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Abstract
Objective  This commentary critically examines queer intimate partner violence (IPV) across Western, Educated, Industrial-
ized, Rich, Democratic (WEIRD)—a category of societies disproportionately represented in psychological and social sci-
ence research—and non-WEIRD sociocultural contexts. It argues that prevailing cis-heteronormative and Western-centric 
frameworks insufficiently capture the complexity of queer survivors’ experiences.
Method  I drew on empirical research and cross-cultural comparisons to examine IPV and barriers to help-seeking among 
queer individuals.
Results  Evidence from both WEIRD and non-WEIRD context demonstrates how sociopolitical climates, cultural norms, 
and institutional arrangements profoundly shape patterns of IPV and access to support. Across contexts, a shared theme of 
“institutional abandonment” emerges, wherein queer survivors remain underserved even within systems that appear formally 
inclusive.
Conclusions  This commentary highlights the urgent need for a decolonized, queer-affirming approach to IPV research. 
Advancing IPV research requires the development of culturally grounded, identity-sensitive measurement tools, the trans-
formation of institutional and community support systems and the cultivation of equitable global academic partnerships. 
Effectively addressing queer IPV necessitates moving beyond universalized Western frameworks toward intersectional, 
contextually nuanced approaches that authentically reflect the diversity of queer experiences worldwide.

Keywords  Intimate partner violence · Queer intimate partner violence · WEIRD sample · Non- WEIRD sample · Cross-
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has shown that standardized IPV instruments such as the 
Revised Conflict Tactics Scale (CTS-2) inadequately cap-
ture queer-specific dynamics (Donovan & Barnes, 2026; this 
issue), with studies highlighting underreporting of severity 
in same sex physical violence (Regan et al., 2002), the need 
for additional items addressing identity-based psychologi-
cal violence (Balsam & Szymanski, 2005), the importance 
of how questions are framed to effectively detect different 
forms of identity-based violence (McCarry et al., 2008) and 
modifications to better measure man-to-man IPV (Green-
wood et al., 2002).

Moreover empirical evidence from my research across 
diverse cultural contexts and the broader literature on queer 
violence demonstrate that queer individuals experience not 
only conventional forms of IPV but also forms of violence 
that specifically target and exploit gender and sexual identi-
ties. These dynamics are shaped by broader sociocultural 

Intimate partner violence (IPV) can be understood as a pat-
tern of behaviours that instil fear, control, and coerce a part-
ner, inducing guilt and forcing them to act against their will 
or restrict their own wishes, thereby undermining auton-
omy and establishing dominance within the relationship 
(Ummak et al, 2024a; Isdal, 2000). Despite growing evi-
dence that IPV manifests differently across sexual and gen-
der identities (Ummak et al, 2024b, c; Donovan & Hester, 
2008; Donovan & Hester, 2014; Donovan & Barnes, 2020), 
dominant research and policy frameworks remain grounded 
in cis-heteronormative assumptions. For instance, research 
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conditions and intersecting marginalized positionalities, 
which perpetrators may mobilize to exert control and inflict 
harm. Furthermore, structural and sociopolitical contexts—
such as legal recognition, heteronormativity and heterosex-
ism—significantly shape the prevalence and severity of IPV.

Noneteless, research on queer IPV is still predominantly 
focused on samples from WEIRD (Western, Educated, 
Industrialized, Rich, Democratic) countries. The acronym 
WEIRD was introduced by Henrich et al. (2010a, b) to cri-
tique the predominance of psychological research based 
on data drawn from participants in the United States and 
Western Europe and its implications for the study of human 
psychology and behaviour. Extending this critique, Clancy 
and Davis (2019) argue that the WEIRD/non-WEIRD dis-
tinction should be reframed through a decolonizing lens 
that actively challenges the dominance of Eurocentric epis-
temologies in knowledge production. From this perspec-
tive, researchers are encouraged to decenter white, Western 
modes of inquiry and to reintroduce greater cultural and 
contextual variability into understandings of all populations 
(Clancy & Davis, 2019). This limitation is not unique to the 
study of queer IPV. The broader IPV field is also largely 
shaped by research originating in WEIRD contexts, particu-
larly the United States, where legal frameworks and policy 
approaches to IPV have often been uncritically exported and 
applied in other parts of the world (Goodmark, 2015). As a 
result, conclusions from this work are often of limited rel-
evance to non-WEIRD countries, where the majority of the 
global queer population resides. Although research has doc-
umented that the prevalence rates of different types of IPV 
violence perpetration and victimization is high among queer 
people in NON-WEIRD countries (Ummak et al, 2021, 
2023; Yu et al., 2013; Lin et al., 2022; Yan et al., 2022); 
culturally sensitive research tools and approaches are still 
missing in the context of IPV and seeking help (Donovan & 
Barnes, 2026; this issue).

In contexts where queer populations face major discrimi-
nation and criminalization, it is particularly important to 
produce locally grounded knowledge on queer IPV, with 
the aim of informing tailored interventions to support these 
populations. Overlooking the intersectional forms of vio-
lence experienced by queer people globally may therefore 
result in a failure to recognise or adequately address these 
complex and intersecting experiences.

In this commentary I compare research on IPV and help-
seeking behaviour among queer populations in WEIRD and 
non-WEIRD countries. Using an intersectional lens, I exam-
ine what cross-cultural comparisons reveal about how social 
norms, stigma, and policy contexts shape IPV experiences 
and responses, and I suggest ways forward for research and 
practice.

Queer IPV and Barriers to Help-Seeking in 
WEIRD Countries

Studies conducted in WEIRD countries such as the United 
States, United Kingdom, Australia, Germany, and Canada 
have documented varying prevalence rates and correlates 
of IPV among queer populations (Finneran & Stephen-
son, 2012; Hester et al., 2010; Frankland & Brown, 2014; 
Krahe & Berger, 2013; Barrett & St.Pierre, 2013). More-
over, research from Nordic countries—such as Denmark, 
Norway, and Sweden—within the broader WEIRD context 
has reported elevated rates of IPV and persistent barriers 
to help-seeking (Author, 2021, 2023, 2024d, 2025; Øver-
lien, 2020). Despite progressive legal protections for queer 
people in those countries, IPV remains a significant pub-
lic-health problem, and barriers to help-seeking are inad-
equately addressed (Ummak et al, 2025; Domestic Abuse 
Commissioner for England and Wales, 2022; Galop, 2023; 
Santoniccolo et al., 2021; Øverlien, 2020). For example, 
shelter policies in Norway continue to be shaped by cis-
heteronormative and gender-normative assumptions, as 
the Crisis Centre Act and related parliamentary provisions 
explicitly refer to “men, women, and children” and man-
date gender-segregated accommodation, leaving little rec-
ognition or protection for queer and non-binary survivors in 
Norway (Crisis Center Act, 2009; Stortinget, 2025).

As noted in Guidance for Researching Domestic Abuse 
in LGBT+ Communities (Donovan & Rowlands, 2025), 
in recent years, public debates in WEIRD countries about 
gender and sex have become increasingly politicized. In 
particular, the recognition of transgender rights has been 
contested: transgender women are often portrayed as 
threats, while transgender men and non-binary people are 
frequently rendered invisible (Donovan & Rowlands, 2025). 
These dynamics have undermined trust in help-seeking ser-
vices, leaving many queer people — both transgender and 
cisgender — uncertain about whether they can safely access 
support in cases of IPV (Ummak et al, 2025). For example, 
drawing on 21 studies across European, UK, and US set-
tings, Santoniccolo et al. (2021) found that queer individuals 
seldom engaged with formal support services, which were 
frequently perceived as both inaccessible and ineffective. 
Moreover, a recent study by Author (2025) found that the 
lack of services specialized for queer victims of IPV and the 
presence of bias (as both intended discrimination—negative 
bias against LGBTQ+ service users—and unintended bias 
arising from a lack of training or confidence on the part of 
the practitioner in responding appropriately) among service 
providers pose significant barriers to help-seeking—despite 
the common assumption in Norway that IPV services are 
accessible to everyone, regardless of gender identity or sex-
ual orientation.
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Queer IPV Beyond the West: Non-WEIRD Realities 
and Challenges

Very little is known about queer IPV and barriers to help-
seeking outside of WEIRD countries. A major obstacle to 
conducting research in non-WEIRD contexts is the pres-
ence of anti-LGBTQI+ legislation, state persecution, and 
restrictive socio-cultural and policy environments in coun-
tries such as Egypt, Tunisia, Jordan, Sudan, Uganda, and 
Turkey. Public discourse in many of these countries dehu-
manizes LGBTQI+ people, subjecting them to structural 
stigma — the societal-level conditions, cultural norms, and 
institutional policies that limit the opportunities, resources, 
and well-being of stigmatized groups (Hatzenbuehler & 
Link, 2014, p. 2). Addressing existing gaps and barriers in 
these under-studied areas requires a nuanced understanding 
of the social norms, cultural values, and broader climate 
of the specific society in question. While I have conducted 
some mapping in Turkey, a significant gap persists between 
research in WEIRD and non-WEIRD countries.

In our study (Ummak et al, 2021) found that lesbian and 
bisexual (LB) women in Turkey experience higher levels 
of psychological IPV than their counterparts in Denmark, 
likely reflecting broader societal and institutional hostil-
ity toward sexual minorities in Turkey (ILGA-Europe, 
2019, 2020). We proposed that such hostile environments 
may potentially increase internalized heterosexism (I pre-
fer to use “internalized heterosexism” over “internalized 
homophobia” because it better highlights the role of cul-
tural, institutional, and social factors in prejudice against 
LGBTQ+ people, whereas “internalized homophobia” 
places greater emphasis on individual fear and irrational 
belief, which is not the intended focus, see also Ummak et 
al, 2023), which in turn arguably contributes to IPV per-
petration. From an intersectional perspective, we discussed 
how cultural factors—such as collectivism, which pri-
oritizes family over individual desires—may further rein-
force heterosexist norms (Toplu-Demirtaş et al., 2020) and 
exacerbate marginalized positionality, thereby amplifying 
IPV among LB women in Turkey. In contrast, Denmark’s 
individualistic culture (Hofstede, 2011), which emphasizes 
personal autonomy and self-expression, may buffer against 
these stressors, resulting in lower IPV rates.

Additionally, we proposed that in Turkey, limited social 
recognition and support for LB women can lead to social iso-
lation and stronger attachment to partners, creating potential 
risks for partner violence due to dependency and conflict-
ing desires for autonomy (Ummak et al, 2021). Collectiv-
ist cultural tendencies, emphasizing relationship harmony 
and intimacy, may also foster a greater sense of relational 
“fusion” among LB women in Turkey compared to Den-
mark, further contributing to higher IPV rates (Ummak et 

al, 2021). Our findings underscore the critical need to exam-
ine how cultural context mediates the relationship between 
internalized heterosexism and IPV across different societies.

In other studies, using the same study design in both 
Turkey and Norway, focusing on lesbian, gay, and bisexual 
(LGB)-specific IPV (Ummak et al, 2024b, c), notable dif-
ferences emerged. While both countries showed patterns of 
sexual identity invalidation and control over sexual behav-
iours and expression, in Turkey we identified two unique 
LGB-specific IPV factors: disclosure of sexual orientation—
the act of revealing someone’s sexual orientation as a form 
of IPV through the weaponization of heterosexism in LGB 
relationships—and binegativity, which in this study mani-
fested as bisexual stereotypes and experiences of bisexual 
jealousy (i.e., referred to in the literature as bisexual identity 
abuse; Donovan & Hester, 2014; Donovan & Barnes, 2020; 
Head & Milton, 2014). The absence of these LGB-specific 
forms of IPV in the Norwegian context may reflect broader 
socio-legal and cultural differences, as greater societal 
acceptance and stronger legal protections for queer people 
in Norway (ILGA-Europe, 2026) may reduce the harmful 
impact of outing and, in turn, limit the expression of bisex-
ual identity-based abuse. In the Turkish context, we further 
discussed the potential for the disclosure of sexual orienta-
tion as a form of LGB-specific IPV, which stems from the 
heterosexist societal notion that LGB individuals are not 
equal to heterosexual people. Furthermore, we highlighted 
how bisexual individuals remain the least visible group in 
Türkiye compared to gay, lesbian, and transgender com-
munities (KaosGL, 2020) and how this invisibility might 
explain why certain societal assumptions about bisexuality 
are adopted and internalized by LGB individuals, contribut-
ing to an increase in negative behaviours. However, little is 
known about why this is true. Therefore, our findings sug-
gest need to examine new insights into IPV and bisexual 
individuals in non-WEIRD countries.

Institutional Abandonment as a Joint Experience 
Across WEIRD and Non-WEIRD Contexts

Although experiences of IPV are shaped by distinct social, 
cultural, and legal contexts, evidence from both WEIRD and 
non-WEIRD countries highlights the critical role of “insti-
tutional abandonment” in influencing queer individuals’ 
experiences of violence and their access to support. Here, by 
institutional abandonment, I refer to the widespread neglect 
and insufficiency of institutional support that queer people 
face globally, in both WEIRD and non-WEIRD contexts.

In WEIRD contexts, legal protections, social recogni-
tion, and specialized services may offer resources that buffer 
against IPV; however, the mere existence of these resources 
does not guarantee equitable protection. As documented 
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in Norway and other Nordic countries, even when such 
resources are available, cis-heteronormative assumptions 
embedded within policies and services frequently limit their 
accessibility for queer survivors (Ummak et al, 2022, 2025; 
Øverlien, 2020; Crisis Center Act, 2009). In contrast, in 
non-WEIRD contexts—where institutional support is often 
absent or severely limited—queer individuals are particu-
larly vulnerable to IPV, a vulnerability intensified by struc-
tural stigma, criminalization, and societal hostility. Even in 
relatively resource-rich settings, queer survivors frequently 
encounter gaps in recognition, inclusion, and responsive-
ness, reflecting a form of institutional abandonment. This 
highlights the need to examine how such abandonment, in 
conjunction with social norms and cultural contexts, shapes 
both IPV dynamics and help-seeking behaviours in non-
WEIRD countries.

Where to Go from Here?

The evidence from both WEIRD and non-WEIRD contexts 
points toward a common conclusion: addressing queer IPV 
globally requires a fundamental rethinking of the assump-
tions, tools, and institutional structures that currently shape 
research, policy, and practice. Below, I outline several path-
ways forward.

Decolonizing and Queering IPV Research

A major limitation in the existing literature is the domi-
nance of WEIRD-centric frameworks that implicitly treat 
Western understandings of queer sexuality, queer identity, 
and queer violence as universal. Future research must adopt 
approaches that are culturally grounded and attuned to local 
social, cultural, and political realities. It is important to 
recognize that non-WEIRD countries are not a monolith; 
the enforcement of anti-LGBTQ+ laws and policies var-
ies widely both within and across regions, shaping queer 
sexuality, identity, experiences of violence, and patterns of 
help-seeking. For instance, the Khwajasara/Hijra commu-
nity—a recognized third-gender group with a long historical 
presence in South Asia—illustrates the complex interplay 
between religious beliefs and cultural practices (Ahuwalia 
et al., 2024). In Pakistan, traditional acceptance of nonbi-
nary identities often coexists with rigid theological gender 
norms (Ahuwalia et al., 2024). Understanding the experi-
ences of violence and help-seeking behaviors among these 
individuals therefore requires careful attention to the coun-
try’s distinct social and cultural context. Moreover, devel-
oping gender and sexuality-specific IPV instruments that 
capture identity-related and socio-culturally specific forms 

of violence—rather than relying on retrofitted Western 
centred cis-heteronormative tools—are essential steps for 
examining how social norms, collectivism, state violence, 
and structural marginalization interact to shape queer IPV 
and help seeking. This approach not only deepens empirical 
understanding but also challenges the epistemic hierarchies 
that have historically marginalized diverse experiences of 
gender and sexuality beyond Western contexts.

Reimagining Institutions and Service Provision

Across contexts, survivors of diverse genders and sexuali-
ties confront institutional abandonment—whether through 
invisibility within ostensibly inclusive systems or through 
outright criminalization and state violence. In this sense, 
while advocating for the establishment and mapping of 
effective specialized queer IPV services in WEIRD settings, 
it is crucial to support survivors of diverse genders and sex-
ualities by creating inclusive spaces—through collaboration 
with local queer communities and networks, both online 
and in physical settings or events—and by ensuring robust 
confidentiality protections in non-WEIRD settings. Fur-
thermore, training service providers and raising awareness 
within local queer communities—both in WEIRD and non-
WEIRD contexts—about the multiple forms of violence 
and the distinct experiences and needs of survivors across 
gender identities and sexualities can help challenge cis-het-
eronormative and heterosexist assumptions that undermine 
survivors’ safety and trust.

Building Academic Partnerships Across the Globe on 
Violence Studies

Given that violence among the queer population is a global 
public health concern, researchers would benefit from 
enhanced partnerships and collaborations between universi-
ties, which can amplify the global impact of their work and 
foster greater collaborative efforts in addressing IPV within 
queer communities. Transnational academic partnerships on 
queer violence can foster knowledge exchange, support the 
development of culturally attuned research tools, and cre-
ate comparative frameworks that capture both universal and 
context-specific IPV dynamics. Such collaborations must 
center local researchers and community stakeholders so that 
solutions are co-produced and rooted in diverse sociocul-
tural realities (Mijić, 2025). For example, strength-based 
concepts like resilience (Asakura & Craig, 2014) should 
not be directly translated across contexts or assumed to be 
something that queer survivors—particularly in non-West-
ern settings—are expected to demonstrate.
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Conclusion

Advancing IPV research broadly and the prevention of 
queer IPV in particular, requires dismantling cis-heteronor-
mative and Western-centric epistemologies and committing 
to globally situated, intersectional and community-engaged 
approaches that meaningfully address institutional aban-
donment across diverse sociocultural contexts.
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