Sexually violent

N = 312
No

n = 169
Yes

n = 143
M (SE) m (se) m (se) t (310)

Age 26.34 (.28) 25.79 (.39) 26.99 (.40) 2.14*
Impersonal sexuality 36.94 (.82) 34.07 (1.14) 40.32 (1.11) 3.90***
Hostile sexism 2.56 (.05) 2.41 (.07) 2.73 (.06) 3.31***
Criminality 1.80 (13) 1.34 (.15) 2.35 (.21) 3.87***
Alcohol during dates 3.69 (34) 3.28 (.41) 4.17 (.57) 1.29
Alcohol during sex 2.65 (.33) 2.78 (.48) 2.51 (.43) .405
Ethnic identification 8.84 (.09) 9.13 (.13) 8.49 (.13) 3.49***
Lifetime discrimination 2.33 (.06) 2.17 (.07) 2.52 (.08) 3.15**
Anger 11.60 (.27) 10.48 (.34) 12.92 (.39) 4.72***
Machismo 3.42 (.07) 3.35 (.09) 3.50 (.10) 1.12
Caballerismo 5.30 (.06) 5.24 (.09) 5.36 (.08) .896

*p < .05; **p < .01; ***p < .001

Hypothesis 2: This hypothesis was also supported. The basic model, with 
the addition of alcohol use during dates and during sex, was significant, 
as were all predictors included. See Table 2.

Hypothesis 3: This hypothesis was partially supported. While the overall 
predictive model was significant, not all predictors remained so when 
culturally-relevant variables were added. Hostile sexism and criminality 
ceased to be significant. Of the additional variables hypothesized to 
increase the odds of sexual aggression, only anger did so. In addition, 
only ethnic identification significantly decreased such odds.  

Limitations and Future Directions

• Our study is limited by our reliance on self-report and the potential for
social desirability to impact participants’ answers even though a
sizable number of them admitted to having engaged in sexually
coercive and aggressive acts.

• In addition, further analyses are warranted in order to assess potential
moderating effects on CM domains by culturally-relevant variables.

• Further exploration of the applicability of the CM with ethnically and
sexually diverse men is very much needed in order to understand the
varied factors that can contribute to sexual aggression in different
groups. We could then be better able to develop tailored prevention
and intervention methods.


