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FOREWORD

The state of lesbian, gay, bisexual, trans and intersex (LGBTI) youth’s human rights is an essential concern
that still remains a marginalized issue in many decision-making spheres. Since 1985, MAG Jeunes LGBT has
been working for the inclusion of LGBTI+ youth and fighting all types of discrimination that may occur. We
acknowledge the need for inclusive societies where our voices are heard.

The data collection from the global consultation on inclusive education and access to health of LGBTI+
youth around the world, realised by MAG Jeunes LGBT with the support of UNESCO, represents the first
time that qualitative information has been collected on the inclusion and exclusion experiences of the world’s
LGBTI+ youth on this scale.

With this thematic report, we aim at presenting the voices and vision of LGBTI+ children and young people
in Russia, Ukraine, Belarus and Kazakhstan, to assist on the creation of a roadmap on how to make the
2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development more inclusive in human rights’ recognition, with a special focus
on sustainable development goals (SDG) 4 (quality education) and SDG 3 (good health and well-being).
We truly believe that this agenda is a landmark opportunity to advance in human right’s recognition and
fulfillment.

On a daily basis, LGBTI+ youths face discrimination and marginalization. It remains a reality that LGBTI+
youths continue to be under-represented in both civil society and policy-making. Indeed, only one out of
twenty (5.61%) survey respondents from Russia, Ukraine, Belarus and Kazakhstan reported being able to
foresee their future as LGBTI+ persons in their country, while nine out of ten (94.75%) surveyed reported
feeling that LGBTI+ youths were “never or almost never” considered in policy-making.

It is undeniable that the challenges are many, from converting these indicators into meaningful policy
proposals, to continue championing and amplifying the voices of young LGBTI+ people. We are sure that
by using the current data, all stakeholders, from civil society to governments, can work on promoting the
inclusion of LGBTI+ youth.

It is essential considering the present results that LGBTI+ youth are taken into account in both civil-
society and policy-making. We envision a brighter future where all LGBTI+ youth can have access to equal
opportunities and equal rights. A world where LGBTI+ youth can aim and achieve their dreams without
fear of exclusion or marginalization. As this document presents, the first step towards that goal is to listen to

them.

Omar Didi
Co-President
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Introduction

11 Presentation and objectives

The following data on Russia, Ukraine, Belarus and Kazakhstan (RUBK) result from a global consultation on
the inclusive education and access to health of LGBTI+ (lesbian, gay, bisexual, trans, intersex, as well as non-
binary, queer, pansexual and questioning) youth around the world. This initiative from French association
MAG Jeunes LGBT, with the support of UNESCO, aimed at presenting the voices of LGBTI+ children and
young people and their vision on how to make the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development more inclusive
for themselves, with a special focus on sustainable development goals 4 (quality education) and 3 (good
health and well-being).

This global data collection represented the first time that qualitative information was collected on the inclusion/
exclusion experiences of the world’s LGBTI+ youth on this scale. Since this is a usually underrepresented
group in both civil society and policymaking, this report will help advance the awareness of the needs of
LGBTI+ children and young people in relation to education and health by sharing their ideas.

1.2 Methodology

Because of short data collection delays (20 days), and since the aim of the survey was to gather information
on a large variety of LGBTI+ youth experiences around the world, the questionnaire was purposely created
short (20 questions, including 6 sociodemographic questions) and quick to complete (estimated time 5-10
minutes). The English and Russian versions of the survey questionnaire are available in Annexes 1 and 2.

The survey questionnaire was pre-tested in June 2018 by twelve youth members of MAG Jeunes LGBT. These
youth, aged from 15 to 26, identified as LGBTI+ and/or non-binary. Members of Welcome Out, the MAG

group of asylum-seekers and refugees also took part in the pre-test.

Translation in Russian was assured by a native speaker from the MAG Jeunes LGBT network.



1.3 Dissemination of survey questionnaire

The Russian version of the survey questionnaire was put online between June 26th, 2018 and July 12th,
2018 (12:00 am CEST), for 17 days of data collection. In order to qualify for the survey, respondents had to
identify as LGBTI+ (or the equivalent in their language/culture) and be aged between 12 and 26 inclusively.
The questionnaire was largely disseminated (via an online communication campaign on Twitter, Instagram
and Facebook), but local LGBTI organizations were specifically contacted for their capacities to reach RUBK
respondents for the consultation.

1.4 Sample presentation

After data clean-up where respondents who had not answered all the survey questions were eliminated,
3.987 respondents remained in the sample: 3.359 from Russia, 310 from Ukraine, 238 from Belarus and
80 from Kazakhstan. Since the survey questionnaire is on experiences of inclusion/exclusion in education
and in health, we have focused on respondents who were living in each country at the time of completing
the survey. The RUBK sample therefore comprises youths who were living in Russia, Ukraine, Belarus and
Kazakhstan. They may not all have been born there. Other RUBK-born respondents who have immigrated
in other countries may have testified on their experiences in these countries, for example. The vast majority
of RUBK respondents (3.985) completed the survey in Russian, while two respondents chose to complete its
English version.

In terms of age, a little more than half of respondents (53.32%) were aged between the ages of 15 and 18, with
roughly a fourth being youth under 15 years of age (22.55%) and another fourth being 18 and over (24.13%).
A large majority of respondents reported being students (86.86%), while 9.48% were employed, and 3.66%
reported being “not in education, employment or training”.

Assigned sex, gender identity and sexual orientation of respondents

Respondents were questioned on the sex that was assigned to them at birth. Eight out of ten youths surveyed
(80.91%) declared having been assigned female; 17.53%, male; and 1.56%, intersex'. In terms of gender
identity, 67.31% of youth reported being cisgender, and 7.95%, transgender. 15.88% of the sample reported
being non-binary, while 8.86% declared questioning their gender identity at the time of the survey completion.

1 In terms of methodology, multiple answers were made possible to this question. Whenever a respondent
reported being assigned both “intersex” and one of the two commons genders, they were classified as being

<« » .
only” intersex.



Graph 1. Gender identity of respondents, RUBK respondents
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In terms of sexual orientation, more than a third of respondents declared being bisexual (35.64%), while
another third (29.43%) reported being homosexual (11.71% gay, and 17.72% lesbian). 19.46% identified as
queer/pansexual, and 10.25%, as questioning. Finally, 5.23% of respondents identified as heterosexual.

Table 1. Sexual orientation of respondents, RUBK respondents

Sexual orientation % of respondents
Bisexual 35.64
Queer/Pansexual 19.46
Lesbian 17.72
Gay 11.71
Questioning 10.25
Heterosexual 5.23

We asked respondents about the proportion of their friends and relatives that knew about their SOGIE
(sexual orientation, gender identity and expression) status. Over half of them (62.44%) declared that “a few”
of their friends and relatives knew about the fact that they were LGBTI+. A fifth of respondents (21.56%)
declared that they had disclosed their status to “none of them”, while 16.00% considered being out to “all or
a majority” of their friends and relatives.

Graph 2. Degree of “outness” of SOGIE status to friends and family members, RUBK respondents
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LGBTI+ youth

inclusion in education

Inclusion in education for LGBTI+ youth was assessed by four indicators: reported feelings of safety at
school, experiences of bullying, considering leaving school because of SOGIE status, and needs addressed
by education policies and learning materials.

2.1 Feelings of safety

Participants were asked if they felt safe at school or university (or had felt safe when they attended) as a
LGBTI+ student. A fourth of respondents (26.95%) reported feeling safe “always or most of the time” in
their learning environment, while 23.77% considered it was “sometimes” the case. Half of LGBTI+ youths
surveyed (49.28%) declared feeling either “rarely” (26.09%) or “never” (23.19%) safe at school. Feelings of
safety appear to change little as participants age. Furthermore, respondents who had left school at the time of
the survey (and who reported either being «not in education, employment or training» or working) reported
having felt less safe at school than LGBTI+ youth who were still students.

Graph 3. Feelings of safety as LGBTI+ student, RUBK respondents
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In terms of SOGIE status, results appear relatively consistent between youth with regards to feeling of
safety, with the notable exceptions of gay boys/men and trans boys/men, who report significantly less than
their peers feeling safe at school. Disaggregation by assigned sex shows that male youths report in larger
proportions feeling unsafe, with 59.62% of them reporting “never” or “rarely” feeling safe at school (as
opposed to 46.91% for female youths, and 54.84% for intersex youths).

2.2 Experiences of school “bullying”

47.76% of RUBK respondents reported having been ridiculed, teased, insulted or threatened at school
because of their SOGIE status — the majority of them (43.20%), by their peers. A tenth (10.10%) of LGBTI+
youths have been physically assaulted at school because of their SOGIE status — again, most of the time
(9.60%) by their peers — while 2.54% of respondents report having been sexually assaulted in their learning
environment. Disaggregation of results by age group and occupation shows no distinct effect of age on the
likelihood of having been bullied at school. Respondents who declared being workers reported having been
bullied in higher proportions than their peers.

In terms of SOGIE status, all three types of bullying (verbal/symbolic, physical and sexual) and strongly
linked to sexual orientation, to gender identity and to assigned sex. In terms of sexual orientation, gay boys/
men report in higher numbers all types of violence: 67.40% of them have been verbally victimized; 32.07%,
physically assaulted; and 5.78%, targeted by sexual violence. In terms of gender identity, trans girls/women,
trans boys/men and cis boys/men report higher levels of all types of bullying. 70.37% of trans girls/women
report verbal bullying, and 33.33%, physical violence. 69.83% of trans boys/men report verbal bullying;
25.00%, physical bullying; and 4.95%, sexual bullying. 57.88% of cis boys/men report verbal bullying;
26.41%, physical; and 4.57%, sexual bullying.

Disaggregation by assigned sex shows intersex youths are reporting the highest rates of verbal/symbolic
(65.38% of them reported having been targeted), physical (24.19%) and sexual (9.68%) bullying. Boys/men

report the second highest rates for these types of violence (respectively 60.14%, 28.35% and 5.16%). This
requires more analysis, as sample size of intersex respondents is very small.

Graph 4. Experiences of school bullying, RUBK respondents
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2.3 Considering leaving school because of SOGIE status

11.27% of RUBK LGBTI+ respondents are considering or have considered leaving school because of their
SOGIE status. Respondents who report more bullying are more likely to report considering or having
considered it. This is very notably the case for trans youth: a third of trans girls/women (32.26%) consider
or have considered leaving school because of their SOGIE status, while it is the case for more than a fourth
(28.17%) of trans boys/men. A fifth of gay boys/men (21.60%) and of intersex youth (19.35%) also report
the desire to leave school. Disaggregation by assigned sex shows male respondents (17.24%) report in higher
proportions than female respondents (9.81%) considering leaving school because of their SOGIE status.

Table 2. Percentage of respondents considering/having considered leaving school because of sexual
orientation, RUBK respondents

%
Gay 21.60
Queer/Pansexual 12.57
Questioning 10.46
Lesbian 10.13
Bisexual 8.64
Heterosexual 7.14

Table 3. Percentage of respondents considering/having considered leaving school because of gender
identity/assigned sex, RUBK respondents

%
Trans girl/woman 32.26
Trans boy/man 28.17
Intersex 19.35
Cis boy/man 14.61
Non-binary 14.17
Questioning 11.68
Cis girl/woman 6.61

2.4 Needs addressed by education policies and learning materials

88.95% of RUBK respondents feel their needs as LGBTI+ persons are “never” (65.98%) or “almost never”
(22.97%) addressed by education or school policies. Opinions about educational policies are somewhat
influenced by the respondents’ SOGIE status. For example, respondents reporting their needs are “never” or
“almost never” addressed are in higher proportions trans boys/men (954.36%), gay boys/men (92.67%) and
queer/pansexual youth (92.61%).

When it comes to having one’s needs as a LGBTI+ person addressed in the curriculum or learning materials, a
large majority of respondents (89.33%) declare considering it is “never” (67.95%) or “almost never” (21.38%)
the case. Results are consistent across SOGIE status and occupation.



LGBTI+ youth

inclusion in health

We assessed the inclusion in health of LGBTI+ youth through two questions. In the first question, they
were asked whether they had received sexuality education in the school or university they were currently
attending — or had most recently left — and if this education had included information on LGBTI issues or on
HIV/STIs. The second question aimed at documenting how “open” these youth felt they could be with their
medical service provider regarding their SOGIE status. Sub-questions included, for participants who had
revealed their SOGIE status, whether they had felt welcomed and safe in doing so. Participants who had not
revealed their SOGIE status were asked about the reason(s) they felt were preventing them from doing to.

3.1 Sexuality education

At the crossroads of education and health lies sexuality education provided at school or at university. Less
than a third (31.42%) of LGBTI+ youth surveyed reported receiving some form of sexuality education during
their schooling.

Respondents were questioned on the content of the sexuality education they had received at school. Only
0.45% of them reported it included LGBTI-related information, while 17.13% declared having received
information on HIV and/or on sexually transmitted infections (STIs). In total, only one out of twenty youths
surveyed considered their sexuality education had included information both on LGBTI+ topics and on
HIV/STIs.

3.2 Visibility and feeling of safety with medical service provider
outh were asked if they had ever talked about the fact that they were LGBTI+ to a medical service provider,

whether it be a doctor, a gynecologist, a urologist, a nurse, a counsellor, a psychologist, etc. Only around a
tenth (11.70%) of them answered positively.



Among respondents who had talked about their SOGIE status with a medical service provider, 19.83% felt
welcomed and safe in doing so, while the remaining 80.17% reported the experience as not at all, or not
entirely, positive. In fact, 61.85% of youth who had made their SOGIE status visible reported some degree of
feeling unwelcomed or safe during this health encounter, with younger respondents feeling less welcomed
and safe than their older peers. Furthermore, 18.32% of these “visible” LGBTI+ respondents estimated their
health provider lacked knowledge on LGBTT issues.

We asked respondents who reported not having talked about the fact that they are LGBTI+ with a medical
service provider why they considered it was the case. Respondents could check as many answers as needed.
As shown in Table 4, 68.70% of youth reported having no need to talk about their SOGIE status with a medical
service provider. Around a third of respondents reported being afraid that their personal information would
be disclosed to others (32.08%) or that they would be judged (33.22%). 11.93% estimated no specialists were
available to them as LGBTI+ people, while only 1.62% reported no specialists were available for anyone. One
out of ten respondents (10.48%) declared they feared being attacked if they were to talk about their SOGIE
status with a medical service provider.

Table 4. Motives for not talking about SOGIE status with medical service provider, RUBK respondents

Motive %
No need to talk about SOGIE status with a medical service provider 68.70
Afraid of being judged 33.22
Afraid of personal information disclosed to others 32.08
No specialists available for LGBTI+ people 11.93
Afraid of being attacked 10.48
No specialists available for anyone 1.62




LGBTI+ youth

social inclusion

Three questions aimed at documenting the degree to which LGBTI+ youth felt included in their society.
These questions aimed at documenting their feeling of being considered by their country’s authorities (of
“mattering”), their knowledge of other LGBTI+ people, and their ability to envision the future as a LGBTI+
adult in their country.

4.1 Feeling considered

More than nine out of ten LGBTI+ youth surveyed (94.75%) reported feeling that LGBTI+ youth were
“never” or “almost never” taken into account by their country’s authorities when they made decisions, with
a majority (77.50%) considering that it was “never” the case.

4.2 Knowledge of other LGBTI+ people

We asked respondents if they knew of other people who also identified as LGBTI+ in their immediate
surroundings — school, university or community. While half of respondents (50.84%) reported knowing
“some” LGBTI+ people, more than a tenth (11.67%) declared not knowing anyone who identified as such.

Graph 5. Knowledge of other LGBTI+ people, RUBK respondents
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4.3 Ability to envision the future as a LGBTI+ adult in their country

Half (49.87%) of all youth surveyed considered they were unable to envision their future as a LGBTI+ person
in the country where they lived at the time of the survey, while a similar proportion (44.52%) estimated they
could, but only partially. In other terms, only one out of twenty (5.61%) survey respondents reported being
quite easily able to foresee their future as LGBTI+ persons in their country.

Graph 6. Ability to envision the future as a LGBTI+ adult in their country, RUBK respondents
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ANNEX 1: SURVEY QUESTIONNAIRE ON LGBTI+ YOUTH INCLUSION

(English version)

Who is targeted?
- Youth aged 26 years or younger
- Identify as LGBTI (lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, intersex), queer or gender-conforming

General introduction

- This survey is conducted by MAG Jeunes LGBT (France), with support from UNESCO. It is part of an
international consultation on the human rights of LGBTI+ youth. By helping MAG Jeunes LGBT and
UNESCO better understand LGBTI+ young people’s realities when it comes to inclusion in education and in
health, your answers will assist them in bringing their voices to the international stage.

- This survey contains 20 questions and takes approximately 10 minutes to complete.

1. How old are you? (scroll down)

2. Which country do you live in? (fill out)

3. What is your main occupation? (scroll down: student; worker; not in education, employment or training)

4. Sexual orientation refers to the sexual and/or romantic attractions one feels. What would best describe
your sexual orientation?

- I am gay or homosexual: I am a boy/man and I am sexually and/or romantically attracted mostly or only to
boys/men

- T'am a lesbian or homosexual: I am a girl/woman and I am sexually and/or romantically attracted mostly or
only to girls/women

- I am bisexual: I am sexually and/or romantically attracted to both people who are the same gender as me
and to people who are a different gender than me

- I am heterosexual: I am sexually and/or romantically attracted mostly or only to members of the opposite
sex — to boys/men if I am a girl/woman, or to girls/women if I am a boy/man

- I am sexually and/or romantically attracted to people however they identify

- I don’t have sexual and/or romantic attractions

- I am questioning my sexual orientation

5. Which gender was assigned to you at birth? (multiple answers possible)

- I was assigned female

- I was assigned male

- I was born with physical or biological characteristics that are not strictly female or male (intersex)




6. Gender identity refers to the way one identifies oneself. What would best describe how you identify?
- Iidentify as a girl/woman

- I identify as a boy/man

- I identify as neither girl/woman nor boy/man

- I identify both as girl/woman and as boy/man

- I don’'t know/I am questioning my gender identity

7. In this survey, we will refer to persons who identify as lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and intersex as
LGBTI+. What proportion of your friends and relatives know that you are LGBTI+?

- All or a majority of my friends and relatives

- A few of my friends and relatives

- I have not told anyone about the fact that I am LGBTI+

8. Do you feel safe as a LGBTI+ person in the school or university you are attending? / Did you feel safe as an
LGBTI+ person in the school or university you were most recently attending?

- Yes, always or most of the time

- Yes, sometimes

- Yes, but rarely

- Never

9. Have you ever been ridiculed, teased, insulted or threatened because you are LGBTI+? (multiple answers
possible)

- Yes, by my peers

- Yes, by my teachers or other members of the school staff

- No, I have not

10. Have you ever been physically assaulted because you are LGBTI+? (multiple answers possible)
- Yes, by my peers

- Yes, by my teachers/by school staff

- No, I have not

11. Have you ever been sexually assaulted because you are LGBTI+? (multiple answers possible)
- Yes, by my peers

- Yes, by my teachers/by school staff

- No, I have not

12. Are you considering/have you considered leaving school because you are LGBTI+?
- Yes
- No




13. Do you feel that your needs as a LGBTI+ person are/were addressed by education or school policies?
- Yes, always or most of the time

- Yes, sometimes

- No, almost never

- No, never

14. Do you feel that your needs as a LGBTI+ person are/were addressed by your school or university’s curriculum
or learning materials?

- Yes, always or most of the time

- Yes, sometimes

- No, almost never

- No, never

15. Do/did you receive sexuality education in your school or university? (multiple answers possible)
-Yes, and it includes LGBTI-related information

-Yes, but it does not include LGBTI-related information

-Yes, and it includes information on HIV and STIs (sexually transmitted infections)

-Yes, but it does not include information on HIV and STIs (sexually transmitted infections)

- No, I do/did not receive any sexuality education

16. Have you ever talked about the fact that you are LGBTI+ with a medical service provider (doctor,
gynecologist, urologist, nurse, counsellor, psychologist, etc.)?

- Yes

- Non

16a. (If respondent answered yes) When you talked with a medical service provider about the
fact that you are LGBTI+, did you feel welcomed and safe?

- Yes, absolutely

- Sometimes I felt unwelcomed or unsafe

- No, I didn’t feel welcomed or safe

16b. (If respondent answered no) Why have you not talked to a medical service provider about
the fact that you are LGBTI+? (multiple answers possible)

- I was afraid of being judged

- I was afraid of being attacked

- I was afraid that my personal information would be disclosed to others

- There are no specialists available for me as an LGBTI+ person

- There are no specialists available for anyone

- I don’t feel like I need to talk about the fact that I am LGBTI+ with a medical service provider



17. Do you feel that LGBTI+ youth are taken into account by your country’s authorities when they make
decisions?

- Yes, always or most of the time

- Yes, sometimes

- No, almost never

- No, never

18. Do you know of other people who also identify as LGBTI+ in your school, university or community?
- Yes, I have heard of them but I don’t know them

- Yes, I know some LGBTI+ people

- Yes, I know one or two LGBTI+ persons

- No, I don’'t know anyone who identifies as LGBTI+

19. Are you able to envision your future in your country as a LGBTI+ youth?
- Yes, quite easily

- Yes, but only partially

- No, I am unable to do so

20. How could you feel better in your country as a LGBTI+ youth?

Thank you very much for your time!




ANNEX 2. SURVEY QUESTIONNAIRE ON LGBTI+ YOUTH INCLUSION

(Russian version)
Ompoc 1o Bompocam MHKITI3UBHOCTY 00pasoBaHus u 3npaBooxpanenus st JITBTHV-monopexu

O6mas napopmarysa

- 9rot omnpoc nposoputcs opranmsanueit MAG Jeunes LGBT (®pannus) npu noggepxke FOHECKO. On
SIBJIAETCS YaCThIO MEX/[YHAPOIHOI KOHCY/IbTAllMM 110 IIpaBaM 4enoseka B obmactu npas JITBTV-monopexu.
3anonHNUB 3TOT ONPOCHMK, Bbl moMoxxkere MAG Jeunes LGBT n IOHECKO nyumnie NmOHATH peasbHYIO
curyanuio JITBTVI-mononexu B Bompocax o6pa3oBaHus 1 3paBOOXpaHEeHMs], a TAK)Ke JOHECTY Balll FO/I0C
[0 MEXyHApOHbIX MHCTAHLIMIA.

- OnpocHuk copep>xut 20 BOIIPOCOB, 4TO 3aiiMeT IpUMMepHO 10 MUHYT Ha 3aIIOTHEHME.

1. CKO/IBKO BaM IIOJTHBIX JIEeT?
2. B xaKoii cTpaHe Bbl )XMBeTe?
3. Yem BbI 3aHMMaeTech? (y4uTech, paboTaere, He y4UTeCh U He paboTaere)

4. Cekcya/bHasi OPMEHTALVI — 9TO CEKCya/IbHOE 1/WIM POMaHTUYECKOE B/IeYeH e, KOTOPOe YelTOBeK
VICIIBITBIBaET. UTO /IydIlle OMMCBHIBAET BALIY CEKCYa/IbHYIO OPMEHTALINIO?

- 51 Teit VIV TOMOCEKCYa/IbHBII MY>KUMHA: 51 TAPeHb/MY)KUMHA VI MEHSI CEKCYaTbHO J/VIIM POMaHTUYeCKN
IPUB/IEKAIOT IPEUMYILeCTBEHHO VM TOIBKO HapHN/MY>KIMHDI

- 51 mecO6MsTHKA MV TOMOCEKCYaIbHas JKeHIIMHA: 5 IeBYIIKa/)KeHII[MHA ¥ MEeHS CeKCyanbHO 1/WIn
POMaHTUYECKH IIPUBJIEKAIOT IPENMYIECTBEHHO VI TOIBKO JIeBYLIKV/KEHIIHBI

- 51 6ucekcyaneH/61cekcyanbHa: MEeHsA CEKCYaIbHO U/VIV POMAHTIYECKN TIPYUBJIEKAIOT JIIOAM MOETo reH/epa
VLY PasHbIX T€H/IePOB

- 51 reTepocekcyaeH/TeTepoceKCyaabHa: MeHs CeKCyalIbHO /WU POMAaHTUYeCKI IPUB/IEKAIOT
IPeVMYIeCTBEHHO W/IV TOIBKO JIIOM IIPOTUBOIIOTIOKHOTO [I0/1a — MAPHV/MY)XUMHBI, €C/IN 51 [IeByIIKa/
KEHII[VIHA, U IeBYIIKI/>KeHIIVHBI, €C/II 51 TapeHb/MY)KInHa

- MeHs ceKCyabHO 1/W/IM POMaHTUYECKY IIPUBJIEKAIOT JIIOAY JII000I UIeHTUIHOCTH

- Y MeHA HeT CeKCya/lbHOTO VI/V/I pOMaHTUYECKOTO B/IeYeHNA

- 51 He yBepeH(a) B cBOEIT CEKCya/IbHOI OPMEHTAINN

5. Kakoii renjiep ObI1 BaM MPUIIMCAH IPU POXKIAEHUN?

- Kencknin

- My>ckoii

- 51 6b11(a) pokaeH(a) ¢ IOOBBIMY XapaKTEPUCTUKAMY, KOTOPbIE He SIB/IAIOTCS B IIOTHOV Mepe MYXCKIMM
VIV YKEHCKUMM (MHTEPCeKC)



6. TenaepHast UAEHTUYIHOCTb — ITO TO, KaK 4eloBeK cebs uaeHTnuuupyer. Uto aydiie BCero OMMCHIBAET
BAllly TeH/ICPHYIO UIEHTUYHOCTD?

- 51 upenTUdUUMpPYIO cebs KaK AeByLIKa/KeHIIMHA

- 51 upenTNPUUMPYIO cebs1 KaK MapeHb/My)XUMHa

- 51 He upeHTNUIUPYIO ce6s HU KaK JieByIIKa/>KEeHIIVIHA, HY KaK ITapeHb/My>X4/Ha

- Sl upeHTUPMUMPYIO ce6s M KaK AeBYIIKa/>KeHIIMHA, 1 KaK ITapeHb/MY>KUHa

- 51 He 3Ha10/He yBepeH(a) B CBOEY TeH/IePHOI M/IEHTMYHOCTI

7. B aToM ompocHuKe MbI oOpalaeMcs K JTIOfsAM, KOTOpble UIeHTUDUIMPYIOT ce0sl Kak JeCOMSAHKM, Tel,
Oucekcyaibl, TpaHcreHzaepsl u nuHTepcekc-moau (JITBTU). Kak MHOro iomeit n3 Bammx gpyseit M 61M3Kux
3HAIOT O Balel npuHaane>xxHoctu K JITBTU-mrogam?

- Bce wt 60bIIMHCTBO MOVIX Ipy3eil M pOJCTBEHHIKOB

- HemHOTME 113 MOVIX IpY3e€li ¥ POfICTBEHHVIKOB

- 51 HuKOoMy 06 aTOM He roBOpMII(a)

8. Kax JITBTM-4yenoBek, uyBcTByeTe /u BB cebs1 B 6€30MMaCHOCTM B LIKOJIE M/IVM YHUBEPCUTETE, B KOTOPBIX
yuanrech? / Kak JITBTVI-uenoBek, 4yBCTBOBaMN /U BBI ce6s1 B 6€30IIaCHOCTY B IIKOJIe VI YHUBEPCUTETE, B
KOTOPBIX YUMINCH?

- [la, Bcerma iy 6OIBUIYIO YaCTh BPEMEHN

- Ia, maorma

- Ia, HO penKo

- Hukorpa

9. Bac xorpa-nmu6o BbIcMeMBay, APasHWUIN, OCKOPOISIN MINM YIPOXKAAU B CBSA3M C NMPUHAJIEKHOCTBIO K
JITBTN? (BO3MO>XXHBI HECKOJIBKO BapMaHTOB OTBETA)

- [la, MOV pOBECHUKHA

- [la, MOM y4mTe/NsA VU COTPYHUKI IIIKOJIBI

- Her

10. Bam xorpa-nmm6o npuumHsmm GU3NYeCKuil Bpef B CBSA3M ¢ NpuHaIexXHOCTbIo K JITBTV? (Bo3MOXXHBI
HECKO/IbKO BapUMaHTOB OTBETA)

- [la, MOV pOBECHMKHA

- [la, y4uTens uim COTPYSHMKI IIKOJIbI

- Her

11. Ber korpga-nmmbo mopBepramuch CEKCyaTbHOMY HAaCWIMIO B CBA3YM C IpuHagnexHoctsio kK JITBTU?
(BO3MO>XHBI HECKOJIBKO BapMaHTOB OTBETA)

- [la, MOV pOBECHMKHA

- la, yamrens unm cOTpyHUKN IKOJIBI

- Her

12. BoI korpa-nmmb6o gymanu (gymaere ceitdac) OpocuTh MIKOMTy U3-3a npuHayiexxHoctn K JITBTI?
- )Ia
- Her




13. Ber uyBcTBYyeTe, uTo Bamy norpedbHocty Kak JITBTV-dyenoBeka yunThiBaroTCs (YIUTHIBANINACH) CUCTEMOIA
00pa3oBaHMs U LIKOTBHO MOTUTUKOI?

- [la, Bcerma mmm 60/IBLIYIO YaCTh BPEMEHN

- Ia, maorma

- Her, moutu HuKoOIma

- Hert, Hukorma

14. Bol uyBcTBYyeTe, uTo Bamu norpedHocTn Kak JITBTV-yenoBeka yunThiBaloTCs (YYUTHIBANINACH) YIeOHOIT
IIpOrpaMMOoii 1 MaTepuaaaMmu?

- [la, Bcerma iy 60/IBLIYIO YaCTh BPEMEHN

- la, maoOrma

- Hert, moutu HuKorma

- Hert, Hukorma

15. B Bameit mkose/yHuBepcuTeTe ObIIa IIpOrpaMMa CEKCyaIbHOro 00pa3oBaHmA?

- [Ta, n oHa Bxioyana napopmanuio o6 JITBTU

- [Ta, HO oHa He Bk/oyana nHpopmanuio o6 JITBTU

- [Ta, n oHa Bxioyana nupopmanyio o BVY u UIIIIIT (mHpeKIuAX, epefaroxcs HOTOBBIM ITyTeM)

- [Ta, HO oHa He Bk/oyana nupopmanuio o BUY u UTIIIT (nHbeK1mAX, nepefarouxcs HOTOBbIM Iy TeM)
- Het, y Hac He 6bII0 TpOorpaMMBbl CeKCYaIbHOTO 00pa3oBaHMs

16. Ber korpga-mi6o rosopmmn o toM, yto Bbl JITBTV-uemoBek, MemmMiMHCKUM paboTHMKaM (Bpadam,
TMHEKOJIOTaM, yPOJIOTaM, MeficecTpaM, ICUXOTepaleBTaM, IICYXO/IOTaM U T. 11.)?

-Ta

- Her

16a. (Ecmu otBeTnm «[la»). Korpa BbI coo01any MeayIMHCKMM pabOTHUKAM O TOM, YTO BBI
JITBTH-4enoBek, BBl 4yBCTBOBaMN cebs1 B 6€30IIaCHOCTI?

- ITa, abConM0THO

- [Ta, HO Y HMX He xBaTaji0 nHpopmanuu 1o sonpocam JITBTHU

- VHorpa s wyBcTBOBasI(a) cebs1 HeOe30macHO 1 HEKOMQPOPTHO

- Her, 51 wyBcTBOBas(a) ce6s1 Hebe30macHO ¥ HEKOMPOPTHO

16b. (Ecim orBetnnu «Her»). [Touemy BbI He co0011a/IM MEAVIIHCKAM paOOTHIKAM O TOM, YTO BBI
JITBTU-4yenoBek? (BO3MOXXHBI HECKOIBKO BApMAHTOB OTBETA)
- 51 6osncsa/605mach OCyX/jeHNA
- 4 60s11ca/60s71aCh HanafeH s
- 51 6osn1caA/605mach, 4TO MOS MMYHAA MHPOPMAIVA OyIeT OTKpbITa IPYTYIM JIIOAM
- Y Hac HeT MeVIMHCKNX CIIeLMa/ICTOB, IOCTYIIHBIX MHe, KakK J/ITBTVI-yenoBexy
- 'Y Hac HeT MeMIMHCKIX CIeLVa/INCTOB, JOCTYITHBIX KOMY-/TMO0
- 51 He YYBCTBYIO, YTO MHE HY>KHO COOOIIaTh MEAULIMHCKIM PabOTHMKAM O CBOEI IPUHAMIEXKHOCTH
k JITBTU
17. YyBcTBYyeTe 1M BbI, YTO BIACTU Ballell cTpabl yunTbiBaoT JITBTVI-Monogexxs npy NpUHATUY pelleHnii?
- MTa, Bcerya my OOJIBIIYIO YacTh BpeMEeH!
- la, maorma
- Hert, moutu HuKoOIma
- Hert, Hukorma



18. 3HaeTe /11 BBI IPYTUX JIIOJiEiT, KOTOpBIe MaeHTUGUIMpyIoT ceds kak JITB TV B Bamieit mkore, yHuBepcuTeTe
VJIM coob1ecTBe?

- ITa, s1 0 Hux cibiman(a), Ho HesHaKoM(a)

- 1a, 1 3Ha1o HekoTopbix JITBTVI-nrozeii

- Ia, 1 3HA10 OHOTO-/IBYX

- Hert, s He 3HAI0 HUKOTO, KaK A

19. MosxeTe it BBl IpefiCTaBUTDh cBoe 6ynyiuee kak /ITBTV-uyenoBeka B Bameit crpane?
- HIa, nerko

- Jla, 9acCTU4IHO

- Het, He mory

20. Yro BBI BaM IIOMOIJIO JIy4Ille YyBCTBOBATb ce0s1 B cBoelt ctpaHe kak JITBTV-yenoBexy?

Cnacu60 3a yzesneHHOe BpeMs!










jeunes gais lesbiennes bi et trans

This publication presents the main findings on Russia, Ukraine, Belarus and Kazakhstan of a
global consultation on the inclusive education and access to health of lesbian, gay, bisexual, trans,
intersex, (LGBTI) as well as non-binary, queer, pansexual and questioning youth around the world.

This consultation, an initiative of French association MAG Jeunes LGBT with the support
of UNESCO, represents the first time that qualitative information is collected on the
inclusion and exclusion experiences of the world's LGBTI+ youth on this scale. Since
they constitute an underrepresented group in both civil society and policymaking, this
report will help raise awareness of their needs in relation to education and health.

With the support of

United Nations
Educational, Scientific and
Cultural Organization





