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Abstract-

 

This article is the result of a 2019

Resumo-

 

Este artigo é desdobramento da aplicação de um 
survey

 

em 2019 na capital de Mato Grosso do Sul com os/as 
participantes da “18a

 

Parada da Cidadania LGBT” de Campo 
Grande. O objetivo do texto é problematizar as questões de 
violência à população LGBTQIA+. Como resultado da 
pesquisa, temos a centralidade da sexualidade como o 
marcador principal para pensar a situação de vulnerabilidade 
da população LGBTQIA+ que participou da Parada. Em 
termos analíticos, em um primeiro momento, apresentamos 
os dados estatísticos que mostram como sexualidade e 
violência caminham próximas no que diz respeito às 
experiências de vulnerabilidade de LGBTQIA+ campo-
grandenses. Em um segundo momento, a partir de uma 
perspectiva interseccional e pós-estruturalista, refletimos 
sobre as condições sociais que alocam as pessoas 
LGBTQIA+ em situações de desigualdade quando 
comparadas à população

 

heterossexual. 

  
 

 

survey done in the 
capital of Mato Grosso do Sul with the participants of the “18th

 

LGBT Citizenship Parade” of Campo Grande. The aim of the 
text is to discuss the issues of violence against the LGBTQIA+ 
population. As a result of the reserach, we have the centrality 
of sexuality as the main marker used to consider the situation 
of vulnerability of the LGBTQIA+ population that participated 
in the Parade. In analytical terms, at first, we present statistical 
data that show how sexuality and violence go hand in hand 
with regard to the vulnerability experiences of Campo 
Grande’s LGBTQIA+ population. In a second moment, from 
an intersectional and post-structuralist perspective, we 
examine the social conditions that place LGBTQIA+ people in 
situations of inequality when compared to the heterosexual 
population.
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intersectionality. discrimination. risk factor. 
homophobia. brazil.
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  “This work was conducted with the support from the Higher-

Education Personnel Improvement Coordination– Brazil (CAPES) – 
Funding code 001”. 

Palavras-chave: interseccionalidade. discriminação. fator 
de risco. homofobia. brasil. 
Resumen- Este artículo es el resultado de una encuesta de 
2019 en la capital de Mato Grosso do Sul con los 
participantes de la “18a Marcha de Ciudadanía LGBT” de 
Campo Grande. El objetivo del texto es discutir los temas de 
violencia contra la población LGBTQIA+. Como resultado de 
la investigación, tenemos la centralidad de la sexualidad 
como el principal marcador utilizado para considerar la 
situación de vulnerabilidad de la población LGBTQIA+ que 
participó en la Marcha. En términos analíticos, en un primer 
momento presentamos datos estadísticos que muestran 
cómo la sexualidad y la violencia van de la mano con respecto 
a las experiencias de vulnerabilidad de la población 
LGBTQIA+ de Campo Grande. En un segundo momento, 
desde una perspectiva interseccional y postestructuralista, 
examinamos las condiciones sociales que colocan a las 
personas LGBTQIA+ en situaciones de desigualdad en 
comparación con la población heterosexual. 
Palabras clave: interseccionalidad. discriminación. factor 
de riesgo. homofobia. brasil. 

I. Introduction 

“It is also in the field of what does not have a name and is unthinkable 
that homophobia, 

as a mechanism that the product and producer of sexual hierarchies 
(RUBIN, 1984), 

of violence and of the naturalization of gender norms (BUTLER, 2006),  
dwell and is upheld. Without a name because its description is difficult 

to apprehend  
and unthinkable because it is not reflected by the subjects and by the 

institutions.” 
(PRADO, 2010, p. 9) 

he “18th LGBT Citizenship Parade” of Campo 
Grande took place on September 28th, 2019, on 
the Radio Clube square, in the city center. As 

usual, the Association of Transvestites and Transexuals 
of Mato Grosso do Sul (ATMS) was the main group in 
charge of putting up the event2

                                                2
 The event had the support of Campo Grande´s City Hall by means of 

its offices, under-offices and coordinating bodies. In addition, the State 
Government of Mato Grosso do Sul also supported it by means of its 

. In 2019, the theme of 
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the Parade was “LGBTphobia is a crime”. Such choice 
happened due to the development of the Federal 
Supreme Court´s ruling of June 13th, 2019, which 
“criminalized LGBTphobia”, turning it equivalent to the 
crime of racism. According to the event´s organizers, 
that same year 30,000 people took part in the action.  

At that time, the Study Group Néstor Perlongher 
(NENP/UFMS) applied 303 questionnaires. The initial 
concept was to get to know the people who participated 
in the Parade and highlight the most recurring social 
markers of difference in the inquiries to outline a 
sociological profile of participants. These early results 
were published by Passamani, Vasconcelos, Rosa e 
Ishii (2020)3

Parker (2012), in his genealogy of the category 
discrimination, taking as starting point the moral panics

) and in this article the same data was 
applied to discuss the aspects of violence according to 
the Parade's participants. 

We focus on identifying the types of violence 
already incurred/noticed by the respondents, divided in 
two axes: discrimination and aggression. Such axes, 
respectively characterized by a symbolic violence 
(discrimination) or by some physical violence 
(aggression), therefore, apparently different, are 
intertwined to the assumption. That is, it is 
understanding that both of them work as the manifest 
face of a latent heteronormative intelligibility. In other 
words, it is possible to say that both discrimination and 
aggression are expressions of the violence against 
LGBTQIA+ people. 

4

That is, according to the author, it is possible to 
say there is a close correlation between prejudice and 
stigma. Also, both of them may be characterized as 
negative attitudes directed to certain people or 
collectives with the deliberate intention of discriminating 

 
around the first cases of death caused by Aids along the 
1980´s, defines the term: 

Discrimination has been seen as a kind of behavioral 
response caused by these negative attitudes – or as a form 
of enacted stigma or enacted prejudice. A sharp distinction 
has thus been made between ideas, attitudes, or ideologies, 
and their behavioral consequences in discriminatory actions 
(Parker, 2012, p. 165). 

                                                                                
offices, foundations, udner-offices and coordinating bodies. It is also 
necessary to highlight the partnership with several movements of civil 
society and a variety of sponsorships.  
3
 The questions in the form followed the model utilized by Carrara 

(2006) in his research of the “9th
 LGBT Parade of São Paulo” in 2005, 

and was adapted to the local context.  
4
 According to Miskolci, moral panic was a concept created by Cohen 

(1972) to explain “the process of social sensitization in which a type of 
behavior and a category of ‘deviants’ are identified so that small 
deviations from the norm are judged and get a strong collective 
reaction” (2007, p.111). Also, according to Miskolci, Cohen had 
created such concept to “characterize how the media, the public 
opinion, and the agents of social control react to certain disruptions of 
the normative standards” (Idem). For further details, see Cohen 
(1972). 

them based on socially established – therefore, arbitrary 
- normative patterns. 

In this context, as results from power relations, 
some individuals or collectives may be discriminated 
due to the color of their skin, their sexual orientation, 
their age, disabilities, body aspects etc., based on the 
idea that they are holders of characteristics or forms of 
expression of “lesser” moral worth. This aspect 
challenges us not understanding the category violence 
as an analytical a priori. Quite conversely, we notice 
interwined symbolical, material, psychological, cultural, 
moral, legal and political terms that make certain people 
and/or groups become private, in different ways, “of 
rights, autonomy, recognition and participation” 
(FERREIRA; BONAN, 2020, p. 1774, our translation). 
The violence become designed (and just can be 
properly understood) from the specific social-political-
narrative contexts.   

Therefore, our understanding of violence comes 
of the idea that it, beyond of being multiple and plural, is 
linked to certain moralities that are articulated to turn on 
concrete and real its different manifestations. Thinking 
about this that Cardoso de Oliveira (2008) says that the 
moral dimension compose the reading/experience of 
the violence. After all, the fact of a man being railed of 
“faggy” has direct relationships with the practicing of 
physical violence, like a way of “masculinity’s 
remediation”. 

Cardoso de Oliveira (2008) as like Díaz-Benítez 
(2015) understand that violence is complex and it’s seen 
when the first one asks until where we can talk about 
violence when this is legalized in a context. Díaz-Benítez 
shows us that violence, when associated to erotic 
practices, can become a libidinal tensioner. She                 
gives examples of movies that promotes the 
spectacularization of the violence for the purpose of 
people’s erotic market that consume and feel pleasure 
with such productions. 

Efrem Filho (2017a) takes up the question about 
morality when it shows us the “brutality’s pictures”. 
According to him, the many narratives that explain the 
violence make speeches on gender and sexuality and 
produce relationships of power that are in race. There 
different scenarios  and multiple violences that designed 
together with another subjects, like family, union, 
activism, woman, maternity, police, politics, and others, 
just like the author’s case analyzed.  

From all of these link’s categories that made the 
morality’s violence, it is important to know the distinction 
between difference and inequality. Brah (2006) is clear 
on the criticism of the understanding of difference as a 
watertight and always oppositional question. She 
proposes the difference as an analytical category. Not 
all difference, depending on its intersection, can result 
as an inequality. She’s efficient when saying that “the 
experience does not reflect on the seamless way of a 
pre-determined reality” (BRAH, 2006, p. 360, our  © 2023   Global  Journals
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translation). First of it, experience is cultural 
construction’s outcome. As she says, “the same context 
can produce many collective different ‘stories’, 
differentiating and linking biographies from contingent 
specificities (BRAH. 2006, p. 362, our translation”. 

 
 

 

It’s important to highlight that, according to              

the perspective of social markers of difference, that we 
defend on this article, is not possible to assert that 
different individuals experience in the same way and in 
the same intensity the oppression systems. Quite 
conversely, we believe that it’s needed considering the 
relational and interactional complex contexts (and 
games). Seen in theses terms, markers as class, 
race/ethnicity, gender, sexuality, generation, religion, 
nationality, ant other, can, depending on the context, 
outcome in bigger or smaller conditions of vulnerability. 

To think this process of constitution of many 
differences that can or can not turn the difference to an 
inequality, it seems patent an intellectual employing to 
reflect on these categories of articulation that, when 
acted – in our research problem – together with 
sexuality, commit LGBTQIA+ community in inequality’s 
position when compared to heterosexual people, for 
example. Problematizing the intersection between 
different categories is more than work with notion of 
sexual difference or even the relationships and contact 
points between, for example, gender and other 
categories, like race and class. Noticing how they form 
themselves in relation (PISCITELLI, 2008). 

Thus, our article is divided in two parts. In the 
first part, we present the statistical data which shows 
how the relationship between sexuality and violence 
against LGBTQIA+ people based on the results 
obtained in the “18th LGBT Citizenship Parade” in 
Campo Grande. Right after that, we analyze the data in 
a more systematically way, from an intersectional and 
post-structuralist perspective.  

II. Discrimination and Aggression 
against LGBTQIA+ People: Perceptions 

of Violence in the 18th Parade 

At first, a methodological note is important to be 
clarified. It is not easy to apply a questionnaire during a 
Parade, first because of the people who are in “another 
mood” than the one that concerns a talk between 
researcher and interlocutors. After, because we were in 
a public space, with such a large crowding of people 
and many background noises made it difficult. Finally, 
the people were waling. Moving over the place. 
Stopping and answering the research could mean “get 

lost” from their group. Our strategy was to apply the 
questionnaire during the concentration of the event, 
when many of these matters, we believed, could be 
controlled. It’s known that the research’s context and its 
form had impact during de data’s production. However, 
the important outputs were produced during these 
contexts. 

For this article, we concentrated in 14 questions 
as a survey, with answers “yes” or “not” (Table 1). This 
way, this studying is understood as quantitative and 
qualitative, once that, according to Souza and             
Kerbauy (2017, p. 37, our translation), “[…] the reality is 
multifaceted and, like that, is not shallow to assert that 
produced data by different method can be added, 
helping to understand the many faces of reality”. 

In qualitative terms, to Günter (2006), it’s 
important having a base of comprehension of social 
reality as something that is always moving itself, 
dynamic and procedurally. Because of this, the weights 
must be near of the concrete reality analyzed, intending 
to use properly the senses and meanings expressed 
there, however, not generalizing its outputs. The reflexive 
reading, however, may develop the complexities and 
links with the theoretical references used during the 
research. 

In the specific case of the data obtained along 
the research, it was possible to find that color/race, 
income (associated with the social class), generation, 
religion, and education have had a place of lesser 
highlight (or lesser impact) in the various responses 
given by participants in the question on violence (either 
discrimination or aggression), when comparted to the 
marker of sexuality. That is, being LGBTQIA+, per se, 
was already enough for a condition of greater social 
vulnerability. Such data confirms the outcome of other 
recent studies conducted in Brazil and which emphasize 
that the country is in the ranking of the most lethal 
nations for LGBTQIA+ people (OLIVEIRA; ARAUJO, 
2020; PINTO et al, 2020; MENDES, SILVA, 2020). 

Particularly, thinking on the researches that had 
emphasis on LGBTQIA+ Parades, we can highline 
some works. Dutra and Miranda (2013) investigated the 
power relations seen in the “LGBT Parade” from Juiz de 
Fora (MG) and concluded that the abada’s wearing 
defined the boundaries of the places where the 
audience had access. Here, the main social marker of 
difference was social class, because the ones who did 
not buy were more distant from the electric trios. About 
the violence’s theme, they mentioned that some rival 
groups of young people took the opportunity of crowd to 
arrange dates and fight spaces, where a young man 
died. According to theses authors, these acts of 
violence are not linked properly with the Parade. 

Moreira and Maia (2017) investigated the 
Goiânia’s (GO) “LGBT Parade”, among their outputs, we 
detach two of them. The first tells about exclusions done 
by the LGBTQIA+ people themselves, for still exists 
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Thus, what we are pointing out are the 
processes of difference’s ranking that, sometimes, show 
their selves as a form of physical or moral violence. In 
latter case, swearings are more often and commum. At 
first, emphasis on punches, kicks, pitfalls, stone-
throwings, that, sometimes, can follow in the victim’s 
death.



 

discrimination against girly, and/or transgender, and/or 
older people. The second point, the strategy of some of 
the participants who stayed near the City Guard and/or 
the police to avoid possible acts of violence were                 
not a guarantee of non-violence. Somewhat, these 
conclusions get closer by Dutra and Miranda’s found 
outputs (2013) when the said that the police had beaten 
the participants of Juiz de Fora’s Parade. 

Ribeiro and Arantes (2017) made a research 
about the “LGBT Parade” in São Paulo (SP). The 
authors analyzed the media speeches about this event 
and highlighted the generic use referring to participants 
as people and/or activists. The criticism is properly the 
erasure of gender and sexuality’s markers to identify 
politically the LGBTQIA+ community. Even the violence 
was not the main focus, the researchers related a case 
of a resident who threw a bomb at the people who were 
making noise near the place he lives. Differently from 
Dutra and Miranda (2013), Ribeiro and Arantes (2017) 
understood that the violence’s scene integrates a part of 
the Parade, even when it happens not too close to the 
event. 

Mota (2016) still researched the “LGBT Pride’s 
Parade” in São Paulo and, even without quantitative 
data, affirms that in the Paulista avenue all LGBTQIA+ 

people had suffered some kind of violence. The main 
ideal to this author is that the Parade, even when 
exhibits binarisms and stereotypes committed by the 
own LGBTQIA+ participants, turns up on fight territory 
against heteronormativity, just like defended in Moreira 
and Maia’s work (2017). 

Beyond these factors, we can consider that the 
political act’s context of a Parada, by itself, already 
would put sexuality in the spotlight. Violence linked to 
the sexuality is important to the design of a speech that 
puts LGBTQIA+ as violence’s victims. This way, there, 
into the militancy’s spot, it would be politically expected 
that discrimination and aggression against such 
sexuality’s expression were understood as important, for 
this is a strategy to guarantee rights and criminalization 
of these kinds of violence and even the recognition of 
these people as subjects5. 

However, it’s needed to say that, working with a 
survey, there was no opportunities to the survey 
respondents qualify the kinds of violence committed 
according to the context and the form. In addition, the 
data was produced from the “said”, once, for the limited 
time, we did not focus on the “lived”, although saying is 
a way of living. 
 

Table 1: Questionnaire Items 

Axe Item Item’s Description 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
DISCRIMINATION  

DISCR_TRAB due to your sexuality, have you ever faced not being admitted for or 
being fired from a job? 

DISCR_COM 
due to your sexuality, have you ever faced receiving a different 
treatment or stopped from entering a business /place of 
entertainment? 

DISCR_SAUDE due to your sexuality, have you ever faced getting terrible service in 
health facilities or from health professionals? 

DISCR_EDUC due to your sexuality, have you ever faced being marginalized by 
teachers or classmates at school/college? 

DISCR_COMUN 
due to your sexuality, have you ever faced being excluded or 
marginalized from groups of friends or neighbors? 

DISCR_FAM due to your sexuality, have you ever faced being excluded or 
marginalized in the family environment? 

DISCR_RELIG due to your sexuality, have you ever faced being excluded or 
marginalized in a religious environment? 

DISCR_SANGUE 
due to your sexuality, have you ever faced being stopped from 
donating blood? 

DISCR_DELEG due to your sexuality, have you ever faced being abused by police 
officers or being mistreated in a police station? 

 
 
 
AGGRESSION 

AGRES_FIS due to your sexuality, have you ever suffered physical aggression? 

AGRES_VERB 
due to your sexuality, have you ever suffered verbal 
aggression/threat of aggression? 

AGRES_CIND due to your sexuality, have you ever suffered “boa noite 
cinderela”(roofie)? 

AGRES_SEX due to your sexuality, have you ever suffered sexual violence? 

AGRESS_EXT due to your sexuality, have you ever suffered blackmail or 
extorsion? 

 
5 Laura Lowenkron (2015), from researches about child sexual abuse and people traffic for sexual exploration, and Sérgio Carrara (2015), from a 
reflection on sexual politics and the changes in sexuality devices, demonstrate how speeches that designs the victims operate tactical and 
strategically in certain contexts.  © 2023   Global  Journals
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Now we present the analysis of the data found: 
Principal Component Analysis (PCA) is a 

statistical technique for multi-varied verification that was 
utilized for an exploratory reading of the responses. The 
conclusion based on the graphical analysis of Figure 1 
is that, as the first factor appears highlighted, the 

instrument is unidimensional, that is, the 14 items 
related to violence measure a single construct which, in 
this case, is how exposed someone is to violence. It is a 
declivity diagram, plotted with the aid of the SPSS 
computer program, with the number of factorial 
components extracted.  

Source: produced by the authors  

Figure 1: Principal Component Analysis 

Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO) test indicates the 
proportion of variance of data that may be assigned to a 
common factor. The test resulted in a KMO of 0.860 and 
values close to 1 indicate that the sample is adequate 
for factorial analysis (DEVORE, 2015).  

To measure the test’s reliability, Cronbach’s 
alpha was utilized, an indicator of the internal 
consistency of the test or, in other words, how much the 
questionnaire items are correlated. For the research’s 
case, Cronbach’s alpha was 0.767 and this value 
corresponds to the average of correlations among the 

instrument’s items and may vary between 0 and 1, with 
an acceptable result for values close to or higher than 
0.60 (HAIR; ANDERSON; TATHAM, 2009).  

The grades 0 through 14 are the sum of the 
positive responses for the 9 questions about 
discrimination and the 5 questions about aggression 
and it is a score of the violence suffered/perceived by 
the subjects. A scale going from VERY LOW to VERY 
HIGH was arbitrated in compliance with the indicator of 
violence and Table 2 contains the tabulated results.  

Table 2: Main results tabulated 

   Very low Low Medium High Very high 
TOTAL    0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 

A
ge

 b
ra

ck
e

t 

Heterosexual 
30 years or less  32 5 2     1   1               41 

over 30 years 15 1 1     1                   18 

LGBTQIA+ 
30 years or less  29 14 12 26 30 21 14 22 8 10 4 1   1   192 

over 30 years 12 4 2 2 7 3 2 1 4 1 2 2       42 

C
ol

or

 (IB
G

E
)

 

Heterossexual 
white 18 3 1         1               23 

non-white 29 3 2     2                   36 

LGBTQIA+ 
white 20 8 6 10 19 9 6 10 4 8 3 1   1   105 

non-white 21 10 8 18 18 15 10 13 8 3 3 2       129 

R
el

ig
io

n

 

Heterosexual 
Religious 18 2 1     2                   23 

not religious  29 4 2         1               36 

LGBTQIA+ 
religious 16 8 3 5 18 5 8 7 8 3 2 1   1   85 

not religious 25 10 11 23 19 19 8 16 4 8 4 2       149 

E
du

ca
ti o

n

 

Heterosexual 
High-school or lower 18 3 1     1   1               24 

Higher-education 29 3 2     1                   35 

LGBTQIA+ High-school or lower 23 11 8 19 18 11 8 9 2 3 2     1   115 
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Higher-education  18  7  6  9  19  13  8  14  10  8  4 3       119  
P

ay
m

e
nt

 

Heterosexual 
has a paid job  28  2  2      1   1                34  

no paid job  19  4  1      1                   25  

LGBTQIA+ 
has a paid job  31  11  10  11  24  12  8  13  7  7  4 2   1    141  

no paid job  10  7  4  17  13  12  8  10  5  4  2 1       93  

 
The types of violence most reported by 

respondents are, in decreasing order, verbal 
aggression, discrimination in the family, discrimination in 
the school, discrimination in the religious environment, 
and discrimination in the community, representing 
almost 60 percent of the responses to the questionnaire 
(Figure 2). According to ABGLT (2016), 73 percent of 
LGBTQIA+ students have already suffered verbal 
aggression due to their sexual orientation and 68 
percent due to their gender identity. For Prado (2010), 

In Brazilian society, we still have lack of knowledge of 
homophobia. Yes, we do know it exists both from empirical 

data, from researches, and from the logic of experience. 
However, we are facing a quite contradictory moment: we 
know homophobia exists, but we know very little about how 
it works and what are its dynamics when combined with 
other forms of treating someone as inferior. Understanding 
how homophobia operates, especially when it is obvious 
that the prejudice is not only in the individuals only, but it is 
also articulated in the culture and in the institutions, it is 
fundamental to improve the forms of confronting and de-
constructing its violent and silent practices (PRADO, 2010, 
p. 9). 

 

Figure 2: Types of violence indicated by respondents 

It was concluded that, in the sample, 94.9 
percent of heterosexuals have a score of violence 
between 0 and 2, that is, they say they have suffered no 
more than two aggressions or discriminations among 
those listed in the survey, and 79.7 percent in this group 
show a null score. Among LGBTQIA+, the situation is 
different, as 31.2 percent have a violence score between 
0 and 2, and only 17.5 percent have a null score, that is, 
they have suffered no violence at all. Figure 3 shows 
graphically the concentration of lower scores for the 
heterosexual population. 
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Figure 3: Graphic of the distribution of violence scores by category 

Sexual orientation is the prevailing factor to pre-
dispose or not the individual to suffer violence, that is, 
regardless of being or not in a relationship, of living 
alone or with someone, of being young or not, of being 
white or not, of being religious or not, of their education, 
of having a paid job or not, a subject from the 
LGBTQIA+ population in the context investigated will 
suffer more violence than their heterosexual counterpart. 
As Colling and Leopoldo (2016) put it, 

[...] the homosexual desire (not necessarily a homosexual´s 
desire) may un-structure a phallocratic society. And this is 

one of the reasons of the anti-homosexual paranoia, of the 
anti-homosexual panic which, quite often, transmutes into 
aggression, into macho terrorism – the dark atmosphere of 
fear – and, in a most obscene way, into murder, into the 
physical elimination of the other (2016, p. 14). 

Table 3 shows the reliability intervals (RI) of the 
violence scores which affirm this statement. In all cases, 
LGBTQIA+ people have violence scores statistically 
higher than heterosexual people, as proved by the One-
Way Anova test, with p-value equal to zero in all tests, 
regardless of the social marker.  

Table 3: Reliability Intervals by Social Marker of Difference 

Social Markers of 
Difference 

Assumptions 
(95% of reliability) Factor RI 

Generation 

H0: Age influences the difference of the 
violence score between the LGBTQIA+ 
population and the heterosexual one.  
 
H1: Age does not influence the 
difference of the violence score 
between the LGBTQIA+ population and 
the heterosexual one. 

Heterosexual 30 years old or 
over (-0.337; 1.361) 

Heterosexual 30 years old or 
over (-0.837; 1.726) 

LGBTQIA+ 30 years old or less (3.759; 4.543) 

LGBTQIA+ 30 years old or less (2.947; 4.624) 

Race/Color (IBGE) 

H0: Race/color influences the difference 
of the violence score between the 
LGBTQIA+ population and the 
heterosexual one. 
 
H1: Race/color does not influence the 
difference of the violence score 
between the LGBTQIA+ population and 
the heterosexual one. 

White heterosexual (-0.613; 1.656) 
White heterossexual (-0.435; 1.379) 
White LGBTQIA+ (3.612; 4.674) 

Non-white LGBTQIA+ (3.560; 4.518) 
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Religion 

H0: Religion influences the difference of 
the violence score between the 
LGBTQIA+ population and the 
heterosexual one. 
 
H1: Religion does not influence the 
difference of the violence score 
between the LGBTQIA+ population and 
the heterosexual one. 

Religious heterosexual (-0.525; 1.743) 

Non-religious heterosexual (-0.490; 1.323) 

Religious LGBTQIA+ (3.622; 4.802) 

Non-religious LGBTQIA+ (3.568; 4.459) 

Education 

H0: Education influences the difference 
of the violence score between the 
LGBTQIA+ population and the 
heterosexual one.  
 
H1: Education does not influence the 
difference of the violence score 
between the LGBTQIA+ population and 
the heterosexual one. 

Heterosexual who went to high-
school or less 

(-0.380; 1.796) 

Heterosexual who went to 
college 

(-0.558; 1.244) 

LGBTQIA+ who went to high-
school or less 

(2.964; 3.958) 

LGBTQIA+ who went to college (4.201; 5.178) 

Income 

H0: Salary influences the difference of 
the violence score between the 
LGBTQIA+ population and the 
heterosexual one.  
 
H1: Salary does not influence the 
difference of the violence score 
between the LGBTQIA+ population and 
the heterosexual one. 

Heterosexual without a paid job (-0.646; 1.526) 

Heterossexual with a paid job (-0.402; 1.461) 

LGBTQIA+ without a paid job (3.770; 4.896) 

LGBTQIA+ with a paid job (3.465; 4.379) 

 
Thus, even if hypothetically participants in the 

“18th LGBT Citizen Parade” of Campo Grande/MS can 
pass through violence’s situation in relation to 
generation (older people), race/color (black people 
and/or natives), religion (non-Christian people), 
education (people with no higher-education), social 
class (poor people) and territoriality (people who live in 
the periphery), our data points that sexuality can be, 
depending on the context, factor of a bigger condition of 
LGBTQIA+’s vulnerability. Such data is extremely crucial 
concerning the political and social role of continuing 
with the LGBT Parades both in Campo Grande/MS and 
in other parts of Brazil and world. After all, such events 
have the purpose of raising awareness the whole 
society the importance of enforcing the human rights of 
LGBTQIA+ people, in terms of leading a visible life. 

From a general point of view, even if visually 
one may infer from Figure 3 that the LGBTQIA+ 
population reports the violence more frequently suffered, 
we have utilized inferential statistics to validate such 
statement. Parametric one-way Anova test was used to 
evince if there is significant statistical difference in 
violence when the heterosexual and the LGBTQIA+ 
populations are compared based on the respondent 
sample.  

Although the values do not follow a normal 
distribution, the One-Way Anova test is statistically more 
powerful that a non-parametric test, considering that 
data come from two groups with 15 values each one. 
The test was based on the following assumptions:  

H0: Violence scores are the same for the LGBTQIA+ 
population and heterosexual people. 

H1: Violence scores are different for the LGBTQIA+ 
population and the heterosexual people. 

One-Way Anova test, with 95% of reliability, 
applied generally in relation to sexuality, yields to a RI for 
the heterosexuals equal to (-0.214; 1.197) and for the 
LGBTQIA+ population to (3.731; 4.440), with p-
value=0,000, that is, the null assumption is rejected, 
once the violence’s score perceived by the LGBTQIA+ 
population is higher than for heterosexuals. This 
difference can be easily watched in the graphical 
representation shown in Figure 4.  
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Figure 4: Graph with reliability intervals of the violence score 

An approximation of the probabilities’ 
distribution towards the violence score as a discreet 
variable with a Poisson distribution allows estimating 
that the probability of a LGBTQIA+ individual to suffer at 
least one of the two types of violence shown in the 
questionnaire is 98.32%. When the same analysis is 
done for the heterosexual public, the percentage drops 
to 38.86%.  

This data allows us to say that there is                        
both sexism (especially concerning gender) and 
heterosexism (considering that heterosexuality is 
established as a normative standard of desires). Welzer-
Lang (2001) finds what he calls “the naturalistic 
paradigm”. According to him, in sexism prevails a 
pseudo (we would rather say, allegedly) superior            
nature of men, while in heterosexism, for Welzer-Lang, 
homophobia would be the major “symptom”, where 
heterosexuality takes a central position to the detriment 
of homosexuality. In his own words,  

the double naturalistic paradigm which defines, on one 
hand, the masculine superiority over women and, on the 
other hand, normalizes what male sexuality must be, 
produces an androcentric and homophobic political norm 
that inform us about what a true man should be, the normal 
man (WALZER-LAGN, 2001, p. 468, our translation). 

That is, there is a continuous and repeated 
control of bodies and subjectivities which permanently 
undergoes a learning process by institutions and                 
their respective grammar-codes. Thus, thinking 
heterosexuality requires, according to Butler (2003), to 
conceive it as a production that transcends both                
nature and culture, that is, as heterosexuality is not 
“essentialized” nor in a biological origin nor in a cultural 
transmission, its manufacturing is constantly implied in 
processes of destruction and violence.  

This allows us to say that homosexuality, as a 
historical device (FOUCAULT, 1999), has been a 

privileged target in the production of difference which, 
often, turns on inequality. It is no coincidence that 
Foucault, in his genealogical endeavor, says that: 

If it is true that ‘sexuality’ is the set of effects produced in the 
bodies, in the behaviors, in the social relations, by a given 
device belonging to a complex political technology, it must 
be acknowledged that this device does not work 
symmetrically here and there, and it does not produce, 
therefore, the same effects (FOUCAULT, 1999, p. 120). 

In this perspective, LGBTQIA+ people are 
produced both as an ontological truth as abject bodies. 
This difference, understood as a synonym of inequality, 
will be used as a sufficient reason to “justify” that the 
lives of LGBTQIA+ people are killable and not 
susceptible to grief (Butler, 2015). In a recent study on 
data about violence against lesbians, gay men, 
bisexuals, transvestites, and transexuals in Mato Grosso 
do Sul, Oliveira and Araujo (2020) point out that the 
rates are extremely high and, almost always, are 
accompanied by physical violence and may lead to 
death. In this regard, say the authors: 

First, it is not possible to ignore the degree of violence that 
is oriented against bodies that are considered 
incomprehensible: there are countless piercings, blows, 
stone-throwings. Second, the acts reach parts of the body 
which demonstrate that the victims could not defend 
themselves (generally, in the back). Third, the aggressions 
are done in areas of the body that are symbolically 
constitutive of ‘humanization’: the face, the countenance 
(OLIVEIRA; ARAUJO, 2020, p. 302). 

The authors show that many crimes against 
LGBTQIA+ people are not “common crimes”. The 
cruelty associated with the deaths of LGBTQIA+ people 
configure such facts as “hate crimes”, because it is not 
enough to kill, it is necessary to do it in an exemplary, 
stunning way (FOUCAULT, 2004). Usually, death is the 
unfolding of extremely violent torture, together with 
extreme violence. It is visible, in this kind of action, the 
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attempt not to murder an individual, but the whole 
“species”. Such issues appeared in Carrara’s 
investigation (2004) on the homicides of homosexuals in 
the 1990´s in Rio de Janeiro and in the recent work by 
Efrem Filho (2017) about the murder of LGBTQIA+ 
people in the states of Paraíba and Pernambuco. That 
is, spetacular death is recurrent in this kind of research.   

III. Sexuality and Violence: 
(IM)Pertinent Intersections 

For this analysis, seven social markers of 
difference were applied (sexuality, generation, race/ 
color, religion, education, income [in reference to social 
class] and territoriality), drawing from the concept              
that such social markers “interact, contextually and 
circumstantially, in order to promote potential scenarios 
of social inequalities and hierarchisations” (HENNING, 
2015, p. 100, our translation). However, Henning 
expands this conception based on the idea of 
intersectional agency, pointing out possible processes 
of resistance produced by the subjects marked by 
differences, that is: 

In other words, a highlight is given to the importance of 
paying attention to the ways the individuals potentially utilize 
their own intersectional identity marks (as well as in the 
relation with intersectional identity traits of other people) in 
order to deal with the creation, the questioning, and the 
social deconstruction of inequalities (HENNING, 2015, p. 
117, our translation). 

Given that conception, it is important to 
emphasize that we did not intend to “prove” that the 
violence experienced by LGBTQIA+ subjects in the 
LGBT Parade would be explained by the summation of 
two or more social markers of difference. However, it is 
possible to see in Table 3 that only sexuality appears as 
the outstanding marker of difference, as we have said 
previously. This is because we believe that an 
intersectional reading should not establish, a priori, 
which markers are decisive to understand such theme. 

According to Henning (2015), an intersectional 
analysis does not have the obligation of starting a 
specific marker of difference, but paying attention to the 
social configurations based on their historical and 
cultural context. The author says that there is fragility 
when these differentiations are multiplied, as they may 
cause some limitation. Thus, he problematizes the use 
of the ‘“nature of unlimited openness’ of intersectional 
field” (HENNING, 2015, p. 111, our translation) and 
projects that intersectionality must be guided by the 
most relevant markers.  

In this study, sexuality turned up the primary 
marker to understand the different processes of violence 
and aggression experienced by LGBTQIA+ people. 
Based on Foucault´s notion that sexuality produces 
effects of power that goes beyond the field of desire, or, 
said in other way, it goes beyond the individual´s sexual 

orientation, the comprehensiveness of sexuality takes 
place in accord with other dimensions including the 
economic, social, educational, cultural and others. 

At this moment, we highlight an important 
concept to understand such process through which 
heterosexuality is constructed which, according to Dos 
Reis and Pinho (2016), is the heteronormative matrix or 
heteronormativity. For these authors, such matrix is 
conceived in a binary mode, with the presence of two 
well-defined poles (man/penis that desires 
woman/vagina), also capturing those who do not 
construct themselves based on this gender/sex/desire 
system. Dos Reis and Pinho also add that who does not 
match with what is conveyed by heteronormativity is 
exposed to different kinds of violence, which may cause 
death. That is, in a heteronormative regimen, in order to 
lead a visible life, it is necessary to seek the exact 
correspondence between sex, gender, and desire – as if 
that were possible for everyone (BUTLER, 2008).  
It is by chance, as Saéz and Carrascosa say, that 

‘being a man’ is based on ‘not being’ other things: not being 
a woman, not being homosexual. It is an identity generated 
by opposition, by denial, or by the repetition of aesthetic or 
behavior gestures that lack originality. It is a notion without a 
precise content. The men power, the patriarchal and macho 
power, is constructed, on one hand, by means of this 
contempt against women and, on the other hand, by the 
hatred against men deemed as less masculine, gay men 
(2016, p. 127). 

In this regard, Carvalho and Pocahy (2020) 
associate the idea of privilege with people who manage 
to perform such norm, and consequently, exercise their 
citizenship. Such privileged ones are also able to 
disqualify and make inferior those ones who do not 
comply with the heterosexual norm. Here one finds the 
permission to exterminate the differences. 

As a counterpoint, the criticism by Favero 
(2019) to the idea of privilege. According to the author, 
the causal conception that I am heterosexual, therefore I 
benefit myself the privilege in relation to other sexual 
identities, does not consider that the heterosexual 
individual is also constructed by other social markers of 
difference, such as race, generation, social class, 
gender etc. It is the intersection of such markers that 
would allow for a deeper analysis of how these 
“privileges” are configured. Thus, it is not enough to be 
heterosexual to lead a visible life, one has to be white, 
wealthy, Christian, with no disability, young, among 
others.  

Miskolci (2005) points out historically the 
conditions under which the deviant subject emerges, the 
individual who does not comply with the norm. At the 
same time, he problematizes the concept of difference 
which, designed from the queer theory, see the subject 
marked by difference not necessarily based on the idea 
of oppression, but highlighting processes of resistance 
and agency.  © 2023   Global  Journals
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Thereby, by bringing closer Miskolci’s 
contributions to the light of our research data, originated 
by the “18th LGBT Citizenship Parade” of Campo 
Grande, we argue that, although the social conditions    
of existence for the sexual and gender minorities are 
sometimes adverse, it does not result in being 
impossible to establish processes of identity 
construction or to fight for recognition. Quite conversely, 
when we highlight the visible discrepancy of the 
vulnerable situations experienced by LGBTQIA+ people 
in contrast with the heterosexual population, we wish to 
evince the importance of contemporary struggles and 
mobilizations, and concomitantly we foster the 
awareness about the arbitrariness of the heterosexual 
truth regimes underpinning such situations. 

IV. Closing Remarks 

Along the survey conducted during the “18th 
LGBT Citizenship Parade” of Campo Grande in 2019, a 
great deal of data was obtained. The difficulty to gather 
them all in a single analysis has provided the 
opportunity for analytical developments about such data 
(PASSAMANI; VASCONCELOS; ROSA; ISHII, 2020). In 
the analyses here presented, we have sought to 
problematize specifically the issue of violence against 
the LGBTQIA+ people who participated in the Parade. 
Through this analytical effort, we have evinced the faces 
of physical and symbolic violence that define the 
processes of discrimination and aggression.   

In our itinerary, both the intersectional and post-
structuralist perspective was fundamental to understand 
how the social markers of difference are articulated to 
produce a place of vulnerability for LGBTQIA+ 
individuals. No by chance, the data tabulation led us to 
find out that, when the issue is sexual dissidence, it is 
sexuality that outstands during processes of violence 
and inequality. Thereby, based on the data surveyed, it 
is possible to say that being a LGBTQIA+ person is 
already a “sufficient reason” to make someone target of 
discriminatory and/or violent practices.  

Hence, our conclusion is not that other 
intertwining categories are not relevant to think violence 
against the LGBTQIA+ community. We only can say 
that the variations of these categories, based on the 
specific local context which the research survey was 
conducted, are not statistically significant in relation to 
sexuality.  

In this regard, our data shows that the great 
difference in terms of violence results from being or not 
being LGBTQIA+. Being white or black, poor or rich, 
educated or not, young or not, does not add statistical 
difference in terms of violence. We say it again: all of this 
in the specific context where the survey was produced. 
The participation of other research subjects, other 
contexts and events may point (or not) to the prevalence 
of other markers, once these markers, in an 

intersectional analytical perspective, are not drawn from 
an a priori assumption regarding which social marker(s) 
is (are) used in the investigated situation. In other words, 
the field is the strength to understand which social 
markers of difference effectively make a difference. 

Among the data analyzed, drawn from the 
universe of experienced violence, the higher recurrence 
is the verbal violence, followed by discrimination in the 
family, in the school, in the religious environment, in the 
community at large. In this way, it can be noticed that, 
starting with primary socialization, with the institutions 
someone most commonly has to live with and/or within, 
being LGBTQIA+ is a dangerous condition in terms of 
violence. For that matter, it is not unusual that swear 
words and humiliation are experienced since early age 
by LGBTQIA+ people who, in many cases, will have to 
learn to live with that for the rest of their lives.  

Our data shows that such violent situations and 
contexts are not experienced the same by heterosexuals 
and LGBTQIA+ people. There is no doubt that that 
black, poor, non-educated, disabled and (or) older 
LGBTQIA+ people may have their itineraries even more 
aggravated. However, inside the Parade’s context, 
where we did the research, sexuality gained more 
relevance into its participants’ perspective on their own 
violence experiences. Surely, the “larger relevance” can 
be near the political-narrative context that designs these 
kind of events. 

By all means, such research’s data leads us to 
conclude that heterosexuality, even when it is not 
combined with another social marker of difference, is 
already a privileged place. This place may be possibly 
incremented if there is intersection with other categories. 
Anyway, being heterosexual is enough to provide the 
experience of a safer family and social ambience social, 
in contrast to the experience of LGBTQIA+ people. 
Based on this reasoning, someone will be hardly 
assaulted, violated, killed due to the fact of being 
heterosexual. The same cannot be said about the 
LGBTQIA+ community. Being and/or being recognized 
as LGBTQIA+ is already sufficient reason to be included 
in a spectrum of “killable life” (BUTLER, 2015).  

When we look at the data in an intersectional 
perspective, we realize that sexuality is a marker of 
difference that makes the difference in the context faced 
by respondents to survey conducted at the “18th LGBT 
Citizenship Parade” of Campo Grande in 2019. Such 
subjects maybe do not comply with the norm based on 
other features other than sexuality, but the statistical 
data reveals that the violence perpetrated against them 
occurs due to the fact of being LGBTQIA+. Such result 
is not given by chance. Quite conversely, it is necessary 
to say once again that, historically, heterosexuality was 
established under the status of a norm. Under this 
heteronormative regimen, sex, gender, and desire must 
be  performed as coherent and inseparable. This makes  
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that all those whose identity becomes unintelligible 
according to the heterosexual standards, this last being 
reiterated as “genuine” and “authentic”, become easy 
and immediate targets of several types of violence. 

Finally, we can not end this article without 
insisting on the importance of the collective agency. In 
this regard, the data obtained from the responses of the 
LGBT Parade’s participants also reveals how important 
and actual are the struggles and strategies for 
recognition and to confront the situations of inequality. If 
sexuality is still a reason for someone and/or a group to 
become a target of any type of violence, it is urgent to 
foster actions, research, and policies that contribute to 
increase visibility and to de-naturalize the social 
processes of subalternity, discrimination, and murder. 

Therefore, it is urgent (and necessary) that 
heteronormativity, under its underpinning matrix of 
intelligibility, be questioned and de-naturalized in order 
to disclose its arbitrary, ghostly and fictional nature – 
which reveals what heterosexuality actually is: “an empty 
place” (SÁEZ; CARRASCOSA, 2016). 
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