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Results

 The Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, Queer (LGBTQ) community
reports a higher prevalence of mental health problems than the Dependent variable: Identity affirmation (I1A)
heterosexual population (Meyer, 2003).
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the development of social connectedness, which may mitigate the negative
outcomes that originate from minority stress (Fig. 1).

Kull, & Greytak, 2013).

Conclusions

Significant direct effects were found for the following:
*GSA involvement in high school on identity affirmation
*LGBTQ-supportive staff in high school on identity affirmation
*Social connectedness on identity affirmation
*GSA involvement in college on social connectedness
*GSA involvement in college on identity affirmation
L GBTQ-supportive staff in college on identity affirmation

Methods

Participants
A sample of 213 individuals who identify as LGBTQ between the ages of 18 and 24 were recruited via a
Qualtrics participant panel; 28% gay/lesbian, 60% bisexual, 12% queer/questioning/other.
Survey

Participants were asked to complete a survey that assessed:

e Social stigma  Demographic Information: Age, gender, sexual orientation, state or territory of residence, ethnicity,
religious affiliation, current year in college, and socioeconomic status

* GSA Participation and Teacher/Staff Support: Participation in a GSA at the high school or college
campus attended, and experiences of support from teachers or staff

* Lesbian, Gay and Bisexual Identity Scale (Mohr & Kendra, 2011): Minority stress based on eight
subscales (Acceptance concerns, Concealment motivation, Identity uncertainty, Internalized
homonegativity, Difficult process, ldentity superiority, Identity affirmation, and Identity centrality)

e Social Connectedness Scale (Revised) (Lee, Draper, & Sujin, 2001): Social connectedness
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Social connectedness was found to be a mediating factor between GSA
involvement and identity affirmation in college.
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