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leaving us with under seventeen percent of the population identifying themselves as
being from a different ethnic background. Future studies should include a more
diverse population, to get a more complete picture of how gender identity might also
be affected by ethnic background.

An extremely interesting trend was apparent when individuals were asked about
their first recollection of “being different” from their peers. Over 55% of our respon-
dents reported that they felt different prior to the age of 10. Over 75% of our sample
felt chat they were different by the age of 15. This information may assist in leading
us to believe that genetics does play a role in the determination of homosexuality.
Early childhood psychological theory has indicated that children have a strong need
to belong and be accepted by their peers. It is hard to believe that a child would
choose to be “different” or homosexual at an age when conforming is so important.

Conclusion

Through using a modified version of the Bem Sex Role Inventory and Stern’s
Sexual Identity Scale, we found that indeed there are differences among the groups.
There seems to be a continuum of masculinity/femininity with TMF being the most
feminine, LF and GM being the most androgynous, with some femininity and mas-
culinity mixed together in their identity, with TFM being the most masculine of our
four groups. It is only when comparing our sample population to Stern’s hetero-
sexual population that we see, for the most part, the GLBT community falls inside
the scores of heterosexuals on perceived gender identity. In one case, the TMF were
even more “Feminine” than the HE but otherwise there were no exceptions to the
trend. This one exception may also be an error on our part as our sample size was
very small, therefore giving us large percentages compared to Stern’s sample popula-
tion. These differences may mean that fucure studies should be done to understand
how these differences may affect the group as a whole, as well as our concepts of
masculinity and femininity.

In the future, additional more detailed gender identity analysis can only aid in
furthering the understanding of the social and personality dynamics of homosexuals
and transgender people. While the debate rages on in our society over human rights
for social and legal equality, further empirical studies of this type can only contribute
to a deeper analytical understanding of existing gender schema theories as they relate
to homosexuals and transgender individuals. These types of psychological and socio-
logical analyses along with additional biological and genetic data may assist in over-
coming the moralistic negative stereotypes that are engrained into the fabric of our
society. The ultimate purpose of conducting this type of research should be to assist
the GLBT community and society in general to come to a better understanding of
the inherent similarities and differences between human beings of different gender
identities. We would hope that by coming to this kind of more comprehensive un-
derstanding and recognition of individual and group differences based on perceived
gender identity, a more cohesive and stronger GLBT community may result as well.
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