Latest Study Links Endorsement of Gender-Affirming Care With Willingness to Justify Political Violence
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Shoppers of ideas and policymakers are paying attention: a new, preregistered U.S. survey finds people who more strongly endorse a clinical gender-affirmation scale are also more likely to justify political violence, a correlation that holds after accounting for age and party ID , and it raises fresh questions about how dangerous ideas spread.
Essential Takeaways
Survey scope: A preregistered survey of 1,208 U.S. adults found stronger endorsement of a Clinical Gender-Affirmation Scale was associated with higher reported willingness to justify political violence.
Broad scenarios: The link appeared across six violent scenarios, from property destruction to assassination attempts, and remained after controlling for political identity and age.
Academic backing: Researchers from Rutgers, the Manhattan Institute and the Network Contagion Research Institute developed the scale from professional guidance and ran the analysis.
Not causal: The authors stress this is correlational research; they're planning an experimental follow-up to probe causation.
Practical worry: The report flags gaps in current threat-detection frameworks and suggests gender ideology can act as an "ideological accelerant" for those already disposed to force.
A striking correlation that surprises and unsettles
The headline finding is simple and sharp: survey respondents who scored higher on a clinical gender-affirmation measure were more likely to say political violence could be justified in multiple scenarios. That image , people endorsing a set of clinical positions and also saying violence is acceptable , is visceral and unsettling, and it’s what made the study pick up attention.
According to the report, the researchers built the gender-affirmation scale from positions in guidance from major professional bodies. They then compared those scores to responses on scenarios ranging from arson and property destruction to attacks on public figures. The association held even when the models controlled for partisan identity and age, which suggests there’s something more than simple left-right politics at play.
How researchers framed the question and its limits
The team, made up of academics and policy researchers, ran a preregistered survey , that helps with scientific transparency , and explicitly called their findings correlational. In plain terms: endorsement and willingness to justify violence moved together in the data, but the survey can’t say one causes the other. The authors are already planning an experimental follow-up to test directionality more rigorously.
As any reader should note, correlation isn’t causation. The authors themselves warn against simple headlines that leap from association to motive. Still, they argue the pattern merits attention from public-safety officials because it suggests a possible radicalisation pathway that hasn’t been thoroughly mapped.
Why the study matters to threat detection and policy
Past work on authoritarianism and political violence has typically focused on the right; this report points to potential left‑wing pathways that might have been underexplored. The phrase the researchers use , that gender ideology can serve as an "ideological accelerant" , is worth noting. It means certain moral worlds and narratives can help people identify enemies, heighten urgency, and, for those already inclined, legitimise force.
Policy teams tracking violent radicalisation tend to look for specific signals: manifestos, forums, recruitment patterns. The report argues those frameworks are not currently optimised to recognise how debates over clinical care and identity can function as conduits for grievance and mobilisation. That’s a practical takeaway for agencies that want to get ahead of threats.
What to watch next: the experimental follow-up and public reaction
The authors are designing a preregistered experimental study to test whether exposure to particular gender‑ideology content changes attitudes toward violence, or whether pre-existing psychology predicts both endorsement and violent justification. Expect a more cautious, nuanced debate once those results arrive.
Meanwhile, public reaction is already mixed. Some observers say the findings highlight a real public-safety concern; others warn about misuse, stigmatisation and overgeneralisation of LGBTQ+ healthcare supporters. That tension matters , balancing safety and civil liberties will be central to any conversation this research sparks.
Practical context for readers and institutions
If you work in public safety, healthcare, or campus life, a few practical steps follow from the study’s suggestions: broaden monitoring of radicalisation channels beyond conventional political forums; invest in targeted, non-stigmatising community interventions; and support transparent, preregistered research so policy debates rest on robust evidence rather than anecdote.
For the public, the sensible response isn’t panic. It’s curiosity and scrutiny: read follow-up studies, ask institutions how they assess risk, and demand careful distinctions between advocacy for clinical care and violent action.
It's a small change in perspective with potentially large implications for how we spot and stop political violence.
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