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Abstract The purpose of this study was to investigate the typology of response to unwanted sexual request,

and find the characteristics according to the types. For this purpose, 332 college female students were surveyed.
As a results, two group were identified through cluster analysis: assertive type and compliant type. Compliant
type had more sexual experiences, consensual unwanted sex, reasons for sexual compliance. Furthermore,
compliant type had more unstable attachment, rejection sensitivity, and loneliness. Implications related with
prevention and education program for the high risk compliant group were discussed and ideas for health,
education, psychological experts were suggested.

Key Words : Unwanted sexual request, Consensual unwanted sex, Sexual coping, Sexual assertiveness, Female
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