Athens Journal of Psychology - Volume 2, Issue 2, June 2026 — Pages 71-84

Unpacking Campus Victimization: A Quantitative Study
of Gender Identity and Sexual Orientation

By Judy Lee Porter* & LaVerne McQuiller Williams™

This study explores the intersection of gender identity and sexual orientation in
shaping the experiences of threatening behaviors and sexual abuse on university
campuses. It highlights how cisgender women and LGBTQ+ individuals report
significantly higher rates of verbal threats, sexual harassment, stalking, and sexual
violence compared to their male or heterosexual peers. The findings emphasize the
compounded vulnerabilities faced by LGBTQ+ individuals, especially LGBTQO+
women, who experience heightened risks of severe violence due to both gender-based
and sexual ovientation-based marginalization. These results support the importance
of an intersectional approach in understanding victimization and advocate for
tailored sexual violence prevention strategies in university settings. The study calls
for comprehensive policies that address the unique needs of marginalized groups,
with a focus on creating inclusive and supportive environments for all students.
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Introduction

The prevalence of threatening behaviors, including verbal threats, stalking, and
sexual violence, has become a critical area of study in understanding the safety and well-
being of college and university students. Within this body of research, scholars identify
U.S. college students as being at risk for a variety of forms of victimization such as
rape/sexual assault, physical assault, verbal threats, and stalking (Cantor et al., 2020;
Daigle et al., 2024; Fedina, Backes, Sulley et al., 2020; Fedina, Holmes, & Backes,
2018; Fisher, Cullen, & Turner, 2000, 2002; Krebs et al., 2016; Mengo & Black, 2016;
Potter et al., 2020; Wood, et al., 2018). Gender identity and sexual orientation have been
identified as key factors influencing the likelihood of experiencing such behaviors.

Gender Identity, Threatening Behaviors, and Sexual Abuse

The relationship between gender identity and the experience of threatening
behaviors has been extensively studied, with consistent findings indicating that
women, especially those in marginalized communities, are more likely to experience
a range of harassment and violence. Research has shown that women, particularly
cisgender women, are at a heightened risk for various threatening behaviors, including
verbal threats, stalking, and sexual violence (Fisher, Cullen, & Turner, 2000; Turchik
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& Edwards, 2012). Women’s increased vulnerability to harassment is often attributed
to societal norms that reinforce gendered power dynamics, leading to more frequent
objectification and subjection to violent forms of control and dominance (Berkowitz,
2007).

Research indicates that women are more likely than men to report being followed,
spied on, or sexually harassed (Fisher et al., 2000; Coker et al., 2011; Wood et al., 2018).
Additionally, female college students experience higher rates of verbal threats compared
to their male counterparts. For instance, McGonigal and Scalora (2024) found that women
are more frequently targeted by verbal harassment on college campuses. Similarly, Wood
etal. (2018) reported that female students are at a significantly higher risk of experiencing
verbal threats and harassment than male students.

In terms of stalking, a recent study by Fedina et al. (2020) found that 17.4% of
college students reported experiencing stalking since entering college, with cisgender
females and transgender/nonconforming students facing higher odds of victimization
compared to their peers. Male students also experience stalking, though at lower rates
than female students. The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) (2020)
estimates that 5.2% of men in the U.S. have experienced stalking in their lifetime.
Among college students, studies have shown that male students report stalking rates
between 5% and 19%, depending on the definitions and methodologies used.

Sexual assault on college campuses remains a critical issue, affecting men and
women in distinct ways. Female college students report higher rates of sexual
touching and attempted sexual penetration (Turchik & Edwards, 2012). In addition,
research consistently shows that women are more likely to experience sexual assault
than men during their college years. Recent studies indicate that approximately 20%
of women and 7% of men experience sexual assault during their college years, with
women often facing more severe forms of assault and enduring long-term
psychological impacts such as PTSD, depression, and anxiety (Cantor et al., 2020;
Krebs et al., 2021; Steele et al., 2023). Men, on the other hand, are less likely to report
their experiences due to societal stigma and gender norms, which can lead to unique
challenges such as questioning their masculinity and dealing with homophobia if the
perpetrator is male (Smith et al., 2018).

Sexual Orientation, Threatening Behaviors, and Sexual Abuse

Sexual orientation is another critical factor influencing the experience of
threatening behaviors. LGBTQ+ individuals face unique challenges, with a growing
body of literature documenting their heightened risk for harassment, discrimination,
and violence. LGBTQ+ individuals often face threats to their safety not only due to
their sexual orientation but also as a result of heteronormative environments that
marginalize and stigmatize non-heterosexual identities (Balsam et al., 2005).

Studies have shown that individuals who identify as LGBTQ+ are at a
significantly greater risk for various forms of harassment, including being followed,
sexually harassed, and victimized by intimate partner violence (Elipe, Espelage, &
Del Rey, 2022; Herek, 2009; Rosario et al., 2009). Along these lines, the prevalence
of stalking among LGBTQ+ students is notably higher compared to their heterosexual
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peers. According to the Stalking Prevention, Awareness, and Resource Center
(SPARC), 1 in 4 lesbian, gay, bisexual, asexual, or queer students reported
experiencing stalking since entering college, compared to 1 in 6 heterosexual students.
Similarly, a study by Fedina et al. (2020) found that 17.4% of college students
reported stalking victimization since entering college, with cisgender females,
transgender/gender-nonconforming, and sexual minority students facing higher odds
of victimization compared to their counterparts.

Sexual assault among LGBTQ+ college students is a critical issue that has
garnered increasing attention in recent years. Research indicates that LGBTQ+
students face significantly higher rates of sexual assault compared to their
heterosexual peers (Cantor et al., 2020; Fedina, Holmes, & Backes, 2018; Klein et al.,
2023; Richardson et al., 2015; Steele, 2023; Woodford, Han, Craig, Lim, & Matney,
2018). A study by Eisenberg et al. (2017) found that bisexual and queer/pansexual/
other females experienced sexual assault at rates 2.5 to over 5 times higher than
heterosexual females. Similarly, Ford and Soto-Marquez (2016) reported that
bisexual female students had the highest rates of sexual assault among all groups
examined, with approximately 38% experiencing sexual assault during their college
years. More recently research by Fedina et al. (2020) found that LGBTQ+ students
are significantly more likely to report incidents of sexual assault.

The reporting of sexual assault among LGBTQ+ students is notably low, which
complicates efforts to address and mitigate this issue. Despite the higher prevalence
of sexual assault, LGBTQ+ students are often reluctant to report these incidents to
authorities. Eisenberg et al. (2017) noted that the majority of sexual assaults among
LGBTQ+ students go unreported, similar to trends observed in the general student
population. This underreporting can be attributed to various factors, including fear of
discrimination, lack of trust in institutional support systems, and concerns about
confidentiality. The reluctance to report not only hampers the provision of necessary
support and resources to survivors but also limits the ability to gather accurate data on
the prevalence of sexual assault within this population.

Intersectionality of Gender and Sexual Orientation

An intersectional approach is essential to understanding the unique experiences
of threatening behaviors among individuals with varying gender identities and sexual
orientations. Intersectionality, as a theoretical framework, acknowledges that the
experiences of oppression and privilege are not experienced in isolation but are shaped
by the simultaneous interaction of multiple social identities (Crenshaw, 1991). For
instance, cisgender women and LGBTQ+ individuals face distinct but overlapping
risks related to gender-based violence and sexual orientation-based discrimination.

Research on intersectionality has also highlighted the compounded nature of
discrimination faced by LGBTQ+ women, as they navigate both gendered and sexual
orientation-based forms of violence (Chung & Koo, 2006). In fact, LGBTQ+
individuals, particularly women, may experience greater victimization due to both
their gender and sexual orientation, amplifying their risk for sexual violence and
harassment (Balsam et al., 2005).
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Current Study

Building on the comprehensive understanding of gender identity, sexual
orientation, and their intersection with threatening behaviors, the current study aims to
further investigate the nuanced ways in which these factors influence the experiences of
harassment, stalking, and sexual violence among college students. By focusing on the
intersectionality of gender and sexual orientation, this research intends to highlight the
compounded vulnerabilities of individuals, who face distinct but overlapping risks.
Specifically, the study will explore how these intersecting identities amplify the
likelihood of experiencing violence and victimization within university settings.

The data for this investigation were collected from students at a midsized, private
university in the Northeast as part of a larger study examining a broad range of
victimization experiences. For each measurement wave, researchers randomly
selected forty classes from a master list of all courses offered during the academic
term. Instructors of the selected courses were invited to participate, and all agreed to
allow their classes to be included. Pen-and-paper survey questionnaires were then
administered to students enrolled in these classes.

In accordance with Institutional Review Board protocols, researchers were
present during and after survey administration to provide support and to offer referrals
to counseling or other appropriate resources as needed.

Gender identification and sexual orientation were examined in relation to a range
of threatening and victimization behaviors assessed using items adapted from
established instruments, including the Conflict Tactics Scales (CTS/CTS2; Straus,
1979; Straus etal., 1996), the Sexual Experiences Survey (SES; Koss & Oros, 1982;
Koss et al., 2007), and prior research on stalking and unwanted pursuit (Chronbach’s
Alph .805)

Threatening and stalking-related behaviors, drawn primarily from the Conflict
Tactics Scales and prior stalking research, included verbal threats of sex against one’s
will; being followed or spied upon; receiving unsolicited letters or written messages
(including email and instant messaging); someone standing outside one’s workplace
or school; someone appearing at locations where the respondent believed the person
had no legitimate reason to be; receiving unwanted items; attempts at unwanted
communication through other means; and vandalism of property or destruction of
valued belongings.

Sexual violence behaviors, adapted primarily from the Sexual Experiences
Survey, included sexual touching against one’s will, attempted sexual penetration
against one’s will, and sexual penetration against one’s will.

Methods
Data Collection

This study surveyed 3019 college students who attended a Northwestern
University in the U.S. in an exploratory study concerning threatening behaviors
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toward them. After receiving approval from the Institutional Review Board surveys
were distributed at random to students in classes from all disciplines.

Measures

Gender identification and sexual orientation were explored in relation to
threatening behaviors that included the following eleven variables: “verbal threats of
sex against your will”, “person followed or spied on you”, “person sent unsolicited
letters or written messages including email and IM”, “person stood outside your work
or school”, “person showed up at places you thought that they had no business being”,
“left unwanted items for you to find”, “person tried to communicate in other ways
against your will”, “vandalized property or destroyed something you loved”, “sexual
touching against your will”, “attempted sexual penetration against your will”, and
“sexual penetration against your will” (Cronbach’s Alpha .805).

Gender identity was measured with self-described male, female, or other. Sexual
orientation was measured by Gay/Lesbian, Bi-Sexual, or other. The threatening
behaviors variables measured as never, once or twice, 3 to 10 times, more than 10
times. These variables were dichotomized into never or some due to small numbers
in most of the categories. Binary logistic regression analyses were used to examine
the effect of gender identity and sexual orientation on experiences of threatening
behaviors. SPSS 29 was used for these analyses. These variables had very few
responses in the “more than once” categories so to simplify data interpretation, create
distinct risk groups (e.g., high/low), and meet the requirements of binomial regression
the variables were dichotomized. To double check if important data was being lost via
the dichotomization logistic regression was run with no outstanding differences.

Characteristics of the Sample

Table 1 illustrates the characteristics of the survey respondents by self-designated
gender identification and sexual orientation. Of the 3019 respondents 1707 identified
as male and 1312 female. Respondents were majority heterosexual (n=2586) with a
total of 163 identified as LGBTQ+ (64 male, 99 female). Of the LGBTQ+ group 23
men identified as Gay and 34 as bisexual and 7 other; 48 women identified as Lesbian
and 49 bisexual, 2 other.

Table 1. Characteristics of Respondents by Gender Identification and Sexual
Orientation N = 3019

CIS | Heterosexual | LGBTQ+ | Gay | Lesbian | Bisexual | Other
men 1707 64 23 34 7
women | 1312 99 99 49 2
total 3019 2586 163 23 99 83 9
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Results

Table 2 provides a cross tabulation of the threatening behaviors by gender
identity and sexual orientation. Cross tabulation found that gender achieved statistical
significance with a chi square of <.001 for gender and a range of <.001 and .041 for
sexual orientation for the following: Women (n=51, 3.8%) and LGBTQ+ respondents
(n=18, 11%) reported more verbal threats. Women (n=293, 22%) and LGBTQ+ (56,
34%) being followed or spied on. Women (479, 36.5%) and LGBTQ+ (41, 25%)
reporting unsolicited letters or written messages. Women (377, 30%) and LGBTQ+
(p=.012, 39, 24%) reporting someone standing outside their work or school. Women
(330, 25%) and LGBTQ+ (46, 28%) reported more unwanted items left for them to
find. Women (369, 28%) and LGBTQ+ (48, 29.5%) more likely to report unwanted
communication. Women (337, 25.7%) and LGBTQ+ (44, 28.5%) more likely to
report someone vandalized their property or destroyed something they loved. Women
(121, 10%) and LGBTQ+ (33, 20%) were more likely to report someone sexually
touching them against their will. A greater percentage of women (51, 3.8%) said they
had been a victim of attempted sexual penetration against their will. There was no
statistically significant association between LGBTQ+ and heterosexual respondents
for attempted sexual penetration against their will. A greater percentage of women
(36, 2.75%) and LGBTQ+ (11. 6/75%) reported sexual penetration against their will.
Showing up at places someone should not be was statistically significantly associated
with Women (379, 29%) and heterosexual respondents (p=.041, 727, 42.5%).

Table 2. Crosstabulation Threatening Behaviors and Gender Identification and Sexual
Orientation N-3019

CIS Male | CIS Female LGBTQ+ | lletero-
sexual
. Chi  |npercentage .

\Variable n percentage |n percentage Square n percentage |Chi Square
\Verbal Threats of

. 16 51 ok 18 49 -
Se?c Against Your 09% 3.8% <.001 1% 1.7% <.001
IWill
Followed or Spied 238 293 sk 56 492 sesesk
on You 14% 220, [0 34% 17% | <001
Sent unsolicited
letters or written 480 479 sk 41 829 sk
imessages including 28% 36.5% <001 25% 29% <001
email and IM
Stood outside your 335 377 s 39 653 -
work or school 19% 30% <012 24% 23% <012
Showed up at
places you thought 390 379 " 42 727 "
that they had no 23% 299, | <0 26% a5y | =0
business being
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ILeft unwanted
. 345 330 ok 46 629 .
g;r(lils for you to 20% 5% <.001 8% 299, <.001
Tried to

L 403 369 . 48 724 .
ey 23.5% S 295% | 2s% |0
Vandalized
Property or 336 227 sk 44 628 sk
destroyed 19.7% 2579 001 28.5% 29, | <001
something
Sexual touching 57 121 sk 33 155 s
against your will 3% 10% <001 20% 5% <001
IAttempted sexual

: ; 7 51 - 5 53
szrlll:t‘;aitlllon against 04% 3.8% <.001 39, 39 .804
Sexual penetration 6 36 sk 11 31 sesese
against your will 035% 275% |~ 6.75% L1y | <001
IAttempted sexual
: ; 7 51 - 5 53

szrlll:t‘;aitlllon against 04% 3.8% <.001 39, 39 .804
Sexual penetration 6 36 sk 11 31 sesese
against your will 035% 275% |~001 6.75% L1y | <001

*p=041. #*p=012, ***p=<001
*p=..041,%*p=..012, ***P=<001
Binomial Regression Analysis

Table 3. Binomial Regression: Threatening Behaviors and Gender Identification N

-3019
95% C.I.for
B |SE.| Wald |df| Sie. |Exp®B) EXP(B)
Lower | Upper
Verbal Threats of Sex "
eainst Your Will | 774 338] 5229 1] 02 2168 | 1.117 | 4210
f(‘:)llllowedorsmed"n 373 .106| 12.332 | 1] <001%%** | 1452 | 1.179 | 1.789
sent unsolicited letters | o5 | (o0 | 50073 | || <0o1*** | 1467 | 1241 | 1.735
or written messages
stood outside your | 5011 1301 20036 | 1| <001+ | 1787 | 1386 | 2305
work or school
tried to communicate | o3| 1301 11171 | 1| <001 | 636 | 487 | 829
in other ways
Vandalized Property
or destroyed 290 |.126| 5259 1] 022% | 1336 | 1.043 | 1711
something you loved
Sexual touching 590 |.189| 9764 | 1| .002%%* | 1804 | 1246 | 2611
against your will
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Attempted sexual
penetration against 1.3511.446| 9.175 | 1| .002*** | 3.860 | 1.611 | 9.249
your will
Sexual penetration |y 190 | 486| 5994 | 1| .014% | 3288 | 1268 | 8526
against your will

Constant -620 |.053] 137.337 | 1 <.001 538
*p=.022, **p=.014, ***p=.002, ****p=<001

To summarize Table 3, all of the threatening behaviors save one indicated that
women were much more likely to report all the events more than men. While all of
the threatening behaviors are very concerning the two most serious “attempted sexual
penetration” and “‘sexual penetration against their will” were reported at higher
percentages at nearly three times as often, and over twice as often.

The sole variable that was significantly statistically associated with “having a person
trying to communicate in ways other than letters or written messages including email and
IM” - indicated that men were less likely to report this event by over 36 percent.

A binomial regression analysis of threatening behaviors and gender identification
found that nine of the variables were statistically significantly associated with gender
identity with eight of the variables associated with cisgender and one variable
associated with cisgender men — “having a person trying to communicate in ways
other than letters or written messages including email and IM” (p=<.001, Exp(B) =
.636), for every one unit increase in “someone trying to communicate in other ways”,
saw a decrease of 36.4% (.487, .829) in men reporting this behavior.

Cisgender women were more likely to report verbal threats of sex against their
will (p=.022, Exp(B) 2.168), for every one unit increase in reports of “receiving verbal
threats of sex against your will” there was an odds of 116% (1.117, 4.210) chance of
reporting this behavior; having “someone following or spying on them” (p=<.001,
Exp(B) 1.542) indicates that for every one unit increase in reporting this behavior,
the odds of reporting this is increased by 45% (1.179, 1.789), the odds of “someone
sending unsolicited letters or written messages” (p=<.001; Exp(B) 1.467) increased
by 46% (1.241, 1735), the odds of reporting a “person standing outside work or
school” (p=<.001, Exp(B) 1.787) increased by 78% for each unit increase (1.386,
2.305), the odds of a “person vandalizing property or destroying something you
loved” (p=.022, Exp(b) 1.336) increased by 33% (1.043, 1.711)for every one unit
increase in that behavior, The odds of having reported “sexual touching against your
will” (p=.002, Exp(B) 1.804) increased by 80% (1.246, 2.611) for each unit increase,
the odds of having “reported attempted sexual penetration against your will” (p=.002,
Exp(B) 3.860) increased by 286% (1.611, 9.249), and the odds of reporting “sexual
penetration against your will” (p=.014, Exp(B) 3.288) increased by 229% (1.268,
8.526) for each unit increase.
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Table 4. Binomial Regression: Threatening Behaviors and Sexual Orientation N - 3019

95% C.1.for
B |SE. | Wald |df| Sig |ExpB)| EXP(B)
Lower | Upper
FollowedorSpied |~ g49 | 187 | 25746 | 1 |<001+%| 2584 | 1.791 | 3.728
on You
tried to
communicate in -650 | 241 | 7250 |1 007* 522 | 325 | 838
other ways
Vandalized
Property or
destroyed 657 | .226 | 8425 |1 .004** 1.928 | 1.238 | 3.004
something you
loved
Sexualtouching |y q01 | 538 | 45350 | 1 |<001%* | 4974 | 3.118 | 7.934
against your will
Attempted sexual
penetration against | -2.035 | .655 | 9.635 | 1| .002%*** 131 036 | 472
your will
Sexual penetration | 73 | geg | 18076 | 1 |<001%4* | 7947 | 3.056 | 20.663
against your will
Constant -3.360 | .120 | 788.495 | 1 | <.001****| 035

*p=.007, **p=.004, ***p=002, ****p=<001

To summarize Table 4, LGBTQ+ respondents were more likely to report being
followed or spied on (over 1 and half times), vandalized property or something they
loved destroyed (92%), being sexually touched against their will (nearly 4 times as
much), and reporting “sexual penetration against their will (nearly 7 times as much).

A binomial regression analysis of threatening behaviors and sexual orientation
found that four variables were statistically significantly associated with GLBTQ+
orientation, while two variables were statistically significantly associated with
heterosexual orientation.

Having someone who “tried to communicate in other ways” (p=.007, Exp(B) .522)
and “attempted sexual penetration against your will” (p=.002, Exp(B) .131) was
statistically significantly associated with heterosexual orientation. It was found that
holding all other predictor variables constant, the odds of someone who “tried to
communicate in other ways” decreased by 52% (.325, .838) for a one unit increase in
reports of someone who “tried to communicate in other ways”. While the odds of
“attempted sexual penetration against your will” decreased by 13% (.036, .472) for a one
unit increase in reported an “attempted sexual penetration against your will”. Respondents
who identified as heterosexual were less likely to report someone who “tried to
communicate in other ways” and “attempted sexual penetration against your will”.

Respondents who identified as LGBTQ+ were more likely to report being
“followed or spied on” with the odds increasing by 158% for every one unit increase
in reports of being “followed or spied on” (p=<.001, Exp(B) 2.584 (1.791, 3.738).
The odds of LGBTQ+ respondents reporting having their property vandalized or
something they loved destroyed increased by 92% (p=.004, Exp(B) 1.928, 1.238,
3.004). The odds increased by 397% of having been sexually touched against their
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will (p=<.001, Exp(B) 4.974, 3.118, 7.934). The odds of LGBTQ+ respondents
reporting “sexual penetration against your will” increased by 695% (p=<.001,
Exp.(B) 7.947, 3.056, 20,663).

Discussion

The findings of this study underscore the significant role that gender identity and
sexual orientation play in individuals' experiences of threatening behaviors and sexual
abuse on university campuses. In particular, cisgender women and LGBTQ+
individuals reported higher rates of verbal threats, sexual harassment, stalking, and
sexual violence compared to their male or heterosexual counterparts. This study
contributes to the growing body of research highlighting how both gender and sexual
orientation intersect to influence the prevalence and severity of harassment and
violence, further reinforcing the need for a nuanced understanding of campus safety and
victimization.

Cisgender women in this study were notably more likely than their male peers to
report experiencing verbal threats, sexual touching, and sexual penetration. These
findings are consistent with previous research indicating that women, particularly
those in higher-risk environments like college campuses, are more vulnerable to
various forms of gender-based violence (Fisher, Cullen, & Turner, 2000; Turchik &
Edwards, 2012).

Moreover, the finding that women in this study were more likely to report
experiences of being followed or spied on aligns with previous research on the
prevalence of stalking and unwanted surveillance targeted at women (Fedina et al.,
2020; Fisher et al., 2000; Coker et al., 2011). The relatively high rates of verbal threats,
unsolicited messages, and harassment reported by cisgender women are also
consistent with the works of Turchik and Edwards (2012) and Wood et al. (2018),
who found that women are particularly vulnerable to sexual harassment and intimate
partner violence. These findings suggest that the intersection of gender and power
dynamics continues to create an environment where women are disproportionately
exposed to harmful behaviors.

LGBTQ+ individuals in this study also reported experiencing higher rates of
threatening behaviors compared to heterosexual respondents, further supporting the
growing body of literature documenting the unique vulnerabilities faced by LGBTQ+
individuals. LGBTQ+ individuals are more likely to experience sexual harassment,
stalking, and violence due to their sexual orientation, often exacerbated by a culture
of heteronormativity that marginalizes non-heterosexual identities (Balsam et al., 2005).
This study's findings are consistent with previous research showing that LGBTQ+
individuals, especially LGBTQ+ women, are at a greater risk of experiencing sexual
violence and victimization due to both societal prejudice and personal vulnerability
(Herek, 2009; Rosario, Schrimshaw, & Hunter, 2009). The significantly higher
likelihood of LGBTQ+ individuals reporting sexual violence—such as unwanted
sexual touching and sexual penetration—underscores the heightened risks they face
in university environments, where stigmatization and exclusion are still pervasive.
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The intersectionality of gender and sexual orientation was a key theme in this
study. The compounded vulnerabilities faced by LGBTQ+ individuals, particularly
those who are also women, were clearly evident in the findings. LGBTQ+ respondents,
especially LGBTQ+ women, were more likely to report severe forms of violence,
including sexual penetration, than their cisgender heterosexual counterparts. This
supports the framework of intersectionality proposed by Crenshaw (1991), which
argues that the interconnected nature of identities—such as gender and sexual
orientation—shapes the experiences of marginalization and victimization in unique
ways. The intersection of these identities appears to amplify the vulnerability of
individuals to violence and harassment. Balsam et al. (2005) similarly highlight that
LGBTQ+ people of color face heightened victimization not only because of their sexual
orientation but also due to the social prejudices linked to their racial and ethnic identities.

Additionally, the higher rates of sexual violence reported by LGBTQ+
respondents in this study reinforce findings from Cantor et al. (2020), Fedina et al.
(2020), and Herek (2009), who noted that LGBTQ+ individuals, especially those in
marginalized communities, face distinct risks for victimization. The compounded
nature of their vulnerability, arising from both their gender and sexual orientation,
often results in greater exposure to intimate partner violence, harassment, and sexual
assault. These findings underscore the importance of adopting an intersectional
approach when considering the experiences of LGBTQ+ individuals, particularly in
environments such as universities, where students are exposed to a range of social and
institutional pressures that can increase their susceptibility to violence.

Moreover, the findings of this study suggest that university settings may
perpetuate a climate in which both women and LGBTQ+ individuals are at risk. The
higher rates of verbal threats, stalking, and sexual violence reported by both groups
emphasize the need for university administrators and policymakers to prioritize sexual
violence prevention programs tailored to the needs of marginalized groups. This is
especially important considering that both cisgender women and LGBTQ+
individuals face disproportionate rates of victimization, as evidenced by the study's
statistical analyses. Turchik and Edwards (2012) argue that comprehensive and
intersectional prevention strategies are essential for addressing sexual violence on
college campuses, and this study's findings support that argument.

In addition to gender and sexual orientation, future research should consider other
intersecting identities, such as race, ethnicity, socioeconomic status, and disability,
which may further influence the experiences of victimization among marginalized
groups. For example, research by Chung and Koo (2006) indicates that LGBTQ+
women of color face unique challenges in navigating both gender and racial/ethnic-
based violence. Understanding how multiple identities shape the experiences of stalking,
harassment, and violence can provide a more nuanced understanding of campus safety
and inform the development of more effective prevention and intervention strategies.

Finally, the study’s findings have important implications for university policies
and practices related to sexual violence prevention. It is clear that cisgender women
and LGBTQ+ individuals are at heightened risk for a variety of threatening behaviors,
including verbal threats, sexual harassment, and sexual violence. Universities must
create inclusive environments that address the specific needs of these groups and
foster a culture of respect and safety for all students, regardless of their gender or
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sexual orientation. This includes implementing tailored sexual violence prevention
programs, supporting bystander intervention training, and providing safe spaces for
students to report incidents of harassment and violence.

Conclusion

This study underscores the complex and multifaceted nature of victimization
based on gender identity and sexual orientation. Both cisgender women and LGBTQ+
individuals are more likely to experience verbal threats, stalking, sexual harassment,
and sexual violence compared to their male or heterosexual counterparts. The findings
highlight the importance of adopting an intersectional approach to understanding
campus victimization, as the experiences of harassment and violence are shaped by
the interaction of gender and sexual orientation. Addressing these vulnerabilities
through targeted, intersectional prevention programs is essential for creating safer,
more inclusive university environments.
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