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Abstract: (1) Background: Negative attitudes towards sexual minorities are widespread in our society.
The Scale of Negative Attitudes towards Transgender people (EANT) has been tested in Spanish-
speaking countries in order to assess its applicability as a measure of harmful predispositions towards
trans individuals. Understanding these predispositions is important because of transformations
in the rights of people in terms of respect for gender diversity. (2) Methods: For the validation
of this scale, an online survey was developed and distributed to 362 UK university students aged
18 to 45 years (M = 21.43, SD = 3.42). The sample was randomly divided in half, carrying out the
exploratory factor analysis for the first 180 students and performing the confirmatory factor analysis
for the remaining 182. (3) Results: The validation of this unifactorial instrument in English was
obtained, with a high internal consistency (α = 0.810) that suggests high applicability to measuring
this construct, as well as showing expected relationships with typical variables (HATH, TIBS, gender,
sexual orientation, religion and education). (4) Conclusions: This study assesses attitudinal tendencies
and reveals how sexual prejudice is still implicit in our societies and makes the stigmatisation and
discrimination of trans people visible. These findings support the development of strategies to tackle
these predispositions.

Keywords: negative attitudes; transgender person; prejudice; gender identity; scale validation;
higher education

1. Introduction

Sexuality is fundamental to human identity and experience. It is understood to
include sex, gender, sexual orientation, affectivity, social relationships, sexual pleasure and
reproduction considered from a personal and sociocultural perspective [1]. Human sexual
development is connected to life experiences and is exhibited through attitudes, behaviours,
beliefs, roles, fantasies and desires and it is highly influenced by political, economic,
cultural and historical factors [2–5]. Gender identity is considered a complex process that
contributes to the building of our sexuality in relation to the search for pleasure, security,
gender roles and the social norms of a given cultural framework. Gender formation is
related to our understanding of the wide diversity of gender identities that exist, including,
amongst others trans identities [2–4].

1.1. A Conceptual Framework for Understanding Negative Attitudes towards Transgender
Individuals

The term “trans” can be understood in relation to identities, conceptions of life and
of corporal expression that reject assumptions of a binary sexual difference as the matrix
that determines sexuality scripts [4]. Trans identity is a collective term to refer to those
individuals who do not identify with the gender (expression, roles and/or behaviour)
assigned to them at birth based on their biological sex, including transgender and gender
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non-conforming people [6]. In recent years, movements have emerged that champion the
human rights of trans people. Many are explicitly political in nature and are seeking to
have legislative demands made by the LGBTIQ+ (Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender,
Intersexual, Queer and +, which indicates the inclusion of a broader range of identities not
represented in this abbreviation) communities reflected in reformed and new laws [4]. For
instance, the adoption of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development seeks to ensure
that no one is left behind in the face of the growing commitment to public health and the
well-being of gender minorities, including trans people, who are identified as comprising
between 0.3% and 0.5% (25 million) of the world population [7].

Despite advocacy and some instances of social, legislative and policy change, gender
minorities have often seen, and continue to see, their rights violated. Their sexuality has
been subject to problematisation and stereotyping because it has been conceptualised in
relation to cisgenderism and the heteronormative regime that regulates sexual and affective
relationships in our society [8–11]. Cisgenderesim refers to the imposed political and
socioeconomic regime that considers cisgender identity (a person who identifies with the
gender assigned to them at birth based on their sex) as the only or only legitimate gender.
Heteronormativity refers to the regime that considers heterosexuality as the only legitimate
sexual orientation [11]. Cisgenderism and heteronormativity are linked such that cisgender
identity and heterosexual orientation are widely considered to be of a higher order and
value than other identities and orientations. In this sense, any gender and sexual identity
that violates this socio-culturally imposed norm is liable to be discriminated against and
may be prosecuted or persecuted for being transgressive [11–14]. The LGBTIQ+ community
fights against discrimination and prejudice, seeking greater visibility for and respect of
their sexual rights and identities [15].

Prejudice can be defined as a negative bias that creates situations of disadvantage
with respect to certain social categories. Prejudice has cognitive, affective, behavioural and
attitudinal components and these are based on psychological and sociocultural variables.
Prejudice must be considered a social problem that can lead to economic, educational and
health inequalities and even be used to justify violence and murder [16–18]. Individuals
belonging to gender minorities suffer discrimination, such as sexist violence, marriage bars
and child adoption bans. These inequalities are interconnected with harmful stereotypes
that are intentionally maintained and shared within societies [19]. This manifestation of
hostility borne of traditional prejudice may be adapted to socio-political and historical con-
texts and lead to unfairly destructive behaviours towards members of minority groups [20].
Some of the most socially harmful sexual prejudices currently are sexism, homophobia
and transphobia. There are large positive and significant correlations between these sexual
prejudices [21]. Considering the fundamental ideas on which prejudices are based, it
can be argued that discrimination against trans people is rooted in the justification and
maintenance of cisnormative and heteronormative privileges over sexual minorities [11].
Thus, transphobia can be understood as the discomfort with or negative attitudes and/or
behaviours towards transgender identity [14,22].

Because trans people break with the traditional conception of the dominant binary gen-
der conception (cisgenderism) they are systematically and unfairly exposed to exclusions,
repressions and other practices of personal, institutional and social harassment [11–13].
The maintenance of these discriminatory actions has been fuelled by medical and legal
pathologisation that has stigmatised and sanctioned this identity [6]. This lack of respect
for the diversity of gender identities continues to be visible in society, leading to feelings of
oppression and vulnerability in this group, threatening their human rights and making
it hard for them to freely and healthily enjoy their sexuality [23]. Because of transphobia,
trans identities have, at best, been considered somehow incomplete and, at worst, identified
as pathological conditions [24]. The World Health Organization (WHO) did not redefine
until 2018, in the 11th edition of the International Statistical Classification of Diseases
and Related Health Problems (ICD-11) “transsexualism” and “gender identity disorder
in children” as incongruities of gender in childhood, adolescence and adulthood, clearly
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stating that they are not mental illnesses. This redefinition aims to focus on guaranteeing
sexual rights and limiting discrimination against trans people [7].

Despite progress in the recognition of trans identities, there remains a relatively small
body of research investigating attitudes towards trans people when compared to that
concerning attitudes towards gay, lesbian or bisexual people [25]. Alongside the absence of
empirical research, the lack of theories to contextualise explicative models for transphobia
has also been noted. [26]. Recent studies have concluded that prejudice towards trans
people is greater than towards the rest of the LGBTIQ + groups [27]. Clearly, in order to
evaluate the social and sexual well-being experiences of trans people within a specific
sociocultural framework, it is necessary to understand the attitudinal norms that surround
them. Attitudes towards sexuality are sexual predispositions influenced by cultural norms
and consist of affective, cognitive and behavioural elements [2]. Erothophobic attitudes
towards trans identities and people can justify discriminatory behaviours, violence and
even murder. For instance, Trans Murder Monitoring which is part of Transrespect versus
Transphobia Worldwide (TvT) undertakes an ongoing comparative qualitative-quantitative
research project initiated by Transgender Europe (TGEU) in which more than 150 countries
participate. They have registered a total of 3664 deaths since it was implemented in 2009 to
the present. As this organization indicates, these murders have increased from 2019 to 2020
by 6% from 331 to 350. Other studies indicate that the most negative attitudes are towards
individuals and groups which are also additionally vulnerable. For example, trans women
represent 98% of total deaths, 79% of deaths in the USA were black trans women, 62% were
trans women prostitutes and 82% of the deaths occurred in Central and South America
where Brazil registered 42% of the total deaths. These data are considered to be skewed by
the underreporting of some of these deaths. In the United Kingdom, reported deaths due to
transphobia have risen to 7 since 2009, considered approximately 1 per year [28]. However,
the number of reported hate crimes motivated by someone’s transgender lifestyle increased
in England and Wales from 2019 to 2020, rising to 2451 complaints in 2020 [29]. The
stigmatisation of trans individuals is being mobilised to justify violence exercised by radical
and oppressive groups against this community [30]. Reducing prejudice is hampered by the
lack of protection offered to different gender identities and sexual orientations worldwide.

Transphobia can comprise two types of attitudes, the manifest or direct and the subtle
or indirect [31,32]. These prejudices being closely related to Glick and Fiscke’s theories
of ambivalent sexism [26,33]. Manifest transphobia is considered to be associated with a
hostile rejection which is marked by negative attitudes and behaviours expressed towards
trans people. Subtle transphobia is an indirect way of devaluing and denigrating trans
individuals. In the same way, there are manifest and subtle behaviours in relation to
homophobia or biphobia [14,34]. Subtle predispositions in the United Kingdom are the
most present and also more complex and challenging attitudes and behaviours to eradicate
because they remain hard to detect. Those people with these predispositions may feign
positive attitudes towards trans people [35]. There has also been a rise in transphobia
emerging from the more conservative ideals associated with the TERF (Trans-Exclusionary
Radical Feminist) movement. These arguments against trans people cannot be sustained
from feminism because the trans movement helps to limit the dichotomy of sexual roles and,
in fact, contributes to feminism by arguing for gender equality and further contributing to
the richness of the diversity of human sexuality [36].

Not only do trans people experience negative attitudes resulting in stigmatisation and
discrimination, but also the concomitant costs of that experience in terms of resisting them,
and the serious consequences for their physical and mental well-being. Not surprisingly,
trans people experience disproportionate rates of psychological distress. In a US national
survey of 6456 trans adults, it was reported that 41% of respondents had attempted suicide.
The national average is less than 2% [37]. The psychological processes that occur as a result
of manifestations of transphobia can encourage this psychological discomfort. Certainly,
Minority Stress Theory can be considered a relevant model to understand how the discrim-
ination process affects trans people and to explain the psychological impact and influence
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on the well-being of identity minorities. This model has been postulated from various
psychological and social theories that are described as the relationship between the cost of
the conflict that occurs between minority and dominant values in the social environment
experienced by these minority groups [38]. This theory takes into account that stressors
introduced in a hostile culture and with transphobic attitudes can cause trans people to
develop coping mechanisms that could have a negative impact on their mental health.
They include stress processes generated from lived experiences of prejudice, internalised
transphobia, expectations of rejection, mitigating coping processes and concealment [39].

The maintenance and perpetuation of prejudice towards trans people can be studied
through other group theories strongly related to development and personality variables.
These can be explained via the Social Domination Theory (SDO), which argues that there
is an establishment of hierarchies between social groups and that those who achieve
power tend to ensure that it remains stable and perpetuates itself (e.g., cisgenderism
privilege). This theory in turn is strongly related to the ideological variable “Right-Wing
Authoritarianism” which demonstrates that people who adhere to these ideas tend to
submit to the authority that they perceive as legitimate and stick with the established
sociocultural rules and display hostility and seek to be punitive towards those that they
consider do not comply with said norms. In this case, those norms can feed the unleashing
of transphobic attitudes [40].

Thus, transphobic attitudes and their transformation into actions result in discrimina-
tion and stigmatisation which have a strong impact on the health of trans people. Given
this fact, it is essential to undertake research that explores transphobic predispositions,
their continuity and their transmission. [25].

As mentioned above, there is interest in theorizing and understanding different gender
identities in order to develop interventions that can help future professionals to protect
and to guarantee the rights of trans individuals and also make progress towards more
inclusive and sustainable societies. According to Van Anders [14], the social movement
that has started with the aim of limiting negative attitudes towards gender diversity is
now causing us to begin to recognize and respect the existing trans people. Harbaugh and
Lindsey [41] and Kwok and Wu [42] state that, due to the high levels of discrimination
against trans people, it is necessary to learn to detect negative attitudes towards this gender
identity. In addition, heterosexual and cisgender people continue to be the groups with the
highest adherence to prejudicial attitudes towards trans individuals and among them cis
and straight men rank higher in relation to other individuals [35].

In this study, we take into account transphobia in the context of young people’s
university experience, since our sample is composed of undergraduates. Universities do
not have sufficient means to overcome on their own the stigmatisation and marginalisation
of trans people because cisnormative social norms continue and wider contextualising
social change is lacking. However, LGBTIQ+ student associations are improving the
quality and representation of these learners on campus, but academic changes that take
into account the experiences of trans people continue to occur unevenly in university
studies and they are mainly in areas of knowledge related to literature, audio-visual media,
plastic arts, advertising, education and health [43]. This situation makes trans people opt
for training spaces that are perceived to be safer and more respectful, choosing feminised
careers such as education and nursing and studies related to art and humanities. In this
way, engineering and socio-economic and legal sciences are perceived as less desirable
fields of study due to the symbolic barriers to learning for trans people. Nevertheless, the
problem lies mainly in its lack of detection, widespread misinformation and interventions
in the university community aimed at reducing the negative attitudes of teachers and
students [44].

This highlights the importance of identifying and developing reliable indicators that
measure transphobic attitudes in order to support the training of individuals and the edu-
cational plans of organizations as they relate to the inclusion of trans people and reduction
of transphobia. In addition, it is necessary to develop theoretical and psychometric instru-
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ments sufficient and adequate to research the prejudices towards trans people in order
to allow exploration and understanding of the opinions, knowledge, predisposition that
the cisgender and heteronormative population holds towards gender minorities. This will
enable the assessment of changes in the attitudinal dynamics associated with educational,
social and political interventions and the incidence of transphobia [45].

1.2. Contextual Considerations for the Evaluation of Negative Attitude towards Trans People

Research on the explanatory factors for prejudice towards trans people is lacking and,
as a consequence, there is little consensus on the means for measuring negative attitudes
towards this group. This situation is related to a poorly defined conceptual framework for
understanding the hatred that has been directed towards this community [6]. Probably,
the most widely recognized instrument used to evaluate this construct is the Gender
and Transphobia Ideology Scale (GTS), proposed by Hill and Willoughby [46]. This scale
consists of 32 items that assess emotional rejection, violence, harassment and discrimination
towards trans people, that is, it can be applied to transphobia and gender harassment in
university populations. This scale is strongly and positively correlated with measures of
homophobia, right-wing authoritarianism, religious fundamentalism, sexism, propensity
for aggression and acceptance of the rape myth. However, an identified limitation of
this instrument is that it fails to perform indiscriminate validity tests and lacks factorial
analytical procedures [6,46].

Winter et al. [47] evaluated this construct in a cross-cultural way in seven countries,
identifying as a limitation that it focused especially on predispositions towards trans
women in university students, without including the rest of trans identities. Other studies
in Sweden, such as those of Landén and Innala [48], analysed the opinions of 668 persons
drawn from the general population, focusing on the reassignment of sex and the rights of
this group. Although in this study they found a majority were supportive of the rights of
trans people, the least support was expressed for the payment of health care costs during
sex-transition (with 63% opposed) and the right of transgender people to adopt and raise
children (with 41% opposed) [43]. The limitation of this study was that an integrated
instrument was not developed, because the constructs were evaluated separately reducing
the capability to draw causal attributions. In Latin America, Rottenbacher de Rojas [49]
created a scale that related political ideology with homophobia and transphobia, but it is
a scale more focused on evaluating prejudice towards sexual diversity than towards the
trans community.

Other more recent scales dedicated to measuring negative attitudes towards trans
people include the Transgender Attitudes and Beliefs Scale [50]; the Attitudes Towards
Transgender Individuals Scale [51]; and the Transphobia Scale [52]. However, in the
systematic review by Morrison et al. [53], it was found that these scales did not comply
with the recommendations for the validation of scales, as they had only been developed
through reviews of the literature, without taking into account experts in the area, and
the audience or the interested parties to which they were targeted [54]. Finally, the most
recent scale that measures negative attitudes towards trans people is the Transgender
Knowledge, Attitudes and Beliefs (T-KAB) Scale. This comprises 22 items and has been
a more rigorously developed instrument based on previous qualitative and quantitative
research. However, it also comes with limitations associated with the lack of accounting for
competent authorities on transgender matters, by focusing only on the white population of
the United States without taking into account other minorities and by the long time that it
takes to complete [50,55,56].

In general, in these studies, people with more unfavourable attitudes towards trans-
gender people tended to be men more than women; heterosexuals more than LGBTIQ+
people, older people, of lower socioeconomic status, and with high levels of religiosity.
These findings could support the indicator that these negative attitudes towards trans
people are based on group prejudice [46–49]. For this, it is necessary to develop psychome-
tric instruments that adequately measure negative predispositions towards trans people
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as well as their relationship with the social, sociodemographic and political variables of
the population.

In order to reliably assess and periodically measure the current attitudes of the popula-
tion towards trans people, we sought to validate in English the Scale of Negative Attitudes
towards Trans People (“Escala de Actitudes Negativas hacia las personas Trans”, EANT) of
Páez et al [6]. This has previously been validated in Spanish in samples comprising of
general populations and also university students. This scale has some evident strengths
including that it is easy and quick to apply because it is made up of nine items that assess in
a one-dimensional way the existing negative predispositions towards trans people. In this
way, it is intended to address the deficiencies observed in other scales that seek to assess
negative attitudes towards trans people because it has been developed with reference to
a wide and exhaustive review of the existing literature, by experts on the subject, has an
evidential basis in qualitative research and has greater ecological validity as it has been
given to ethnic groups within a range of Spanish-speaking countries. In this study, we also
intended to compare, by groups, the results obtained in order to discover whether they are
similar to those evaluated in the previous literature and in the construction of this scale by
Páez et al. [6]. The intention, therefore, is that this scale can reveal new ideas about how
gender identity is perceived in today’s society, based on the trends and structuring of this
prejudice in order to monitor the advances obtained through educational and legislative
recognition and in order to underpin interventions.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Design

This is a non-experimental, descriptive, cross-sectional and quantitative study based
on a survey composed of standardised scales used to assess sexual behaviours and attitudes.
The participants in this study were 362 university students from the United Kingdom. The
outcome variables were those derived from the following three scales: the Scale of Negative
Attitudes towards Trans People (EANT) [6], the Heterosexual Attitudes Toward Homosex-
uality Scale (HATH) [57] and the Transgender Inclusive Behaviour Scale (TIBS) [34]. In
addition, the predictor variables were based on sociodemographic details: age, gender,
sexual orientation, marital status, nationality, religious adherence, university field, training
in sex education and parental education.

2.2. Participants and Procedure

The study population consisted of 362 participants aged 18 to 45 years (M = 21.43,
SD = 3.42), of whom 228 identified with cisgender women, 119 cisgender men, 11 people
with non-binary genders and 4 preferred not to say so. Respondents had to be university
students to voluntarily participate in this study and be over 18 years of age. Due to the
exceptional pandemic situation, the procedure was adapted to an online modality, thus
abandoning the probabilistic criteria initially foreseen in the initial study design. The online
questionnaire was approved by the Ethics Committee of the UK University involved in the
study. The students were recruited online using an opportunistic sampling method, the
links to the survey were sent to the students’ email and completing it took approximately
12 min. Data was collected online for six months from 12 February 2020 to 18 August 2020.
Finally, the data were collected, computerised and analysed through IBM SPSS 24.

2.3. Measures

The main aim of this study was to validate the EANT but concerns about negative
attitudes and behaviours towards sexual diversity were also assessed. Thus, the study
instrument was built using the Jisc Online Surveys Program (2020). This questionnaire was
divided into four sections: section A contains seven self-elaborated questions on personal
data such as age, nationality, gender, sexual orientation, marital status, religion and univer-
sity course; section B contains four questions about sexual education received and opinions
in relation to this training; section C contains the three standardised scales mentioned
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above; and finally, section D contains two self-elaborated questions on comments and
suggestions. Each respondent was informed that their participation would be anonymous,
through a participant information sheet, consent form and a participant debrief.

The Heterosexual Attitudes Toward Homosexuality scale (HATH) was used to evalu-
ate the manifest discrimination towards homosexuals through 20 items. It also significantly
correlates with group pressure, religiosity and authoritarianism [56]. The responses are
structured around a five-point Likert scale (1 = totally agree to 5 = totally disagree). This
scale is very important for the validation of the EANT because it was used as a reference
scale for its construction and for its convergent validation, due to its close relationship
of constructs. Internal consistency in previous HATH studies was highly reliable with
Cronbach’s Alpha (α) = 0.92 in a sample of 200 university students [57]. In our study, we
obtained excellent reliability with α = 0.96 and the mean score was 27.09 (N = 362, Min = 20,
Max = 100 and SD = 12.01; a score closes to the minimum, 20, indicates more attitudes
positive towards homosexuality).

The Scale of Inclusive Behaviours towards Trans people (TIBS) [34] was used to assess
inclusive behaviours towards transgender people and any enhancing effects of inclusive
interventions that have been promoted today. This scale is considered a useful instrument
to assess the inclusiveness of transgender people at the individual, group and community
level. The scale of Kattari et al. [34] presented excellent reliability with an α of 0.93. In
our study, excellent reliability was obtained with α = 0.95 and the mean score was 36.70
(N = 344, Min = 15, Max = 75 and SD = 14.81; scores close to the maximum, 75, indicate
more inclusive behaviours towards trans people). However, this scale was not answered
by 18 subjects who left it unanswered.

The Scale of Negative Attitudes towards Trans People (EANT, “Escala de Actitudes
Negativas hacia las personas Trans”) [6], is the scale that we aimed to validate in English in
this research. It is used to assess negative attitudes towards transgender people and is
similar to the Negative Attitudes Towards Homosexuality Scale (HATH) but focuses on
negative predispositions towards transgender people. This scale is made up of nine items
with Likert-type response options ranging from 1 = totally disagree to 5 = totally agree.
Scores are obtained by adding the values of each of the items and range from 9 to 45 with
higher punctuation indicating more positive attitudes and less prejudice towards trans
people. Specifically, the presence of prejudice towards trans people is considered low in
mean scores between 9 and 21, the presence of moderate prejudice between 22 and 34 and
the presence of very transphobic attitudes between 35 and 45 [58]. In the study by Páez
et al. [41], the reliability of the scale is good with an α of 0.90 in 173 university students. In
our study, we obtained high reliability with α = 0.81 and the mean score was 17.24 (N = 362,
Min = 12, Max = 41 and SD = 5.65).

2.4. Analysis

The results were explored before examining the normality of the characteristic data of
the sample. A non-normal distribution was observed in the mean scores of the scales by
performing the Kolmogorov–Smirnov test. This analysis revealed a D(362) = 0.32 p < 0.001
for the HATH; D(362) = 0.21 p < 0.001 for the EANT; and D(344) = 0.09 p < 0.001 for
TIBS. However, according to other scientific studies, parametric statistics could be applied
in larger sample sizes due to the robustness of these tests, even when there are slight
differences in the distribution that do not follow the norms of normality [59–67].

One of the objectives of this research is to compare groups and clarify the possible
relationships between their variables. For these purposes, the Student’s t-test and ANOVA
are considered for the comparison of independent samples and the Pearson correlations
between the scores of the different scales. In our study, we consider the p values significant
when this number is less than 0.05 and very significant when the values are less than
0.001 [59]. In relation to the effect of the sample size calculated for the t-test, the Cohen’s d
measure is used, which is interpreted considering that d = 0.200 will be a small size, d = 0.50
will be a medium size and d = 0.80 will be a long effect size [63]. The effect of sample size
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calculated for the ANOVA test is calculated using the eta squared (ηp
2) which is interpreted

considering that ηp
2 = 0.01 is a small size, ηp2 = 0.06 is a medium size and ηp

2 = 0.14 is
a long effect size [67]. The values of the correlations are considered small from ±0.10 to
±0.29, medium from ±0.30 to ±0.49 and long to perfect from ±0.50 to ±1.00 [61].

3. Results
3.1. Piloting the English Version of the EANT

The objective of this study was to conduct a pilot of the EANT in a university popula-
tion within the United Kingdom. The method involved carrying out a simple translation,
the construct of which was analysed by experts on this subject and finally sent to British
university students for validation. It is a Likert-type scale, with five response alternatives of
ordinal measure from 1 to 5, where 1 expresses Strongly disagree, 2 Disagree, 3 Undecided,
4 Agree and 5 Strongly Agree. Of the nine items, item 1 is negatively stated so they must
be inverted in the database. However, in the English version, if we presented the items
following the version of the Anglo-Saxon Likert scales, we should invert all the items
except item 1 because they are published in a different way than the Spanish context. The
translated scale items and their final version are listed in Table 1.

Table 1. Scale of Negative Attitudes towards Trans People (EANT).

Nº Items

1 * It is okay for a transgender person to adopt children.
2 Transgender people should not be able to teach in schools.
3 Sex with a transgender is not natural.
4 Transgender people are a threat to the family and to society.
5 Transgender people tend to be sexually promiscuous
6 It would be shocking to see a transgender person kissing.
7 It would bother me if my child is a transgender person
8 Transgender people are more likely than the rest of society to contract a sexual illness.
9 Transgender females are homosexuals dressed as women.

* Reverse item.

3.2. EANT Reliability and Validity

To conduct the initial exploration of the items that make up the scale, we opted for
a cross-sectional experimental investigation. In the first phase, the items were translated
after a pilot test with a group of undergraduate students; the scale was maintained with the
nine items of the EANT. Subsequently, the exact same validation process that the author
of this scale carried out was followed [6]. However, the wording was modified in some
items where we determined that it could improve the precision of meaning. This was either
because the words did not adapt to the British socio-cultural context or because they used
complex expressions.

To establish its validity, we undertook an exploratory factor analysis (EFA) and a
confirmatory factor analysis (CFA). As a research sample was available, it was randomly
divided into two subsamples, in study 1 with the first sample, the EFA was applied to
explore the factorial structure underlying the items and with the second sample, in study 2,
we aimed to confirm the structure. The random division of the two subsamples consisted
of selecting the first 180 subjects for the AFE and the remaining 183 constituted the second
sample for the CFA. It is worth highlighting the adequacy of sample size for this analysis.
The number of participants was 20 times larger than the number of variables or items.

3.2.1. Study 1: Exploratory Factor Analysis

The objective of the first study was to test the initial set of items to build a suitable
instrument theoretically and psychometrically for the measurement of this construct. For
this purpose, the reliability analysis and external validation were carried out. The partici-
pants were 180 students from a northern British University between 18 and 45 years old
(M = 22.19, SD = 4.36), selected through an accidental non-random sampling. Of them, 119
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identified themselves as female, 53 as male, 6 as non-binary genders and 2 people preferred
not to answer.

Through this analysis, the dimensions of the EANT scale were investigated. The
Bartlett sphericity test was performed and the Kaiser, Meyer and Olkin (KMO) sample
adequacy measurement index was calculated, as well as the significance levels by principal
components and Varimax rotation with Kaiser normalisation. These analyses are adequate
to establish differences in the structure if there were underlying scales [6]. The minimum
factor saturation limit was set at 0.40, we decided to omit all loads lower than this value.
In relation to the items that presented a similar saturation in two or more factors, we
proceeded to add them to those that saturated higher, considering the theoretical criteria.
Subsequently, bivariate inter-item correlations were obtained to be able to observe the
relationships between them. [68].

Finally, in the items retained by the EFA, the analysis of reliability and internal
consistency of the suppressed items as well as the total of them was carried out. If there is
an item that increases α and theoretically it is not well-founded, its elimination is suggested.
To investigate the external validity, simple bivariate correlations were performed between
the scale scores with sociodemographic study variables. These were evaluated taking into
account the agreed-upon evidence in the previous literature [6] and the Pearson correlation
index.

Reliability and Items Analysis of the EANT in Study 1

Table 2 shows the EANT internal consistency of the first subsample, the means, the
variances of their nine-item and item-total correlation coefficients and αs of the deleted
element in this subsample.

Table 2. Study 1: EANT internal consistency.

Item M 1 Var 2 CI-T 3 A 4

1/EANT1 12.88 40.67 −0.73 0.92
2/EANT 2 15.97 25.07 0.76 0.78
3/EANT 3 15.68 23.66 0.76 0.78
4/EANT 4 16.06 26.08 0.75 0.79
5/EANT 5 15.54 24.13 0.73 0.78
6/EANT 6 15.97 25.44 0.79 0.78
7/EANT 7 15.55 23.12 0.73 0.78
8/EANT 8 15.59 24.81 0.66 0.79
9/EANT 9 15.92 25.27 0.71 0.78

1 M = mean scale (item deleted). 2 Var. = scale variance (item suppressed). 3 CI-T = Item-total correlation. 4 α =
Cronbach’s alpha (element deleted).

As can be seen in these tables, the correlations obtained between each item and the
corrected scores on the scale in all cases were much higher than 0.30. In accordance
with the recommendations of Líbano et al. [69], in the selection process of items, those
that differentiate the extreme groups or that have item-total correlations greater than
30 should not be eliminated [68]. In this case, no item had to be eliminated because they
had significant correlations with the total of the scale and gave higher Alphas. In addition,
this measurement instrument was analysed according to the original version validated in
Spanish by Páez et al. [6]. No component or factor was obtained that was not in the total
calculation of the scale as in the previous literature. In this subsample of the EANT, a high
internal consistency was obtained with α = 0.827 and a mean correlation of the items of 0.33.
Finally, the mean score of the first subsample of the EANT was 17.40 (n = 180, Min = 12,
Max = 36 and SD = 5.72).

Exploratory Factor Analysis

EFA enables us to explore the set of latent variables or common factors that explain
the responses to the items on this scale and to find composite dimensions formed by the
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summarised information that is contained in the original variables. Prior to factoring, the
KMO and the Bartlett sphericity test were performed [69]. Previously, the results obtained
in the KMO show a high value of 0.93 which indicates that the idea of performing the
factor analysis is good. On the other hand, the findings obtained in the sphericity test (χ2 =
1170.163, gl = 36, p < 0.001) reveal that there are significant relationships between the items
and thus it is appropriate to perform the EFA.

The EFA returns a factorial solution composed of a factor (Table 3) coinciding with
the validated scale of Páez et al. [6]. This component explains 65.87% of the total variance.
All this indicates the convenience of maintaining the analysis of the construct of the one-
dimensional version of the original scale.

Table 3. EANT component matrix.

Components

Item 1

2 0.89
4 0.85
6 0.84
7 0.83

9 * 0.81
3 0.80
1 −0.80
5 0.76
8 0.72

* Reverse item.

Validity Analysis between Study 1 Variables

The results shown in Table 4 show the existence of a very high correlation between
the scale that is intended to validate the EANT and the TIBS (r = −0.54, p = 0.001) and
in turn, the HATH (r = 0.79, p = 0.001), which shows the relevance of its use to measure
predispositions towards the evaluation of attitudes towards sexual diversity and is clearly
related to instruments that measure inclusive behaviours. These results are important
because to develop the EANT scale, its authors relied on the HATH items with which they
considered it should correlate highly [44]. These findings indicate that positive attitudes
towards trans people are related to more inclusive conduct and more homophilic attitudes.
In relation to the previous literature, small correlations were found that indicated that there
were more negative attitudes at an older age (r = 0.17, p = 0.020).

Table 4. Relationship between Study 1 variables.

EANT TIBS HATH EDAD

EANT 1
TIBS −0.54 ** 1

HATH 0.79 ** −0.33 ** 1
EDAD 0.17 * −0.20 ** 0.22 ** 1

* p ≤ 0.050, ** p ≤ 0.010.

3.2.2. Study 2: Confirmatory Factorial Analyses

The second subsample consisted of 182 students from the northern British University
between 18 and 28 years old (M = 20.68, SD = 1.83), selected through accidental non-random
sampling. Of them, 109 identified themselves as female, 66 as male, 5 people with other
genders (mainly non-binary) and 2 people preferred not to answer.

The CFA was performed because no missing values were found since respondents
answered all questions. This analysis allowed for corroboration of the findings obtained in
the EFA of study 1 [69,70]. To achieve this, the following statistics were taken into account,
firstly, the Chi-square index (χ2) that allows us to indicate the discrepancy between the
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models developed and the covariance of the data. Furthermore, it is sensitive to sample
size. Second, it is also necessary to consider the goodness of fit index (AGFI) that should
present values greater than 0.90, the comparative fit index (CFI) that should exceed values
of 0.900 and the quadratic error index that should be less than 0.80. Finally, it is important to
consider the ratio between the index and the degrees of freedom of the model (CMIN/DF)
being a value less than 3, which is considered to be a good fit of the model [6]. In addition,
a maximum likelihood model was used and standardised estimators, indirect and direct
total effects and covariance estimates were requested. The CFA was performed with the
AMOS statistical software that is compatible with the SPSS program.

The unifactorial structure obtained without adjusting the modification indices pre-
sented a ratio value of the χ2 statistic and the degrees of freedom considered not optimal
(CMIN/DF = 2.86; Df = 27, χ2 = 77.31) and an AGFI = 0.85, a CFI = 0.96 and a RMSEA = 0.10,
which are not entirely acceptable. The reagent estimates were significant and acceptable,
that is, from 0.59 to 0.90 (see Figure 1). Figure 2 shows the CFA with a link between error
e5 with error e8, which suggested the modification indices. The unifactorial structure
obtained with this modification presented a ratio value of the statistic χ2 and the degrees
of freedom considered optimal (CMIN/DF = 1.93; Df = 26, χ2 = 50.28) and an AGFI = 0.90,
a CFI = 0.98 and a RMSEA = 0.07, which are acceptable. The estimates of the items were
significant and acceptable, that is, from 0.58 to 0.90. These results are very similar and even
better than those obtained in the study of the original version by Páez et al. [6].
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df = 26, p = 0.003, gfi = 0.94, agfi = 0.90, rmsea = 0.07, ifi = 0.98, tli =0.97, cfi = 0.98).

Reliability and Items Analysis of the EANT in Study 2

Table 5 shows the internal consistency of the EANT of study 2, the means, the variances,
item-total correlation coefficients and αs of the deleted element in this subsample.

Table 5. EANT internal consistency of study 2.

Item M 1 Var 2 CI-T 3 A 4

1/EANT1 12.50 40.89 −0.87 0.91
2/EANT 2 15.71 24.41 0.65 0.75
3/EANT 3 15.46 21.67 0.80 0.72
4/EANT 4 15.70 23.40 0.82 0.73
5/EANT 5 15.32 23.76 0.64 0.75
6/EANT 6 15.74 24.87 0.73 0.75
7/EANT 7 15.21 21.10 0.68 0.74
8/EANT 8 15.33 23.76 0.59 0.76
9/EANT 9 15.63 23.60 0.75 0.74

1 M = mean scale (item deleted). 2 Var. = scale variance (item suppressed). 3 CI-T = Item-total correlation.
4 α = Cronbach’s alpha (element deleted).

As can be seen in these tables, the correlations obtained between each item and the
corrected score on the scale in all cases were greater than 0.30. In accordance with the
recommendations previously exposed by Líbano et al. [69], we preferred to continue using
the original EANT analysed in the exploratory factor analysis, although when changing
item 1 (inverse item), the Cronbach’s Alpha of the scale changed substantially but it was
decided not to eliminate any of the items since they had significant correlations with the
total of the scale and the CFA confirmed their validation. In the EANT, an acceptable
internal consistency was obtained with an Alpha of 0.79 and a mean correlation of the
items of 0.30. Finally, the mean EANT score was 17.08 (n = 182, Min = 13, Max = 41 and
SD = 5.58).
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Validity Analysis between Study 2 Variables

The results shown in Table 6 show the existence of a very high correlation between
the original scale (EANT) with the TIBS (r = −0.54, p = 0.001) and with the HATH (r = 0.86,
p = 0.001), which shows the relevance of its use to measure predispositions towards sex-
uality and to be related to instruments that measure inclusive behaviours. These results
are important because, as we have said previously, to develop the EANT scale, its authors
based it on the items of the HATH with which they considered that it should correlate
highly [6]. These findings indicate that positive attitudes towards trans people are related
to more inclusive behaviours and more homophilic predispositions. In relation to the
previous literature, a small correlation was found that indicated that there were more
positive attitudes at an older age, (r = 0.18, p = 0.01). These results agree with the sample
carried out in the AFE.

Table 6. Relationship between Study 2 variables.

EANT TIBS HATH EDAD

EANT 1
TIBS −0.54 ** 1

HATH 0.86 ** −0.42 ** 1
EDAD 0.18 * −0.10 0.18 * 1

* p ≤ 0.050, ** p ≤ 0.010.

3.3. EANT Analysis in the Total British Sample

Although previously validated in Spanish, this scale has not been validated in English,
so the internal consistency of the EANT in this British sample is analysed below. In addition,
Table 7 shows the means and variances of the EANT, item-total correlation coefficients and
Cronbach’s Alpha of the deleted item in this entire population.

Table 7. EANT internal consistency in the total sample.

Item M 1 Var 2 CI-T 3 A 4

1/EANT1 12.69 40.70 −0.80 0.92
2/EANT 2 15.84 24.69 0.71 0.77
3/EANT 3 15.57 22.61 0.78 0.75
4/EANT 4 15.88 24.69 0.78 0.76
5/EANT 5 15.46 23.89 0.68 0.77
6/EANT 6 15.86 25.10 0.76 0.76
7/EANT 7 15.38 22.07 0.70 0.76
8/EANT 8 15.46 24.23 0.62 0.77
9/EANT 9 15.77 24.38 0.73 0.76

1 M = mean scale (item deleted). 2 Var. = scale variance (item suppressed). 3 CI-T = Item-total correlation.
4 α = Cronbach’s Alpha (element deleted).

As can be seen in these tables, the correlations obtained between each item and the
corrected scores on the scale in all cases were greater than 0.300. In accordance with the
recommendations set forth in the previous scales [68,69], we preferred to continue using
the version of the EANT [6] and it was decided not to eliminate any of the items, since they
had significant correlations with the total of the scale and had been previously validated in
Spanish, despite what was previously stated in item 1. A high consistency was obtained in
the EANT internal with α=0.810 and a mean correlation of the items of 0.322.

3.3.1. Comparison of Means and Nominal Variables of the Scale

At the same time and in order to discover the versatility of the scale, it is intended to
compare the results of the scale following the process carried out by Páez et al. [6] in which
it was compared by groups to analyse variables of interest related to this construct. Table 8
shows the comparative analysis and means according to the t-test for independent samples,
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in order to analyse differences in the responses of the scale by gender, sexual orientation,
nationality, religious adherence and marital status.

Table 8. Differences by criterion variables in the British sample.

Variables t df p Cohen’s d

d 95% CI

Gender, M(SD)

−7.27 345 0.001 ** −0.82 −1.05, −0.59Female
15.80 (4.10)

n = 228

Male
20.06 (6.77)

n = 119

Nationality, M(SD)

−5.61 360 0.001 ** −0.70 0.95, −0.45British
16.37 (4.83)

n = 280

Other
nationality

20.19 (7.096)
n = 82

Sexual orientation, M(SD)

6.503 360 0.001 ** 0.69 0.48, 0.91Heterosexual
18.76 (6.28)

n = 214

LGBTIQ+
15.04 (3.61)

n = 148

Civil state, M(SD)

2.385 360 0.02 * 0.27 0.05, 0.49Single
17.72 (5.80)

n = 246

Other civil
status

16.21 (5.19)
n = 116

Religion, M(SD)

5.191 358 0.001 ** 0.60 0.37, 0.83Believers
19.57 (7.11)

n=106

Non-religious
16.30 (4.61)

n=254

* p ≤ 0.05, ** p ≤ 0.01.

In relation to the previous literature found, the scores on the scales indicated that of
the groups of variables analysed, women, people from the LGBTIQ+ community, and non-
religious people had fewer negative predispositions towards trans people with differences
in the effect of size medium to large. Significant differences were also found by marital
status, but these were small.

Table 9 shows the comparative analysis and means according to the ANOVA test
for independent samples with more than two people in the groups, in order to analyse
differences in the responses of the scale by branch of knowledge and university course. Atti-
tudes towards trans people were more positive in Science, Health Sciences and Humanities
students compared to the rest of the branches of knowledge.

Table 9. Differences by university field and course.

Variables F df p ηp
2

University Field M(SD)

Humanities Social Science Science Health Science Engineering Other
16.46(4.99) 18.20(6.04) 15.46(3.71) 16.96(5.14) 19.71(7.58) 17.61(6.17)

n = 93 n = 70 n = 47 n = 82 n = 42 n = 28 3.50 5,
361 0.004 * 0.05

* p ≤ 0.05, ** p ≤ 0.01.
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Table 10 also shows the comparative analysis according to the ANOVA test for inde-
pendent samples with more than two people in the variables based on the educational level
of the mothers and fathers or legal guardians. Attitudes towards trans people were more
positive in students whose mothers and fathers had a higher level of education, although
positive attitudes were also found in students with parents with Level 1 education and
more negative in those with Level 4 education.

Table 10. Differences by educational level of legal guardians.

Variables F df p ηp
2

Educational level of fathers or legal guardian, M(SD)
3.79 5,

358
0.002 * 0.05

Entry Level
24 (7.90)

n = 5

Level 1
15.89 (4.90)

n = 58

Level 2
17.63 (5.70)

n = 94

Level 3
16.53 (4.90)

n = 129

Level 4
18.96 (6.89) n

= 59

Level 5
17.21 (5.83)

n=14

Educational level of fathers or legal guardian, M(SD)
4.62 5,

357
0.001

**
0.06

Entry Level
23.50 (5.83)

n = 10

Level 1
16.2 (5.32)

n = 73

Level 2
16.21(4.40)

n = 86

Level 3
17.85 (5.89)

n = 106

Level 4
18.23 (6.62)

n = 64

Level 5
15.73 (4.58)

n = 19

* p ≤ 0.05, ** p ≤ 0.01.

Finally, these results suggest that the items are relevant to instrumentalise a measure-
ment of sexual prejudice towards trans people because they are related to the variables
analysed in the previous literature and factors related to their discrimination and social
differences [6,68].

3.3.2. Construct and Criterion-Related Validity

The results shown in Table 11 show the existence of a very high correlation between
the original scale (EANT) with the TIBS (r = -0.54, p = 0.001) and with the HATH (r = 0.83,
p = 0.001), which shows the relevance of its use to measure predispositions towards sex-
uality and to be related to instruments that measure inclusive behaviours. These results
are important because to develop the EANT scale, its authors relied on the HATH items
with which they considered that it should correlate highly [6]. These findings indicate that
positive attitudes towards trans people are related to more inclusive behaviours and more
homophilic attitudes. In relation to the previous literature, small correlations were found
indicating that there were more negative attitudes at older age, (r =0.16, p = 0.002) and
when education was imparted at a higher educational level (r = 0.11, p = 0.046) through
non-scientific means (r = 0.14, p = 0.006).

Table 11. Relationship between study variables.

EANT TIBS HATH FES 1 ESMC 2 EDAD

EANT 1
TIBS −0.54 ** 1

HATH 0.83 ** −0.38 ** 1
FES 0.11 * −0.06 0.21 ** 1

ESMC 0.14 * −0.16 ** 0.11 * −0.04 1
EDAD 0.16 * −0.18 ** 0.20 ** 0.06 0.08 1

* p ≤ 0.05, ** p ≤ 0.01. 1 FES: Training level of Sex Education by academic stage. 2 ESMC: Sex Education obtained
from scientific means.

4. Discussion

The results of this study comprising an evaluation of the psychometric properties of
the English version of the EANT demonstrate that it may be considered internally and
externally validated. The findings obtained in its validation in English are very similar to
those obtained by Páez et al. [6] with respect to its validation in Spanish, giving scientific
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rigor to the evaluated construct. The EANT in this English version is also presented as a
one-dimensional structure both when conducting the exploratory and confirmatory factor
analyses and its reagents assess overt attitudes towards trans people.

Consistent with the previous literature, the differences between the means of the
groups of study variables have been significant with medium to large effect sizes, indicating
that gender, nationality, sexual orientation and religious adherence are discriminating
variables of attitudes towards trans people. Nationality is an important variable because it
is related to the legislative, educational and cultural variables of a country at a particular
time [71,72]. In addition, large correlations were also obtained with other related constructs
that measure negative predispositions towards homosexual people (HATH) and inclusive
behaviours towards trans people (TIBS) [34]. These results are consistent with the findings
obtained by Páez, Rabbia, Hevia and Pesci [58] that indicate that they are related to
conservative attitudes in the social sphere and with various sexual prejudices such as those
associated with sexual diversity and traditional gender identity. This study shows the
transfer hypothesis indicated by Norton and Herek [73], which links prejudice towards the
diversity of sexual orientations with prejudice towards trans and non-binary people.

In relation to the results obtained in the educational field, we can confirm the differ-
ences found by academic subjects, in which engineering and social sciences (economic and
legal) students have shown significantly more transphobia than the rest of the humanistic
academic specialties, science and health sciences, coinciding with other previously men-
tioned studies that have analysed this perspective [44]. As verified by the educational level
of the family members, low training is also closely related to negative attitudes towards
trans people. This indicates the importance of detecting negative attitudes in other areas
such as in the family, at work or in the community in general [43,44]. Therefore, the under-
standing and detection of these attitudes is crucial to generating interventions appropriate
to the context and to promoting gender formations that include trans people in all areas
and initiating the change in the education sector that will allow the transfer to the rest of
the environments [43]. Despite the fact that social networks and citizen predisposition
is positive, the theoretical productions that can describe and explain negative attitudes
towards trans people remain scarce and the approaches are inconsistent [73]. Therefore,
it is necessary to use tools to facilitate evolution and understanding to reduce this bias.
We consider the EANT scale of Páez et al. [6] validated in English to be an easy and quick
resource to apply, as well as being useful in detecting negative attitudes towards trans
people. It is a relevant instrument for the study of this social problem.

The strengths of this scale are that there are no adequate instruments designed to
determine negative attitudes towards trans people in populations of different countries
and in this case in English. Most of the new scales assess transphobia using factors
related to behavioural inclusion, however, this instrument emphasizes the unfavourable
predispositions present towards trans people [58,74–76]. We cannot measure inclusive
behaviours if we do not know what the prejudices are that remain latent in society. This
scale can enable the measurement of the sociocultural effects of educational measures and
the changes in sociocultural norms including the enactment of laws related to the protection
of gender diversity. As Páez et al. [6] have explained, it is necessary to understand its
application in a variety of contexts, and with its validation in English, it can now become
available to a very wide range of states and countries where English is spoken. In addition,
this scale, as it consists of only nine items, is very easy to use and potentially integrate into
both scientific and public opinion surveys. This would enable a much wider acquisition
of information on this construct and subsequent analyses of the impact of changes in the
social and legal recognition of different gender identities [76,77].

However, we did experience some strong reactions to the use of this scale. It is
therefore recommended that in both the English and Spanish versions it is accompanied by
clear information and a warning about its content. This is because some of the items may
be perceived to be harmful and were experienced as difficult to read by some participants.
Whilst not at all endorsing prejudicial views, the scale does ask for an evaluation of
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them and this troubled some respondents. It is also recommended that all the items are
formulated in an inverted way, that is, in a positive way as shown below in Table 12.
This will contribute to combatting the stereotypes associated with transgender identity
and to detecting negative attitudes in a more indirect way. This recommendation also
applies to the Spanish version validated by Páez et al. [6]. However, we qualify this noting
that the application of the scale must be adapted to specific sociocultural contexts that
we intend to measure. For example, the original version may be appropriate for us with
adults and cisgender people where it can be used to evaluate attitudes from more direct
manifestations. Versions formulated in a positive way that measure prejudice in a more
subtle way may be better for use with other more educated groups with more positive
predispositions [35,48]. Regardless of formulation, we do consider it necessary to collect
manifest attitudes because prejudices towards trans people are still very high in the general
population and it is necessary to continue working for the acceptance of gender diversity
and the reduction of discrimination [58].

Table 12. Scale of Negative Attitudes towards Trans People (EANT) formulated in a positive way.

Nº Items

1 * It is okay for a transgender person to adopt children.
2 * Transgender people should be able to teach in schools.
3 * Sex with a transgender is natural.
4 * Transgender people are not a threat to the family and to society.
5 * Transgender people do not tend to be sexually promiscuous
6 * It would not be shocking to see a transgender person kissing.
7 * It would not bother me if my child is a transgender person
8 * Transgender people are not more likely than the rest of society to contract a sexual illness.
9 * Transgender females are not homosexuals dressed as women.

* Reverse item.

The correlations are very high with other constructs, but the limitation of this analysis
may lie, as pointed out by Páez et al. [6], in the fact that it is a sample composed of
university students. It is possible, therefore, that the correlations may be of less intensity as
the differences decrease because they are more homogeneous samples. This may indicate
the requirement for their validation in the general population, although in the Spanish
version it has been validated in this population. Nevertheless, the university population
is becoming more representative of the general population, reducing this possible bias.
According to Eurostat, the United Kingdom (2,495,800 students) is the European country
with the third-highest proportion of university students, representing 12.3% of the total. In
2019, 50% of the British population aged 30 to 34 had completed tertiary education, the
European average being 40%. The proportion is increasing every year and is expected
to soon reach 60–70% of the population [78]. Another limitation of this study lies in the
lack of visibility of minority groups such as black trans people, people from rural areas,
individuals with low economic status or the elderly, who are usually not represented when
using online surveys. Language is continually changing so some currently validated terms
may no longer be appropriate, such as the word transgender, which is tending to be directly
replaced by “trans”. Adapting language may be important for lexical currency and also to
ensure that certain individuals remain comfortable in responding to the survey [34]. As
we have pointed out previously, the topic itself may be discomforting to some people and
could lead to bias in their responses. There may be particular issues for people who have
extremely positive or negative predispositions. Furthermore, the convenience sampling
that we used, based on sending the questionnaire to all university students, is far from the
best way to recruit a random sample of the population and this study may have included
self-selection bias.

Future studies should include replication of the general population, aiming to secure
ethnic diversity, diversity in terms of age, economic context and academic training and also
work targeted to reach population groups that are not represented in this study. It is neces-
sary to continue evaluating this scale in its original and also our positive version. There is
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scope to plug the gap in research involving people who have close social relationships with
trans people in order to evaluate intergroup prejudice and the impact of contact and social
proximity on the development of predispositions about gender identity that are rooted in
our society. In future studies, these predispositions might be compared with other criterion
variables such as political ideologies, religious feeling or belief, self-esteem and other series
of variables related to other prejudices and predispositions.

In conclusion, few studies focus on exploring the manifest and subtle negative pre-
dispositions that are associated with the persistent problems of discrimination towards
trans people. To ensure that trans people receive the support and resources they need,
we must understand the origin of existing prejudices and begin to promote educational
interventions and legislative actions that reduce these and also guarantee inclusion. Hence,
in this study, the EANT was validated as a means to identify negative attitudes towards
trans people and also to assess the persistence of negative stereotypes and their change over
time and, potentially, under the impact of socio-cultural events and changes. Highlighting
the negative prejudices that trans people face, creates the potential to raise awareness of
existing discrimination towards this gender identity and to generate positive change to
support gender diversity from within society.

Author Contributions: Conceptualisation, L.A.-M. and M.F.-H.; methodology, L.A.-M. and D.H.-S.;
software, L.A.-M. and D.H.-S.; validation, L.A.-M. and S.F.; formal analysis, L.A.-M. and D.H.-S.;
investigation, L.A.-M. and S.F.; resources, L.A.-M. and M.F.-H.; data curation, D.H.-S. writing—
original draft preparation, L.A.-M. and M.F.-H.; writing—review and editing, D.H.-S.; and S.F. All
authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was conducted according to the guidelines of the
Declaration of Helsinki and approved by the Ethics Committee of Newcastle University (protocol
code IR 24/2019 and 15/07/2019).

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in the study.

Data Availability Statement: The data reported in this study are available upon request from the
corresponding author. The data are not publicly available because they are written in Spanish and by
contacting the principal researcher, she will be able to explain the variables, since she speaks English,
Portuguese and Spanish.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. World Health Organization. Defining Sexual Health. Report of a Technical Consultation on Sexual Health 28–31 January 2002; WHO:

Geneva, Switzerland, 2006.
2. De Palma, R.; Jennett, M. Homophobia, transphobia and culture: Deconstructing heteronormativity in English primary schools.

Intercult. Educ. 2010, 21, 15–26. [CrossRef]
3. Cacciatore, R.; Korteniemi-Poikela, E.; Kaltiala, R. The steps of sexuality—A developmental, emotion-focused, child-centered

model of sexual development and sexuality education from birth to adulthood. Int. J. Sex. Heal. 2019, 31, 319–338. [CrossRef]
4. Grozelle, R.S. Cultural heterosexism and silencing sexual diversity: Anoka-Hennepin School District. J. LGBT Youth 2017, 14,

393–410. [CrossRef]
5. Nardi, H.C. Theoretical approaches and policies in sexual diversity and educational in Brazil: A critical review. J. LGBT Youth

2011, 8, 151–188. [CrossRef]
6. Páez, J.; Hevia, G.; Pesci, F.; Rabbia, H.H. Construcción y validacion de una escala de actitudes negativas hacia personas trans.

Rev. Psicol. 2015, 33, 153–190. [CrossRef]
7. World Health Organization (WHO). WHO/Europe Brief–Transgender Health in the Context of ICD-11. 2020. Available

online: https://www.euro.who.int/en/health-topics/health-determinants/gender/gender-definitions/whoeurope-brief-
transgender-health-in-the-context-of-icd-11 (accessed on 12 March 2021).

8. UNESCO Organización de las Naciones Unidas para la Educación, la Ciencia y la Cultura. International Technical Guid-
ance on Sexuality Education: An Evidence Informed Approach, 2nd ed.; UNESCO: Paris, France, 2018; Available online: http:
//unesdocunescoorg/images/0026002607260770e.pdf (accessed on 20 October 2020).

9. Miller, A.M.; Kismödi, E.; Cottingham, J.; Gruskin, S. Sexual rights as human rights: A guide to authoritative sources and
principles for applying human rights to sexuality and sexual health. Reprod. Health Matters 2015, 23, 16–30. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1080/14675980903491858
http://doi.org/10.1080/19317611.2019.1645783
http://doi.org/10.1080/19361653.2017.1365035
http://doi.org/10.1080/19361653.2011.541345
http://doi.org/10.18800/psico.201501.006
https://www.euro.who.int/en/health-topics/health-determinants/gender/gender-definitions/whoeurope-brief-transgender-health-in-the-context-of-icd-11
https://www.euro.who.int/en/health-topics/health-determinants/gender/gender-definitions/whoeurope-brief-transgender-health-in-the-context-of-icd-11
http://unesdocunescoorg/images/0026002607260770e.pdf
http://unesdocunescoorg/images/0026002607260770e.pdf
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rhm.2015.11.007


Sustainability 2021, 13, 3760 19 of 21

10. Haldeman, D.C. Gay rights, patient rights: The implications of sexual orientation conversion therapy. Prof. Psychol. Res. Pr. 2002,
33, 260–264. [CrossRef]

11. Joel, D.; Tarrasch, R.; Berman, Z.; Mukamel, M.; Ziv, E. Queering gender: Studying gender identity in ‘normative’ individuals.
Psychol. Sex. 2013, 5, 291–321. [CrossRef]

12. Galupo, M.P.; Davis, K.S.; Grynkiewicz, A.L.; Mitchell, R.C. Conceptualization of sexual orientation identity among sexual
minorities: Patterns across sexual and gender identity. J. Bisexuality 2014, 14, 433–456. [CrossRef]

13. Whitfield, D.L.; Kattari, S.K.; Langenderfer-Magruder, L.; Walls, N.E.; Ramos, D. The crossroads of identities: Predictors of
harassment among lesbian, gay, bisexual, and queer adults. J. Soc. Soc. Work. Res. 2019, 10, 237–260. [CrossRef]

14. Van Anders, S.M. Beyond sexual orientation: Integrating gender/sex and diverse sexualities via sexual configurations theory.
Arch. Sex. Behav. 2015, 44, 1177–1213. [CrossRef]

15. Taylor, J.L.; Dockendorff, K.J.; Inselman, K. Decoding the digital campus climate for prospective LGBTQ+ community colleges
students. Community Coll. J. Res. Pr. 2018, 42, 155–170. [CrossRef]

16. Paluck, E.L.; Green, D.P. Prejudice reduction: What works? A review and assessment of research and practice. Annu. Rev. Psychol.
2009, 60, 339–367. [CrossRef]

17. Ekehammar, B.; Akrami, N.; Gylje, M.; Zakrisson, I. What matters most to prejudice: Big Five personality, social dominance
orientation, or right-wing authoritarianism? Eur. J. Pers. 2004, 18, 463–482. [CrossRef]

18. Dovidio, J.F. On the nature of contemporary prejudice: The third wave. J. Soc. Issues 2001, 57, 829–849. [CrossRef]
19. Duckitt, J. A dual-process cognitive-motivational theory of ideology and prejudice. Adv. Exp. Soc. Psychol. 2001, 33, 41–113.
20. Soble, J.R.; Spanierman, L.B.; Liao, H.-Y. Effects of a brief video intervention on White university students’ racial attitudes. J.

Couns. Psychol. 2011, 58, 151–157. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
21. Szymanski, D.M.; Henrichs-Beck, C. Exploring sexual minority women’s experiences of external and internalized heterosexism

and sexism and their links to coping and distress. Sex Roles 2014, 70, 28–42. [CrossRef]
22. Fernández-Hawrylak, M.; Tristán-Muñoz, G.; Heras-Sevilla, D. Actitudes hacia la transgeneridad y la transexualidad en el ámbito

universitario. Un estudio preliminar. Revista INFAD de Psicología. Int. J. Develop. Edu. Psychol. 2020, 1, 393–404. Available online:
http://www.infad.eu/RevistaINFAD/OJS/index.php/IJODAEP/article/view/1796 (accessed on 16 October 2020).

23. Haley, S.G.; Tordoff, D.M.; Kantor, A.Z.; Crouch, J.M.; Ahrens, K.R. Sex education for transgender and non-binary youth: Previous
experiences and recommended content. J. Sex. Med. 2019, 16, 1834–1848. [CrossRef]

24. Hatzenbuehler, M.L. How does sexual minority stigma “get under the skin”? A psychological mediation framework. Psychol.
Bull. 2009, 135, 707–730. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Rye, B.; Merritt, O.A.; Straatsma, D. Individual difference predictors of transgender beliefs: Expanding our conceptualization of
conservatism. Pers. Individ. Differ. 2019, 149, 179–185. [CrossRef]

26. Glick, P.; Fiske, S.T. The ambivalent sexism inventory: Differentiating hostile and benevolent sexism. In Social Cognition; Routledge:
New York, NY, USA, 2018; pp. 116–160.

27. Cunningham, G.B.; Pickett, A.C. Trans prejudice in sport: Differences from LGB prejudice, the influence of gender, and changes
over time. Sex Roles 2018, 78, 220–227. [CrossRef]

28. TvT Research Project. Trans Murder Monitoring, “Transrespect versus Transphobia Worldwide” (TvT). Available online:
www.transrespect.org/en/research/trans-murder-monitoring/ (accessed on 16 March 2021).

29. Government UK. Official Statistic. Hate Crime, England and Wales, 2019 to 2020. 2020. Available online: https://assets.publishing.
service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/925968/hate-crime-1920-hosb2920.pdf (accessed
on 17 March 2021).

30. Wei, Y.; McGrath, P.J.; Hayden, J.A.; Kutcher, S. Mental health literacy measures evaluating knowledge, attitudes and help-seeking:
A scoping review. BMC Psychiatry 2015, 15, 291. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

31. Schmitt, M.T.; Branscombe, N.R.; Postmes, T.; Garcia, A. The consequences of perceived discrimination for psychological
well-being: A meta-analytic review. Psychol. Bull. 2014, 140, 921–948. [CrossRef]

32. Newcomb, M.E.; Mustanski, B. Internalized homophobia and internalizing mental health problems: A meta-analytic review. Clin.
Psychol. Rev. 2010, 30, 1019–1029. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Glick, P.; Fiske, S.T.; Mladinic, A.; Saíz, J.L.; Abrams, W.D.J.; Masser, B.; Adetoun, B.; Osagie, J.E.; Akande, A.; Alao, A.; et al.
Beyond prejudice as simple antipathy: Hostile and benevolent sexism across cultures. J. Pers. Soc. Psychol. 2000, 79, 763–775.
[CrossRef]

34. Kattari, S.K.; O’Connor, A.A.; Kattari, L. Development and validation of the transgender inclusive behavior scale (TIBS). J.
Homosex. 2017, 65, 181–196. [CrossRef]

35. Hunter, A. Lesbian mommy blogging in Canada: Documenting subtle homophobia in Canadian society and building community
online. J. Lesbian Stud. 2015, 19, 212–229. [CrossRef]

36. Mustanski, B.S.; Garofalo, R.; Emerson, E.M. Mental health disorders, psychological distress, and suicidality in a diverse sample
of lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender youths. Am. J. Public Health 2010, 100, 2426–2432. [CrossRef]

37. Grant, J.M.; Mottet, L.A.; Tanis, J.; Herman, J.; Harrison, J.; Keisling, M. National Transgender Discrimination Survey Report on Health
and Health Care; National Center for Transgender Equality and National Gay and Lesbian Task Force: Washington, DC, USA,
2010; Available online: http://www.thetaskforce.org/downloads/resources_and_tools/ntds_report_on_health.pdf (accessed on
9 January 2021).

http://doi.org/10.1037/0735-7028.33.3.260
http://doi.org/10.1080/19419899.2013.830640
http://doi.org/10.1080/15299716.2014.933466
http://doi.org/10.1086/702262
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10508-015-0490-8
http://doi.org/10.1080/10668926.2017.1281177
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.60.110707.163607
http://doi.org/10.1002/per.526
http://doi.org/10.1111/0022-4537.00244
http://doi.org/10.1037/a0021158
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21142353
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-013-0329-5
http://www.infad.eu/RevistaINFAD/OJS/index.php/IJODAEP/article/view/1796
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsxm.2019.08.009
http://doi.org/10.1037/a0016441
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19702379
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2019.05.033
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-017-0791-6
www.transrespect.org/en/research/trans-murder-monitoring/
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/925968/hate-crime-1920-hosb2920.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/925968/hate-crime-1920-hosb2920.pdf
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12888-015-0681-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26576680
http://doi.org/10.1037/a0035754
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2010.07.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20708315
http://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.79.5.763
http://doi.org/10.1080/00918369.2017.1314160
http://doi.org/10.1080/10894160.2015.969077
http://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2009.178319
http://www.thetaskforce.org/downloads/resources_and_tools/ntds_report_on_health.pdf


Sustainability 2021, 13, 3760 20 of 21

38. Meyer, I.H. Prejudice, social stress, and mental health in lesbian, gay, and bisexual populations: Conceptual issues and research
evidence. Psychol. Bull. 2003, 129, 674–697. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

39. Cyrus, K. Multiple minorities as multiply marginalized: Applying the minority stress theory to LGBTQ people of color. J. Gay
Lesbian Ment. Health 2017, 21, 194–202. [CrossRef]

40. Harbaugh, E.; Lindsey, E.W. Attitudes toward homosexuality among young adults: Connections to gender role identity, gender-
typed activities, and religiosity. J. Homosex. 2015, 62, 1098–1125. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

41. Kwok, D.K.; Wu, J. Chinese attitudes towards sexual minorities in Hong Kong: Implications for mental health. Int. Rev. Psychiatry
2015, 27, 444–454. [CrossRef]

42. Finnessy, P. Examining the heteropatriarchy: Canadian and American male teachers’ perspectives of sexual minority curriculum.
Teach. Educ. 2015, 27, 39–56. [CrossRef]

43. Gorrotxategi, M.P.; Ozamiz-Etxebarria, N.; Jiménez-Etxebarria, E.; Cornelius-White, J.H.D. Improvement in gender and transgen-
der knowledge in university students through the creative factory methodology. Front. Psychol. 2020, 11. [CrossRef]

44. Ozamiz-Etxebarria, N.; Picaza, M.; Jiménez-Etxebarria, E.; Cornelius-White, J.H.D. Measuring discrimination against transgender
people at the University of the Basque Country and in a non-university sample in Spain. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Heal. 2020, 17,
2374. [CrossRef]

45. Connell, R. Transgender health: On a world scale. Health Sociol. Rev. 2021, 30, 87–94. [CrossRef]
46. Hill, D.B.; Willoughby, B.L.B. The development and validation of the genderism and transphobia scale. Sex Roles 2005, 53, 531–544.

[CrossRef]
47. Winter, S.; Webster, B.; Cheung, P.K.E. Measuring Hong Kong undergraduate students’ attitudes towards transpeople. Sex Roles

2008, 59, 670–683. [CrossRef]
48. Landén, M.; Innala, S. Attitudes toward transsexualism in a Swedish National Survey. Arch. Sex. Behav. 2000, 29, 375–388.

[CrossRef]
49. de Rojas, R.J.M. Conservadurismo político, homofobia y prejuicio hacia grupos transgénero en una muestra de estudiantes y

egresados universitarios de Lima. Pensam. Psicol. 2012, 10, 23–37.
50. Kanamori, Y.; Cornelius-White, J.H.D.; Pegors, T.K.; Daniel, T.; Hulgus, J. Development and validation of the transgender

attitudes and beliefs scale. Arch. Sex. Behav. 2017, 46, 1503–1515. [CrossRef]
51. Walch, S.E.; Sinkkanen, K.A.; Swain, E.M.; Francisco, J.; Breaux, C.A.; Sjoberg, M.D. Using intergroup contact theory to reduce

stigma against transgender individuals: Impact of a transgender speaker panel presentation. J. Appl. Soc. Psychol. 2012, 42,
2583–2605. [CrossRef]

52. Nagoshi, J.L.; Adams, K.A.; Terrell, H.K.; Hill, E.D.; Brzuzy, S.; Nagoshi, C.T. Gender differences in correlates of homophobia and
transphobia. Sex Roles 2008, 59, 521–531. [CrossRef]

53. Morrison, M.A.; Bishop, C.; Gazzola, S.B.; McCutcheon, J.M.; Parker, K.; Morrison, T.G. Systematic review of the psychometric
properties of transphobia scales. Int. J. Transgenderism 2017, 18, 395–410. [CrossRef]

54. Clark, K.A.; Hughto, J.M. Development and psychometric evaluation of the transgender knowledge, attitudes, and beliefs
(T-KAB) scale. Sex. Res. Soc. Policy 2019, 17, 353–363. [CrossRef]

55. Breslow, A.S.; Brewster, M.E.; Velez, B.L.; Wong, S.; Geiger, E.; Soderstrom, B. Resilience and collective action: Exploring buffers
against minority stress for transgender individuals. Psychol. Sex. Orientat. Gend. Divers. 2015, 2, 253–265. [CrossRef]

56. Larsen, K.S.; Cate, R.; Reed, M. Anti-black attitudes, religious orthodoxy, permissiveness, and sexual information: A study of the
attitudes of heterosexuals toward homosexuality. J. Sex Res. 1983, 19, 105–118. [CrossRef]

57. Larsen, K.S.; Reed, M.; Hoffman, S. Attitudes of heterosexuals toward homosexuality: A Likert-type scale and construct validity.
J. Sex Res. 1980, 16, 245–257. [CrossRef]

58. Páez, J.I.; Rabbia, H.H.; Hevia, G.E.; Pesci, F. Bases sociales y psicopolíticas del prejuicio hacia personas trans en habitantes de
Córdoba, Argentina. Investig. Psicol. 2018, 23, 27–36. [CrossRef]

59. Marôco, J. Avaliação das Qualidades Psicométricas de uma Escala. ISPA. 2009. Available online: https://www.scielo.br/scielo.
php?script=sci_nlinks&pid=S0080-6234201400010014600006&lng=en (accessed on 10 December 2020).

60. Ghasemi, A.; Zahediasl, S. Normality tests for statistical analysis: A guide for non-statisticians. Int. J. Endocrinol. Metab. 2012, 10,
486–489. [CrossRef]

61. Barreira, M.J. Reacções Emocionais e Percepções da Criança ao Conflito Parental. Ph.D. Thesis, University of Porto, Porto,
Portugal, 7 February 2011. Available online: https://repositorio-aberto.up.pt/handle/10216/19395 (accessed on 11 December
2020).

62. Fagerland, M.W. T-tests, non-parametric tests, and largestudies–A paradox of statistical practice? BMC Med. Res. Meth. 2012, 12,
1–7. [CrossRef]

63. Field, A. Discovering Statistics Using IBM SPSS Statistics, 5th ed.; SAGE Publications: Brighton, UK; Sussex, UK, 2018.
64. Pelea, L. Cómo proceder ante el incumplimiento de las premisas de los métodos paramétricos? O cómo trabajar con variables

biológicas no normales?-How do we proceed to violations of parametric methods assumptions? or how to work with non-normal
biological variables? Rev. Jardín Botánico Nacio. 2018, 39, 1–12. Available online: www.jstor.org/stable/26600674 (accessed on
8 December 2020).

65. Stroup, W.W. Rethinking the analysis of non-normal data in plant and soil science. Agron. J. 2015, 107, 811–827. [CrossRef]
66. Thode, H.C. Testing For Normality; CRC Press: New York, NY, USA, 2002; Volume 164.

http://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.129.5.674
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12956539
http://doi.org/10.1080/19359705.2017.1320739
http://doi.org/10.1080/00918369.2015.1021635
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25710709
http://doi.org/10.3109/09540261.2015.1083950
http://doi.org/10.1080/10476210.2015.1034684
http://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.00367
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17072374
http://doi.org/10.1080/14461242.2020.1868899
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-005-7140-x
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-008-9462-y
http://doi.org/10.1023/A:1001970521182
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10508-016-0840-1
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1559-1816.2012.00955.x
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-008-9458-7
http://doi.org/10.1080/15532739.2017.1332535
http://doi.org/10.1007/s13178-019-00399-9
http://doi.org/10.1037/sgd0000117
http://doi.org/10.1080/00224498309551173
http://doi.org/10.1080/00224498009551081
http://doi.org/10.32824/investigpsicol.a23n2a3
https://www.scielo.br/scielo.php?script=sci_nlinks&pid=S0080-6234201400010014600006&lng=en
https://www.scielo.br/scielo.php?script=sci_nlinks&pid=S0080-6234201400010014600006&lng=en
http://doi.org/10.5812/ijem.3505
https://repositorio-aberto.up.pt/handle/10216/19395
http://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2288-12-78
www.jstor.org/stable/26600674
http://doi.org/10.2134/agronj2013.0342


Sustainability 2021, 13, 3760 21 of 21

67. Zar, J.H. Biostatistical Analysis, 5th ed.; Pearson Prentice Hall: New Jersey, NJ, USA, 1996. [CrossRef]
68. Daniel, W.W.; Cross, C.L. Biostatistics: A Foundation for Analysis in the Health Sciences; Wiley: New York, NY, USA, 2018; pp. 20–650.
69. Líbano Miralles, M.d.; Ubillos Landa, S.; Puente Martínez, A.; Gutiérrez García, A. Manual Práctico de Análisis Estadístico en

Ciencias de la Salud: Pruebas Paramétricas Y No Paramétricas (1.); University of Burgos: Burgos, Spain, 2019.
70. Morales Vallejo, P. Estadística Aplicada a las Ciencias Sociales (1.); Universidad Pontificia Comillas (Publicaciones): Madrid, Spain,

2011.
71. Alonso Martínez, L.; Puente Alcaraz, J. La importancia de la Salud Global en Enfermería ¿qué sabemos? Index De Enfermería 2020,

29, 160–164. Available online: http://ciberindex.com/c/ie/e12502 (accessed on 15 November 2020).
72. Heras-Sevilla, D.; Ortega-Sánchez, D. Evaluation of sexist and prejudiced attitudes toward homosexuality in spanish future

teachers: Analysis of related variables. Front. Psychol. 2020, 11. [CrossRef]
73. Norton, A.T.; Herek, G.M. Heterosexuals’ attitudes toward transgender people: Findings from a national probability sample of

U.S. adults. Sex Roles 2013, 68, 738–753. [CrossRef]
74. Bouman, W.P.; Schwend, A.S.; Motmans, J.; Smiley, A.; Safer, J.D.; Deutsch, M.B.; Adams, N.J.; Winter, S. Language and trans

health. Int. J. Transgenderism 2016, 18, 1–6. [CrossRef]
75. Goldberg, A.E.; Beemyn, G.; Smith, J.Z. What is needed, what is valued: Trans students’ perspectives on trans-inclusive policies

and practices in higher education. J. Educ. Psychol. Consult. 2018, 29, 27–67. [CrossRef]
76. López, J.A.C.; Nordfjell, O.B.; Gaini, F.; Heikkinen, M. Promising Nordic practices in gender equality promotion: Developing

teacher education dialogue, practice, and policy cycles on-line. Policy Futur. Educ. 2017, 16, 605–619. [CrossRef]
77. Meyer, E.J.; Quantz, M.; Taylor, C.; Peter, T. Elementary teachers’ experiences with LGBTQ-inclusive education: Addressing fears

with knowledge to improve confidence and practices. Theory Into Pr. 2019, 58, 6–17. [CrossRef]
78. Eurostat. Statistic Explained. Educational Attainment Statistics. European Union. 2020. Available online: https://ec.europa.eu/

eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/Educational_attainment_statistics#Level_of_educational_attainment_by_age (accessed
on 4 January 2021).

http://doi.org/10.2307/2265725
http://ciberindex.com/c/ie/e12502
http://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.572553
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-011-0110-6
http://doi.org/10.1080/15532739.2016.1262127
http://doi.org/10.1080/10474412.2018.1480376
http://doi.org/10.1177/1478210317722286
http://doi.org/10.1080/00405841.2018.1536922
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/Educational_attainment_statistics#Level_of_educational_attainment_by_age
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/Educational_attainment_statistics#Level_of_educational_attainment_by_age

	Introduction 
	A Conceptual Framework for Understanding Negative Attitudes towards Transgender Individuals 
	Contextual Considerations for the Evaluation of Negative Attitude towards Trans People 

	Materials and Methods 
	Design 
	Participants and Procedure 
	Measures 
	Analysis 

	Results 
	Piloting the English Version of the EANT 
	EANT Reliability and Validity 
	Study 1: Exploratory Factor Analysis 
	Study 2: Confirmatory Factorial Analyses 

	EANT Analysis in the Total British Sample 
	Comparison of Means and Nominal Variables of the Scale 
	Construct and Criterion-Related Validity 


	Discussion 
	References

