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Abstract - Sexual violence against women despite being highly 
condemned and goddamned in most places, why continues 
to be an alarmingly endemic and pandemic issue, raises a 
substantial gender query. This article explores an analytical 
connection that persists between the inclusive interpretation of 
sex, gender and sexuality, on the most typical way, and the 
actuality of human sexual violence, on the strange. This study 
discloses that the masculine heterosexual and gender 
interpretation of sex and sexuality perpetuates such violence. 
The dimensions and factors for sexual abuse/ violence are 
structured and processed such ways that female gender is 
often desecrated by men, homosexuals or lesbians are 
despised by heterosexuals, and feminine submissiveness is 
violently abused by masculine aggressiveness in different 
social settings. To demystify the gendered activated stock-still 
violence against women a sexual exploitation/violence specific 
based on hetero and non-hetero sexual orientations in cross 
Figure format has been creatively endeavoured in this article. 
Our study also tresses that since sexual violence of basic 
nature going tougher/ complicated with newer individual 
findings/ interpretations at present context, the researchers 
have to develop a theoretical comprehensive perspective on 
the entire gospel of sexual violence against women that has 
been persisting across global regions, religions, races, etc. 
Keywords : gender, sex, sexuality, violence, exploitation. 

I. Introduction 

hether sexual violence may be committed 
among heterosexuals or among 
homosexuals/lesbians or against latter by 

former but why woman is its worst victim has been the 
intense speculation throughout the entire world. 
Recently in reaction to the generality of a gang rape in 
Delhi, it is heatedly reacted, mentioned and debated all 
over India. Of all violence against women the sexual 
violence is the most heinous crime committed in 
manifest and latent forms worldwide. It is also 
committed against men but like against women it is not 
significantly widespread and socio-culturally deep 
rooted. Indeed, the pervasiveness of male violence over 
female sexuality is far different and laudable. Further, its 
multiplicity is largely region specific-local/global, 
tradition/modernity specific-old/new and context 
specific-actual/virtual, and conjointly its diversity gets 
reflected in  term  of  women’s  personal  attributes- age,  
 

 
 
 

body, beauty, etc, and their primordial identities- 
ethnicity, caste, religion, etc. It seems to be an act of 
sexual terrorism because the society has gone astray in 
ever increasing anomic situation in all places or lets the 
male perpetrators go scot free amidst its established 
systems of patriarchy, corruptions, politics, sex trade, 
pornography, etc. Thus, it is not simply a criminal 
offense against women’s sexuality however, an ensuing 
violence against their sexual right, bodily chastity, 
personal dignity, relative honours, relative norms, 
community ethics, social values, so on and so forth. 
Sexual violence, whether man commits against woman 
or woman commits against man that harms both of 
them in larger context of our humanity. In fact, the sexual 
violence which refers to any sexual action but physically 
forced, coerced and non‐consented, may be committed 
against anybody regardless of their gender. But why it is 
the men who more often commit this crime against 
ladies, why the ladies moreover, become helpless in the 
work of such violence or stay silent after being 
victimized, and even when they react to this action why 
whole world behave like a blind spectator to it are 
significant gender queries, that doubt the existence of 
gender parity in so called civilized world at present. 
Even a stern legal action against such violence cannot 
curb the incident of recurring sexual abuse everywhere. 
It is because of the fact that probably our mutual gender 
understanding concerning human sexuality is impeded 
until now or our mutual gender misunderstanding on 
that is mounting all over. The people therefore, those 
who commit sexual violence tend to misconceive it as 
much as they have an inclination to conceive it. Thus, 
unless we get rid of this misunderstanding/ 
misconception the sexual violence will persist in the 
society. Further, regrettably why the female gender’s 
vulnerability to this violence is acute, even then, it is not 
a gender exclusive outcome. In fact, each gender is not 
less control of his or her sexuality than his or her 
counterpart, and is also held equally accountable for 
this heinous act. The binary opposition between male 
and female sex is therefore, to be understood inclusively 
for better understanding of sexual violence in the 
society. Apart from this, the social concepts-sex, 
sexuality and gender though, conceived by society 
inclusively for both gender, but are discriminated against 
women in the society. However, when sexual violence is 
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a) Objectives and Analysis 
In order to deal with the complexity of sexual 

orientations and subsequent sexual violence against 
women, we have attempted on some substantial 
questions such as how the heterosexual gender 
interpretation of sex and sexuality perpetuates such 
violence, how the factors- bio-physical, psychological 
and social inclusively or exclusively accountable for 
such violence, and  to explore how there is an analytical 
connection between inclusive interpretation of sex, 
gender and sexuality and such violence in this article. 
After critically analyzing some related literatures, we 
have tried a conceptual and analytical study in this 
paper. We have developed a resourceful sexual 
violence/exploitation explicit of cross Figure format for 
the analysis of the complicated sexual orientations of 
gender evoked sexual violence. 

II. Critical Overview 

It has been established that the query of male 
violence over female's sexuality is a social fact 
everywhere. Men perpetrate the violent acts against 
women (Carter and Kasubski, 1998) because they are 
more aggressive and dominating than women (Tiger 
and Fox 1972; Haralambos, 1980). Since the men have 
more aggression-testosterone and upper body strength 
than women (www.prb.org World Population Data Sheet, 
2008) they more often commit such sexual violence. In 
view of D. Brandt (2003), the men the aggressors 
whereas the women are the sufferers. According to 
Lionel Tiger and Robin Fox (1972) ‘these differences are, 
partly, due to genetic inheritance from men’s primate 
ancestors, partly to genetic adaptation to a hunting way 
of life’ (Haralambos, 1980). However, the biological 
aggression is also motivated in victim’s provocation, 
victim’s and victimizer’s intoxication, one’s deeply 
entrenched feeling of hate and hostility against others, 
psychological personality traits, etc (Ahuja, 2001: 255). 
Although the male’s sexual aggression against female is 
a biological predisposition, it is structured by value 
system (Millett, 1969). In fact, just like the men the 
women are capable of doing aggression and violence 
against men. However, they are suppressed and 
castigated by the society. M. Alison (2007) in his article 
entitled ‘wartime sexual violence: women’s human rights 
and questions of masculinity' reviews that women’s 
aggression or violence are implicitly condemned by 
most societies in the world. It is rather socio-
psychological subjective dispositions, to which many 
theories mostly the frustration-aggression theory (innate 
aggressive drive as supply of frustration), the perversion 
theory (deviant act of infantile instinct), self attitude 
theory(improving self image by committing violent act), 
provocation theory (by normal response to 
provocations), motive attribution theory (attribution of 
malevolent intent and motivation), theory of subculture 
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committed against ladies we not very take these ideas 
inclusively for its better understanding by analyzing 
either it as results of an exclusive biological induced sex 
offense or socially cultured gender violence or a 
psychologically nurtured intolerant sexuality. We more 
often misapprehend it due to a biological induced fact 
that is more important than the social-psychological 
nurtured gender violence. As a result, the 
exclusive/individual case of sexual violence/sexual 
exploitation is, more often, explained whereas not with a 
conclusive or inclusive finding. Further, the sexual 
violence of basic nature is getting tougher/ complicated 
with newer individual findings/ interpretations. In fact, the 
comprehension of sexual violence by the individual case 
study usually goes without its holistic conceptualization 
in term of the notions-sex, gender and sexuality. For 
instance, once sexual violence committed against 
women the state governments in the country like India 
perceives it to be the law and order issues, the police 
finds it to be sexual crimes and the activists/civil society 
argue it to be a violation of human right. Further, 
reacting to the event of sexual violence the abstract 
comments, electronic media news, editorials and 
political remarks of variants go on increasing worldwide. 
For instance, Indian media recently reacting to the event 
of a gang rape in Delhi has pinpointed some necessary 
factors accountable for such violence against ladies. 
These factors such as lack of public safety, lack of 
adequate range of police personnel or of female police, 
a sluggish court system, stigmatizing the victim with a 
victim’s contribution to such violence, encouraging rape 
victims to return to compromize, weak social status of 
women, masculine attitudes of men toward women,  etc  
(Khazan and Lakshmi, 2012). However, these are far 
from the elementary conceptual ideas of sex, sexuality 
and gender that stay as structural invariants in 
structuring sexual violence against women for century.  
In fact, the sex as base and gender as superstructure 
(see Francis, 2012:2) inclusively nurture human 
sexuality. The concepts associated with sex and gender, 
as reviewed by Francis (2012) for instance, can provide 
an elementary clarity on that. Thus, instead of reviewing 
each empirical case study, it is worth to grasp the 
abstract concepts as how they are interrelated in 
perpetuating sexual violence against women. In this 
article we debate as well as demystify conceptual 
stereotypes that perpetuate sexual violence against 
women everywhere. This article is an improved version 
of my seminar paper entitled “Sexuality and Sexual 
Exploitation: A Socio-Psychological Interpretation”
presented in a UGC sponsored National seminar on 
“Gender Issues and Problems of Women in India”
organized by Sri Satya Sai College for Women on 23rd

and 24th March, 2008, Bhubaneswar.



of violence (cultural values and norms that support and 
facilitate violent actions), anomie theory (due to strains 
caused by gap between culturally defined goals and 
means) and learning theory (violent act committed 
through direct experiences or observing others), acclaim 
to be the facts (Ahuja 2001 and 2000). If it is subjective 
social dispositions then the violence against women is 
more a reflection of patriarchal domination (Del martin, 
1976; Dobash and Dobash, 1983) in the society (Abuja, 
2000:225). Further male aggressiveness, male 
dominancy, female submissiveness and female 
subordinations are not necessarily biological 
dispositions but cultural prescriptions. It is a socially 
attributed fact rather than biological fact (Diamond, 
2000). In the late 1960s and 1970s the sexual violence 
against women (SVAW) was, therefore, assumed as 
gender-based violence. According to the fourth 
conference of women, Beijing, 1995 country reports ‘any 
act of gender-based violence which results in, physical, 
sexual or arbitrary deprivation of liberty in public or 
private life and violation of human rights’ (UN 1996: 48). 
Women suffers from men’s sexual aggression because 
human society is primarily a masculine society as per 
Claude Levi-Strauss’s views, and women are culturally 
treated inferior to men by the society as Ortner (1974) 
argues (Smith, 1997). Thus, the bio-psychological 
tendencies of men toward women have been developed 
over the time (Lerner, 1986) that perpetuates such 
violence against women in the society (ibid). According 
to Frederick Engels’s theory the oppression of women is 
rooted in the history of patriarchal family and private 
property (Brewer, 2004). The omnipresent character of 
sexual oppression (Heasley and Crane, 2003) 
everywhere, cultural repression of human sexuality 
within the family life (Freud’s psychoanalytical theory, 
www.angelfire.com/mi/collateral/page2.html) and the 
socially established stable orientations of 
heterosexuality, homosexuality, and bisexuality (Weeks, 
1986) bear on the sexual violence against women in the 
society (Sanderson, 2003). Further, the hegemonic 
masculinity (Jejeebhoy, 2007; Jewkes, 2005; Wilkinson, 
Bearup and Soprach, 2005), internet global sex sites 
(Hughes, 2000), circulation and consumption of 
pornography (Johansson 2007;  Mansson 2004; Ricardo 
and Barker 2008), commercial sex activities (Bindman 
and Doezema, 1997), trafficking of women and 
proliferation of sex tourism (Mansson), explicit 
transactional dimension (the sugar daddy phenomenon) 
(Luke and Kurz, 2002; Hope, 2007), etc, are some of the 
major related processes responsible for sexual violence 
and exploitation against women in the society (Ricardo 
and Barker, 2008). In fact, these rising processes are 
unlimited and transcend our imagination and academic 
analysis. But, somehow, a holistic understanding 
remains missing in these findings. An important fact of 
the SVAW as an outcome of inclusively performed triple 
concepts-sex, sexuality and gender, remains largely 

neglected. We have a reason to believe that an inclusive 
interpretation of these ideas will clarify the causes of the 
SVAW. 

a) Sex, Gender and Sexuality as Inclusive Social 
Concepts that Perpetuate Sexual Violence 

It is terribly hard to show that whether sex or 
gender only accountable for sexual violence against 
women in the human society. In all probabilities the 
gender interpretation of sex perpetuates such violence, 
though, sex elicited violence appears to be evident fact 
everywhere. Several compatible or incompatible views 
are there to uphold this probability. Sexual violence is 
committed against woman all over as a result of they are 
metabolically found to show a discrepancy from men. 
Woman as an anabolic being (passive, conservative, 
sluggish, stable, etc) different from man as a katabolic 
being (eager, energetic, passionate, variable, etc) 
(Geddes and Thompson, 1889) is probably dominated 
by men’s sexuality. It’s a gendered development by that, 
the woman as socially structured to be profaned by the 
men persistently. Since our behavioural traits are 
culturally learned or acquired (de Beauvoir, 1972) the 
‘distinguishing biological sex from social gender is 
unintelligible’ (Butler, 1999). According to Butler (1999) 
the ‘sexed bodies never exist outside social meanings, 
and how we understand gender shapes how we 
understand sex’.  Thus, sex, like gender is socially 
created construct that perpetuates sexual violence 
within the society. Further, the conceptualization of 
gender that maps onto the mind, of sex onto the body, 
of the gender is between the ears, and of the sex is 
between the legs (Grosz, 1994; Prokhovnik, 1999) 
considerably unfold the reality of human sexuality. 
However, hardly has it processed, as how and why is 
sexual violence committed by men against women. They 
(men and women or gender and sex) are different, 
however, not critical to each other remaining as an 
inclusive social concepts/facts that we cannot 
undermine. Every one primarily enhances to another one 
(ibid). In fact, the conception of gender in relation to sex 
arises at the intersection of a non-discursive element 
(corporeal behaviour, gesture, and ritual) and a 
discursive element (linguistic and normative meaning of 
bodily activities (Butler, 1993). Thus, however, can 
gender as a comprehensive reality continue sexual 
violence is that the vital query? In fact, sex could be a 
biological reality, whereas gender could be a social 
reality. Sex refers to our biological stuff/standing, 
whereas gender refers to our social rank /station. In 
clearer ideation the term gender could be a social idea, 
whereas the term sex could be a bio-physiological 
concept (Johnson, 2012). According to Sachdeva et al 
(2008:41-42) the gender is referring to ‘socially 
constructed roles, relationships, behaviors, relative 
power, and other traits that societies ascribe to women 
and men’ differently, whereas sex is often equated with 
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the physical body, essentially the ‘biological and 
physiological characteristics that distinguish females 
from males’. Whether, male or female, or epicene 
person, we are, that's our biological standing. Whether 
or not it's an interior sex organ together with sex 
chromosomes and gonads or external genital organ, 
that we have, is our biological facts. Whether or not we 
have a tendency to become feminine or masculine that’s 
our gender. Thus, the sex as our biological disposition 
remains mounted, whereas gender as our social 
construction gets fluid in character. No doubt, sex could 
be a biological matter but, it is normatively materialized 
in the society. So sex is another normative term like 
gender (Butler, 1993). But, every term as a variable 
carries a unique additional or twin meanings. The sex as 
a variable refers to male or female with bio-physiological 
characteristics whereas, the gender as a variable refers 
to a person or lady with socially determined 
characteristics. The gender and sex are binary concepts 
but unitary in characters. The comprehensive character 
of those two terms is actually social, and it is the society 
that integrates these concepts along. Therefore, sex 
versus gender is like nature versus nurture, though 
gains a profound increment in understanding these 
concepts, however, actually a deceptive argument. If the 
binary conception of sex as female and male and of 
gender as man and woman the conception of sexuality 
is also binary to some extent like heterosexuals and gay. 
These structure two kinds of individual beings explaining 
all types with a completely unique sex, gender and 
sexuality than that of another being. However, one’s sex, 
gender and sexuality can't be understood while not that 

of another.  There can't be a straightforward separation 
of those terms-sex, gender and sexuality, and rather, 
they are reticulate and doubtless indivisible in nature 
(Johnson, 2012). Due to this fact we tend to 
interchangeably use sex and gender or sex and 
sexuality in the society. Thus, sex, gender and sexuality 
square measure inclusive concepts. These concepts 
analytical further, as normative, will offer fruitful analysis 
of the issues related to sexual violence against women. 
Therefore, the SVAW are often brought up with these 
inclusive concepts/ideas analytically and normatively for 
its better understanding. 

III. Analytical Finding 

Our psychological tendencies (state of mind 
being male or female), biological tendencies (drive/urge 
to be instinctual male or female) and environmentally 
determined tendency (environmentally determined 
sexual behaviour) go together with the conventional 
social tendencies (sense of being gender with feminine 
or masculine roles) in the society. It is because; the 
sexual tendency is required to be socially and culturally 
desirable. The conventional sexual tendency thus, 
inclusively explains the psychological, bio-physical and 
social tendencies on human sexuality. It is observed 
from the Figure 1 that the socially determined typical 
sexual tendency is extremely desirable consequently of 
it highly generates the gender relation, whereas the 
biologically determined typical sexual tendency is not 
desirable consequently of it lowly generate the same. 

 Figure 1 : Conventional Sexual Tendency 
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Feminine/Masculine) 

Psychological Tendency (State of Mind- Being Male 
Sex  or Female Sex) 

Low Environmental Tendency (Environmentally 
Determined Sexual Behaviour) 

Biological Tendency ( Sense of Being Instinctual- 
Male or Female) 

 Source : our own. 

The psychologically determined customary 
sexual tendency though, generates high gender relation 
but not desirable while not relating social tendency. If 
typical gender is socially desirable then why square 
measure women are at risk of sexual violence more than 
men in the society?  If truth be told what's desirable to 
some men is also undesirable to many other women. In 
historical time individuals developed their gendered 
induced sexuality, so as to manage their bio-
psychological tendency in a society. Sadly, it resulted 
into a gender of hegemonic, hetero and political sort 

that favours men against women consequently. Thus, 
here the matter isn't what society needs us to behave 
sexually but, how it perpetuates male’s violence over 
women’s sexuality. Judith Butler and Simone de 
Beauvoir like other existentialists were therefore, 
critiques of such gender construction developed over 
the years in the human society (Beauvoir, 1972) 
(www.plato.stanford.edu/entries/Beauvoir). The existen-
tialists firmly believe that the matter of women’s 
oppression is stock-still in our culture however, not in 
our biological nature. The world health organization’s 
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multi-country study on women’s health and domestic 
violence against women (aged 15-49) in 10 mainly 
developing countries  reveals such incontrovertible fact 
that intimate partner violence (physical aggression, 
sexual coercion, sexual abuse, etc) against women are 
largely perpetrated by men. The men commit this 
violence believing in their family honour, sexual purity 
and sexual claims, and also knowing that there are not 
any sturdy legal sanctions against such violence in the 
society (WHO, 2012). Largely, it's an open secret that 
sexual violence is tolerated at the institutions of 
wedding. However, living at the circle of wedding, it is 
challenging for women to ascertain this unquestionable 
fact that their men are committing this violence. As a 
result of this, any violence committed against women in 
wedding is treated as traditional. Even the wedding 
justifies the rape as traditional if the rapists marry to their 
victims after assaulting /raping them. As for instance, in 
India if the rapists marry their victims; their sexual crimes 
are no longer counted as rape (Krishnan, 2012). 
Therefore, the conventional sexuality within gender 
relation perpetuates sexual violence against women in 
the society. This type of analysis will uncover the force 
behind the contextual reality of sexual violence in the 
contemporary society. 

 
 
 
 

IV. Finding and Discussion 

In the Figure 2 we have developed a sexual 
violence/exploitation explicit taking gender as socio-
psychological dimension and sex as a bio-physical 
dimension for understanding human sexuality. The 
former dimension not only orients the latter dimension 
for a socially desirable sexuality however, additionally 
helps developing a discriminate sexual hostility against 
women and homosexuals in the society. Thus, the bio-
physical attributes, mostly our primary sex 
characteristics (sex genital /reproductive organs) and 
secondary sex characteristics (bodily particulars like hip, 
breast, muscle, body hairs, etc) though, suggestive or 
inductive for sexual communality but, are socio-
psychologically perceivable for sexual violence in the 
society. We can observe from the Figure 3 that the 
primary and secondary sex characteristics of 
heterosexual and gay otherwise induce sexual violence 
/exploitation. While the pro-opposite primary sex 
attraction (POPSA) causes high sexual 
violence/exploitation owing to high sexual attraction the 
pro-same secondary sex attraction (PSSSA) causes low 
sexual exploitation owing to low sexual attraction(see 
Figure 3). It is because comparison to latter the former 
induces direct sexual satisfaction. But when the PSPSA 
is activated publicly, it provokes sexual exploitation, and 
consequently, this leads to hate crime or sexual 
exploitation of the opposite sex (see Figure 2). 

Figure 2 : Sexual Exploitation Particular 
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Notes:
HSVE- High Sexual Violence and Exploitation
ISE---- Institutional Sexual Exploitation
LSVE- Low Sexual Violence and Exploitation
PSVE- Provoke Sexual Violence and Exploitation
NS---- Neutral Sexuality
RAGS- Revolution against Gender Sexuality

POPSA- Pro- Opposite Primary Sex Attraction
PSPSA- Pro- Same Primary Sex Attraction
POPSA- Pro- Opposite Primary Sex Attraction

The POPSA develops neutral sexuality 
(NS) because the transsexual and inter sexual people 
are attracted to their same sex people more than their 
opposite sexes. The pro-opposite secondary sex 
attraction (POSSA) brings revolution against gender 
sexuality (RAGS). Therefore, they are with low sexual 
violence/exploitation to some extent.

Heterosexuality-Opposite Sex Attraction
Bisexuality- Both Sex Attractions 
Lesbianism- Same Female Sex Attraction
Trans Sexuality- Feeling One Sex though
                          Biologically Different
Intersexuality- Having both Sex Anatomies
Transvestites- Adopting the Dress/Manner/

Sexual Role of OppositeSex
Gay- Male Homosexual

Factors HSVE /ISE LSVE/PSVE NS RAGS

Biological Attraction POPSA PSPSA POPSA POSSA

Psychological 
Orientation

Heterosexuality Homosexuality Transsexuality Transvestite
Bisexuality Lesbianism Intersexuality Gay 

Societal 
Socialization

Heterosexuality Homosexuality Transsexuality Transvestite
Bisexuality Lesbianism Intersexuality Gay 

Source : our own.



Figure 3 : Bio-Physical Profile of Sexual Exploitation 

       Source : Our own. 

But why are female’s primary and secondary 
sex characteristics drawn to be exploited and violated 
by the men? According to Goetz, et al (2012) the ladies 
having the physical characteristics of a shorter gait, 
slower walking speed, and low energy are susceptible to 
sexual exploitation than the others. The incapacitation 
cues like intoxication, fatigue, or other forms of cognitive 
impairment could make a lady less able to resist the 
tactics of sexual exploitation than men. Thus, with their 
physical strength and biological impulses the men more 
often violate women's sexuality.  Contrary to this view, 
the female is also found to have a stronger sex drive 
and greater physical capacity for sexual intercourse than 
that of the male (Baumeister and Twenge, 2002). If truth 
be told the sexual oppression of girls/ladies is caused 
by the society itself, and it is the society that promotes 
such violence against them (ibid). Further, it is not 
untrue that the male sexuality is cultivated in such how 
that female cannot break loose sexual violence in the 
society. In this sense Catherine MacKinnon’s (1989) 
argument is debated as ‘women are viewed and treated 
as objects of satisfying men's desires’ (sexual 
objectification). The eroticization of masculinity as sexual 
dominance and of femininity as sexual submission 
contributes to such violence against women in the 
society (ibid). Even within the institutionalized 
heterosexual relation two-way impulsive sexuality is not 
activated normally. In wedding relation it is the female 
partner who is more sexually exploited than their counter 
parts. Usually the intimate sexual activity from holding 
hands to having intercourse lacks clear, open and 
honest consent of the partners involved 
(www.macalester.edu/sexualassault/healthysexuality.ht
ml). It is one way culturally conditioned programme 
where the female partners go into it without their consent 
sometime. In fact, the married women more often 
experience coerced sex from their husbands in the 
society (Jejeebhoy and Bott, 2005). Thus, men’s sexual 
attraction toward women is socio-culturally conditioned, 
and the ‘women’s oppression is social but not 
biologically given’ (Brewer, 2004). According to Patricia 
Mahoney and Linda M. Williams (1998) rape is more 
perpetrated by a man known to the victim than a 

stranger, and rape by intimate partners is more common 
than stranger rape in American society (Bachman ad 
Saltzman1995 and Russell 1990). The figure of such 
violence against married women is also reported by the 
National Family Health Survey (NFHS-3) and National 
Crime Records Bureau (NCRB) in India (Violence-
against-married-women-in-Indiacan-the-data-tell-
us.html).  

a) Social Construction of Psychological Orientations 
and Sexual Violence/Exploitation 

We can observe from the psychological profile 
of sexual exploitation given in the Figure 4 that once the 
heterosexual men or women can have a high sexual 
perception to their counter parts they are aiming to, they 
will have high sexual violence/exploitation of that counter 
parts of utterly different sex. The POPSSP and PSPSSP 
cause high sexual violence/exploitation than the 
POSSSP, and PSSSSP due to the former is predicated 
on primary sex sense perception, and the latter is 
predicated on secondary sex sense perception. But, 
even with high sexual perception the POSSSP ends in 
low sexual exploitation comparison to that of the 
POPSSP. 
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Figure 4 : Psychological Profile of Sexual Exploitation 

Source  : Our own.  

It is due to the pro-opposite secondary sex 
sense perception which might not provoke direct 
physical sex satisfaction. Therefore, the heterosexual 
sex perception causes more sexual exploitation/violence 
than the gay sex perception, and rather, the 
homosexuals/lesbians are sexually exploited on the idea 
of heterosexual perception. Whether men or women 
commit sexual abuse, hostility, harass and assault no 
matter, they do so by their biological perception 
because their invisible sexual mind as provocative as 
their visible sexual anatomy is. Unlike the animals the 
humans perceive, experience, categorize and expertise 
their sexuality following the conventional mind set, self-
conception and society. However, this conventional idea 
helps cultivating and institutionalizing the idea of sex 
attraction, sex indexical cues, sex discrimination and 
sexual coercion in institutional settings of every society. 
Unfortunately, sexualization as a process of sexuality is 
negatively perceived (Wouters, 2010:726), and the word 
sexy and sexiness are discriminately used against 
sexuality of women and children. Especially the cues- 
psychological, incapacitation and physical make women 
vulnerable to sexual exploitation and violence (Goetz, et 
al, 2012). According to Goetz, et al, (2012) the 
psychological cues indicate that ‘a woman is mentally or 
emotionally manipulable or is flirtatious or promiscuous 
or revealing a risk-taking proclivity’ (ibid: 2). Women, 
significantly, having low self-assertiveness and low 
vanity are targets of such sexual violence/exploitations in 
the society (ibid). The bodily attraction is natural as 
stated earlier however; one time human develops it into 
a stimulus-response state of mind (psychological), it 
becomes risky. A coincident attracted aiming at or 
gazing at a lady could lead to a coincident sexual 
hostility against her because symmetrical scientific 
discipline (similar perception of sex object) or 
psychological sex fantasy push and pull the perpetrator 
to actualize the victim’s sexuality (like sex object). But 
the male's hostile mentality toward female's body and 
sex is an unquestionable social fact that women learn in 
their social settings. Because of this socialization the 
same man who sometime madly interested in women 
sexually, might not have an interest in gay or lesbian 
with a similar state of mind. The sexual orientations 

stemming from heterosexual and bisexual sources 
cause more sexual violation than that of gay and lesbian 
sources because, the former orientation is assumed to 
be historically normal while latter orientation is treated to 
be socially abnormal. The sexual violence against gay 
and lesbian is not essentially an outburst of gay 
provocation or gay attraction but an unusual outcome of 
an aggravated heterosexual aggression in the society. 
While the transsexual and repose sexual orientations 
promote neutral sexuality the transvestite and gay 
orientations bring revolution against sexual 
violence/exploitation because the former might create 
divided psychology and the latter might bring a united 
feeling. 

b) Socialization and Sexual Exploitation/Violence 
The normally believed masculine characteristics 

like, outwardly oriented, strong, dominant, freelance, 
rational, assertive, analytical, brave, active, insensitive 
etc and feminine characteristics like inwardly oriented, 
gentle, submissive, dependent, emotional, respective, 
intuitive, timid, passive, sensitive etc  nurture men and 
women otherwise (www.feminish.com/wp-content/ 
uploads/2012/08/Brannon_ch07.pdf).  On top of these 
stereotypes the women appear to have possessed 
higher human qualities than men, but, irony is that they 
cannot help remaining subservient to men, and because 
of feminine qualities they miserably fail to assert their 
strength over masculine sexuality. Thus, this gender 
dualism perpetuates sexual violence against women 
everywhere. 

c) Conventional Sexual Stereotypes and Sexual 
Violence 

We can observe from the Figure 5 that only 
adult marital sexuality is found to have positive sexuality 
because, it generates high institutionalized sexuality with 
high socialized sexual stereotype. However, it doesn't 
apply to married men and women equally justifying 
exclusive gender stereotypes. Further, sometime the 
positive sexuality negatively ends up in women’s 
married life. 
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Figure 5 : Conventional Sexual Stereotypes 

Source : Our own. 

We can also observe from the Figure 5 that the 
extramarital sexuality is found to be negative sexuality 
because it is lowly institutionalized. But it is found to 
have a high socialized sexual stereotype. It is also not 
equally applied to married men and women in the 
society. It is usually observable fact that adulterous 
sexuality is condemned for the stability of inclusive 
marital sexuality of dual sexual partners in every society. 
However, beyond dual marital sexual partners it may not 
even be treated as negative sexuality because there are 
societies in the world which have structured different 
types of wedding with only two or more sex partners in 
different institutionalized settings. But the women’s 
vulnerability to sexual violence stays invariant. For 
instance, the polygamous practices are the results of 
such institutionalized settings to which the feminists 
powerfully pinpoint as socially nurtured practice of 
sexual hostility against ladies. It is because ‘inequality is 
built into the asymmetric structure of polygamous 
marriage (Barry, 2001: 369-70 and Brooks, 2009)’, and 
‘women who resist or desert polygamous marriages can 
often be shunned or otherwise penalized for their 
deviance or self-assertion’ (May, 2012). The pre-marital 
sexuality or sexuality during adolescent age though 
treated as negative sexualities because of these are 
being lowly institutionalized sexuality with low socialized 
sexual stereotypes the girls are highly discriminated 
comparison to boys in every society. For instance, here 
conjointly we can see this discrimination that young 
boys could approach to female prostitute who is 
somewhere created out there, but young ladies cannot 
approach to male prostitute, is obscurity created out all 
over the places. The boys also usually blame the girl for 
all sexual acts in the dating system (Wouters, 2010:15). 
In this way a violation of the feminine body is tolerated 
and perpetrated within the sex industries. The adult 
sexuality is found to have relative sexuality because it is 
highly institutionalized in form of marriage but with lowly 
socialized sex stereotypes without marriage. This is not 
equally applicable to men and women in the society. For 
instance, it's usually found within the Asian countries that 
the age of married men/ women/girls or the age of 

sexually ill-used girls and sexual victimizer men is not 
same, and rather men are more aged than women. It is 
not that girls/women are assumed to have more capable 
of bearing with men’s sexuality. However, it is the 
deliberate seniority of men is set by the society, thus, as 
to dominate and to cause straightforward sexual 
violence against women. The institutionalized sexuality 
structuring the construct of performs and pathology 
within the human sexual actions also structure the 
construct of sexual oppression within which the ladies 
and youngsters are the foremost victims. Therefore, the 
classification of typical /conventional sexual stereotypes 
given in the Figure 5 exemplifies the deliberate 
discourse on sexual violence in the society. 
Corresponding to these tendencies a typology of 
sexuality has been developed in Figure 6. It is observed 
that the heterosexual activity is socially desirable, and 
the society claims it therefore, generates a social 
relation, whereas the homosexuality/lesbianism is 
socially undesirable, and so disrupts human relation. 
The sexlessness may generate human relation however, 
is not socially desirable. The bisexuality doesn't generate 
sensible human relation however, not fundamentally 
undesirable in the society.  
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Figure 6 : Conventional Sexuality Type 

 

  Source : Our own. 

It is observed from the Figure 6 that the 
heterosexual and bisexual socialization cause a lot of 
sexual exploitation than homosexual and lesbian 
socialization. The gay and lesbian socialization provoke 
more sexual violence/ exploitation than transsexual and 
inters sexual socialization, and because of this, the gay 
and lesbians are sexually assaulted by the heterosexual 
individuals, and the transsexual and inters sexual are 
thereby ignored. Further, it is observed that while the 
transsexual and inter-sexual socialization promotes 
neutral sexuality, the transvestite and gay socialization 
bring revolution against sexual violence/ exploitation. 
The latter kind of socialization grows fast getting 
additional support from underground cities or metro 
centers worldwide. The heterosexuality is though socially 
desirable sexuality it promotes heterosexual masculinity 
(aggressive sexuality) and heterosexual femininity 
(submissive sexuality) as well, and that, in turn, 
perpetuates sexual violence against girls/women, 
homosexual/lesbians/gay in every society worldwide.  

V. Conclusion 

Sexual violence against women is undoubtedly 
an endemic phenomenon for the reason that gender 
induced stereotype ranking, symbolic bio-physical 
attributing and psychological discursive thinking 
perpetuate this violence everywhere. The fact remains, 
the masculine heterosexual character of the gender 
notions-sex/sexiness and sexuality/sexualization is 
highly perceived against ladies and gay in every society. 
Resulting from this fact, doing sex is sometime less 
dangerous than ranking and thinking its stereotypes. 
Similarly, the dimensions and factors for sexual abuse/ 
violence are structured and processed such ways that 
female gender is often desecrated by men, 
homosexuals or lesbians are despised by 
heterosexuals, and feminine submissiveness is violently 
abused by masculine aggressiveness in different social 
settings. Beside the heterosexual orientations, the gay 
and lesbian orientations also conjointly nurture the 
etiquettes of aggression against female, and female, 
therefore, they are sexually exploited/violated on the 
thought of heterosexual perception.  The hate crimes 
committed against gay and women are nothing but, a 

mere reflection of masculine heterosexual bias.  The 
sexual violence is truly a byproduct of inclusively 
reticulated and socially created triple concepts-sex, 
gender and sexuality. But there is misunderstanding of 
understanding of each concept as if nurtures sexual 
violence exclusively. It is also crucial fact that the 
secondary sex characteristics aren't less encouraging 
factors for sexual violence against women. In fact, the 
hegemonic, heterosexual, political and gender 
discourses on human’s primary and secondary sex 
characteristics continue this violence. Our reviews of 
literatures related to sex, gender and sexuality realize an 
inclusive linkage between masculinity and sexual 
violence in the society. Further, whether or not the 
modernism elicited malevolent sexism or the tradition 
ascribed benevolent sexual discrimination the women’s 
sex is violated directly or indirectly, and usually the 
whole world moreover, along with victims and victimizers 
themselves, cannot help remaining blind spectators 
thereto. If each man and woman so long as emphasizes 
women's sex, body and sexuality as sexually and 
socially fascinating/ desirable objects or subjects the 
sexual exploitation won't be curbed and crippled in 
virtually any society. It is just a gendered query that must 
definitely be answered by the every society, however, 
not primarily excluding sexual victims from sexual 
victimizers. 
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