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The aim of this work was to investigate stalking experiences in a sample of Health Care Professionals, or HCPs, who experienced domestic violence in their previous relationships with an intimate romantic or non-romantic who had become their stalkers. A comparison between males and females was made to highlight the differences among the genders. The findings showed that, for the most part, the victims experienced stalking by a stalker that was not of the same gender. Moreover, the nature of the relationship was romantic, for the most part, for both female and male subjects, suggesting that the principal motivation of stalking is the disruption of an intimate relationship. Regarding domestic violence, females described the phenomenon from a different perspective, indicating verbal, physical, and sexual abuse, while males indicated only verbal abuse. Females tended to amplify, more than the males, depression, and state and trait anxiety. Even if all symptoms were expressed in both females and males, the males exhibited a lack of confidence in their bodies, and the emotional literacy made the expression of distress more difficult. At the same time, the expression of anxiety presented in the women permitted them to become progressively less victimized over time; depression and anxiety allow the recognition of these symptoms as signs of distress and to intervene to reduce them.
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INTRODUCTION

Stalking has been defined by Westrup (1998) as a set of repetitive behaviors directed toward a target that perceives those behaviors as unwelcome and intrusive. As a consequence, victims of stalking experience fear for their safety (Sheridan et al., 2003) and/or for closure (Dennison, 2007). Since the 1990s, national surveys have been made in several countries (see for example Tjaden and Thoennes, 2000) using different criteria both to define the phenomenon (e.g., the duration of the stalking campaign), the method used (e.g., interview by phone or online survey), and the gender of the subject involved (female and/or male). This limitation did not allow the stalking campaign to be defined in a unique way, influencing (and being influenced – De Fazio, 2009) the boundaries of the phenomenon. Despite these limitations, Spitzberg and Cupach (2003, 2007) identified the prevalence rate of victimization among females and males in the general population. While the prevalence rate in females ranged from 8 to 32%, the range was 2–13% in males. Thus, the risk of victimization among females is higher, particularly in young individuals (18–29 years) and may extend to when the stalker tries to establish or reestablish a relationship. On average, the analysis of the literature by Spitzberg and Cupach (2007) highlighted a duration of 22 months, with a frequency of the contact that Sheridan and Davies (2001) found in their investigation to be ‘every day’ for more than one third of the victims.

Further research tried to understand the nature of the victim–stalker relationship and previous domestic violence (defined as “any violence between current or former partners in an intimate relationship, wherever and whenever the violence occurs,” Walby and Allen, 2004, p. 4), the behavior that characterized the stalking campaign, the physical and emotional consequences, and the coping strategies adopted. Regarding this relationship, Sheridan et al. (2003) described the stalker as an ex-intimate, an acquaintance (e.g., friend, relative, colleague, or patient) or a stranger. From their work, it appears that prior domestic violence increases the chances of becoming a victim of stalking.

Moreover, as underlined by Senkans et al. (2017), if the intimate relationship was characterized by violence, this will be perpetrated also during the stalking campaign; the end of the relationship is not the end of the abusive behavior (Palarea et al., 1999; Douglas and Dutton, 2001; Roberts, 2005). The behaviors that characterize the stalking campaign have been described as unwanted communication (any contact with the stalkers, such as telephone calls, e-mails, letters or cards, text messages), unwanted approaches (the stalker followed, damaged property, visited or waited outside home and/or workplace) (McEwan et al., 2012), harassment and intimidation (threats, asking for information, spreading lies) (Spitzberg and Cupach, 2014). In their investigation, in which 107 victims of stalking were involved, Ferreira and Matos (2013) found that the majority of participants reported they had experienced partner abuse before the beginning of the stalking campaign (caused by the end of the relationship). Among these, the findings revealed that stalking victims suffer from a very diverse spectrum of behaviors, more frequently unwanted communication and contact, while harassment and intimidation are the least frequent. The stalking campaign leads to physical and emotive consequences for the victims, described by Littel (1999) as ‘soul destroying.’ Among the physical consequences, Spitzberg and Cupach (2007, 2014) indicated e.g., forms of addictions, appetite, or sleep disturbances, while among the emotive consequences they suggested the examples of anger, confusion, and fear. Mullen et al. (2006) highlighted the importance of investigating depressive and anxious reactions because these symptoms are linked to the experience of stalking victimization (Dressing et al., 2005), in particular in victims of ex-partners (Davis and Frieze, 2000). To confirm this, findings from the investigation by Sheridan and Lyndon (2012), which involved 1,214 self-defined stalking victims, showed that victims who had a prior relationship with their stalkers were more likely to experience a greater number of emotive, physical, and social consequences than other types of victim–stalker relationships. To cope with the phenomenon, victims use several strategies. Spitzberg and Cupach (2014) categorized these coping strategies (see also Amar and Alexy, 2010) as the following:

(1) Moving toward involves trying to ‘reason with’ the stalker, to negotiate a different type of relationship (e.g., moving from a closer intimate relationship to a closer friendship) or asking the stalker to stop their campaign (e.g., reasoning with the stalker);

(2) Moving away involves the avoidance and limitation of the access of the stalker (e.g., ignoring the stalker);

(3) Moving against involves threatening, harming, or otherwise deterring the stalker (e.g., threatening him/her verbally);

(4) Moving inward involves “any effort or acts to repair, empower, enrich, or merely focus on self as the source of managing the disruption of unwanted pursuit, independent of others role in the episode” (Cupach and Spitzberg, 2004, p. 145). (e.g., self-defense class);

(5) Moving outward involves seeking help, guidance, and assistance (e.g., told a friend, relative, or neighbor).

Cupach and Spitzberg (2004) highlighted that victims engage in multiple strategies to cope with stalking campaigns. Ferreira and Matos (2013) highlighted that the most used coping strategies by victims of stalking, previously victims of domestic violence, were to search for help from friends or family (moving outward, following the categorization of the coping strategies suggested by Spitzberg and Cupach), to negotiate with and to confront the stalker (moving toward), and to avoid the stalker (moving away).

An analysis of the literature revealed that one of the samples most investigated was HCPs (see McIvor et al., 2008). Findings from investigations involving psychiatrists, physicians, nurses, psychologists, and among others have shown that this population is at higher risk of victimization than the general population (Ashmore et al., 2006; Abrams and Robinson, 2011; Whyte et al., 2011; Paraschakis and Konstantinidou, 2012; Mastronardi et al., 2013). In their literature analysis, Spitzberg and Cupach (2003) argued that the average incidence was 13.9% for samples from ordinary populations, while the prevalence rate of victimization in HCPs ranged from 12 to 50% (Acquadro Maran et al., 2014a). In this population, the risk of victimization has been linked to both to the nature of their work and to the expectation about the engagement in the relationship (Galeazzi et al., 2005). HCPs have close contact with people suffering from physical and/or mental disease. Their professional behavior, involving being devoted to caring for the patient, could be misunderstood as a desire to begin a relationship (intimate romantic or non-romantic). The motion to change the nature of the relationship from the HCP could cause disillusioned beliefs, feelings of frustration, desires of revenge, and so on (Galeazzi et al., 2005). Thus, a stalking campaign begins with the aim of establishing a relationship. On the other hand, people (partners, friends, and relatives) have expectations about the quality of the care that HCPs provide, also outside the workplace. These expectations are linked to the attention to the relationship and, as has emerged in previous research (Acquadro Maran et al., 2017), the failure to fulfill it could trigger emotive reactions such as anger and jealousy. In this case, the stalking campaign could begin with the desire of revenge.

A gap in the literature is related to the experience of domestic violence in this population and the experience of stalking victimization. An analysis of the literature showed that HCPs are asked to prevent and/or to intervene in domestic violence (see e.g., Krug et al., 2002). The possibility that they could themselves be victims of domestic violence was not considered. However, previous investigations showed that HCPs are victims by acquaintances and ex-partners (Ashmore et al., 2006; Whyte et al., 2011).

Current Study

The aim of this work was to investigate stalking experiences in a sample of Italian female and male HCPs who experienced domestic violence and stalking victimization. The Italian context has been characterized since 2009 by the introduction of the anti-stalking law (Penal Code, article 612 bis, 2009). This law states that: “Provided the act is not recognized as a more serious crime, it is a criminal offence, punishable with imprisonment ranging from 6 months up to 4 years, to continuously threaten or harass another person to such an extent as to cause a serious, continual state of anxiety or fear, or to instill in the victim(s) a motivated fear for his/her own safety or for the safety of relatives or other persons linked to the victim(s) by virtue of kinship or emotional relationship or to force the victim(s) to change his/her living habits.”. Previous research on Italian HCP victims of stalking, showed that among 107 nurses, 28 were victims of an ex-partner, while 44 were victims of acquaintances (Acquadro Maran et al., 2014a). In an investigation among 256 HCPs, it emerged that stalkers were ex-partners of 88 victims, while for 95 they were acquaintances (Acquadro Maran et al., 2017).

The general goal of our study was to evaluate the stalking experience in a sample of HCPs that experienced domestic violence in their previous relationship with an intimate romantic or non-romantic that became their stalkers. A comparison between males and females was made to highlight the differences between the sexes. The variables investigated were those described by the literature (see above): nature of the relationship, stalking behaviors, the frequency and the duration of the stalking campaign (one item each), the consequences, and the coping strategies used. Given the lack of literature on this topic, we did not have specific hypotheses about the gender difference in the stalking experience of females and males who experienced domestic violence.

The data were gathered from a survey on stalking victimization involving more than 4000 HCP who worked in 6 Italian hospitals (public sector), and 1901 questionnaires were filled out (47.2%). The HCPs self-declared victims of stalker were 272 (14.3%). A selection was made among the cases of self-declared victimization. The criteria of inclusion were the nature of the relationship [intimate romantic (such as partner and ex-partner) and intimate non-romantic (relatives, close friends – see Spitzberg, 2002)] and the presence of a form of domestic violence (verbal abuse, physical harm, sexual abuse – Bennett Cattaneo et al., 2011). Victims of other types of stalkers (acquaintance, unknown) and those who did not suffer from domestic violence were not included.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Participants

In accordance with the above-mentioned criteria, and among more than 270 cases of self-declared victimization (205 female, 67 male), 147 (54%) were selected. The participants were aged 19–60 years (mean age 36 years, SD = 11.24), and most of them 96 (65.3%) were female. Overall, most of them were nurses (59, 40.1%), psychologists, (37, 25.2%), physicians (22, 15%), health technicians (14, 9.5%), and health care operators (9, 6.1%). Six (4.1%) HCPs did not answer this question. About a quarter were single (36, 24.5%), 35 participants were engaged (23.8%), 35 were married (23.8%), 18 were cohabiting (12.2%), 18 were divorced (12.2%), and one was widowed (0.7%). The remainder of the sample (4, 2.7%) did not answer this question. The stalker was in most cases a male (101, 68.7%), and he/she was aged 17–80 (M = 35.8, SD = 12.47). In 13 (8.8%) cases, the stalker was unemployed. All victims experienced verbal abuse before the beginning of the stalking campaign, 15 (10.2%) experienced physical harms, and 4 (2.7%) experienced sexual abuse. All respondents took part on a voluntary basis.

Materials

Participants were asked to anonymously complete several sections of a self-administered questionnaire. The first section described the purpose of the questionnaire and contained the instructions for replying, as well as the anonymity and privacy statements. The modified Italian version of the questionnaire constructed by the Network for Surviving Stalking (NSS) with Dr. Lorraine Sheridan (Forensic Psychologist, University of Leicester), a questionnaire on depression, and two scales on anxiety were used to describe the experience of victimization. The Italian version of the stalking questionnaire covered issues such as demographic details of the participants and the stalkers and the duration and frequency of stalking. These were followed by yes/no type questions about the following:

(1) the nature of their relationship (intimate romantic or non-romantic – 2 items, Cronbach’s α = 0.64);

(2) the presence of domestic violence (verbal abuse, physical harm, sexual abuse; 3 items, Cronbach’s α = 0.62);

(3) the stalking behaviors (e.g., ‘the stalker threatened me with physical violence’; 14 items, Cronbach’s α = 0.68);

(4) the frequency and duration of the stalking campaign (one item each);

(5) the physical and emotional consequences (e.g., ‘nausea’ and ‘fear,’ respectively) (19 items; Cronbach’s α = 0.74);

(6) the coping strategies used (e.g., ‘did you talk with your partner/friend/relative about the stalking campaign?’; 16 items, Cronbach’s α = 0.62).

The coping strategies were subsequently categorized as suggested by Spitzberg (2002) and Spitzberg and Cupach (2007) as moving toward, moving away, moving against, moving inward, or moving outward (e.g., told friend, relative, or neighbor).

The Beck Depression Inventory (BDI, Beck et al., 1961; Italian version by Scilligo, 1988) and the State-Trait Inventory (STAI, Spielberger, 1983; Italian version by Pedrabissi and Santinello, 1989) were used to investigate the psychological consequences of the victimization in each stalking campaign. The BDI is a 21-question survey designed to determine the presence of depression symptoms. Scoring permits the classification of depression as minimal (scores 0–13), mild (14–19), moderate (29–28), and severe depression (> 29) (in this study Cronbach’s α = 0.96). The STAI consists of two forms to measure the state (Y1 form, how the victim of stalking feels ‘right now,’ at this moment) and trait (Y2 form, how the stalking victims feel most of the time) anxiety. Each scale includes 20 items. The total scores can range between 20 and 80, where 40 is the threshold value considered predictive of anxiety symptoms. A rating scale defines the level of severity, with 40–50 indicating mild, 50–60 indicating moderate, and >60 indicating severe anxiety. Cronbach’s α was 0.87 and 0.86, respectively. All the questionnaires were self-administered.

Procedure

A letter with the invitation to take part in the investigation on HCPs victims of stalking was sent out to six hospitals. In the letter, we explained the purpose of the research, the voluntary nature of participation, the anonymity and privacy statement in accordance with Italian Law and with the Declaration of Helsinki, the scales that would be used and the procedure for completing and collecting the questionnaires. Hospital administrations and local guarantee committees evaluated, endorsed, and authorized the research, allowing researchers to use the data for scientific purposes. Upon approval, Department Chiefs from each unit/service were asked for authorization to administer the questionnaire to the HCPs and to define the method of delivery of the questionnaires.

Each participant was given a printout of the questionnaire, the information letter, and the informed consent form in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki. The first page of the questionnaire contained the aim of the research, the instructions for completing and returning the questionnaires and the contact details of the researchers (the authors of this paper) for any doubts or problems. The stalking phenomenon was described on the first page. The definition by Galeazzi and Curci (2001), similar to that set forth in article 612 bis, 2009 of the Italian Penal Code, was used: “a repetitive pattern of behavior, intrusive surveillance and control, unwanted communication or contact with a victim, which causes a state of fear and/or anxiety and/or annoyance (for the victim him- or herself and/or for his or her loved ones)” (Acquadro Maran et al., 2017, p. 2608).

All HCPs were asked to complete the first part of the questionnaire (socio-personal data). After this section, one question discriminated victims and non-victims: “referring to the previous description of the phenomenon, have you been a victim of stalking during the lifetime?.” Consequently, for those subjects that self-declared as a victim of stalking, the questionnaire continued onto the next sections. For those who answered ‘no,’ the questionnaire ended. For all, the request was to place the questionnaire in a sealed box situated in the locker room. The scheduled date for collection was after a 3-week period (after 1 week there was a reminder placed on the sealed box).

Data Analysis

The data were processed using SPSS version 24 to produce mainly descriptive and inferential statistics. Descriptive measures (means ± SD) were calculated for all test variables for the two groups of victims (male, female). The test of Chi-square (χ2) was used to measure the differences between groups in terms of the categorial variables (sex male/female, yes/no answer to the stalking questionnaire) and the different cut-offs that indicated the level of depression and state and trait anxiety symptoms (minimal, mild, moderate, or severe). Differences were considered statistically significant if p < 0.05. Correlations were calculated to examine the relation between the number of physical and emotional symptoms reported by female and male victims of stalking and depression and anxiety symptoms, and between the number of methods of harassment and the coping strategies used by victims (female, male).

RESULTS

Female HCPs Victims of Stalking

Female HCPs who self-declared as victims of domestic violence and stalking were 96 (65.3–46.8% of victims among the female HCPs victims of stalking), aged 19–60 years (M = 35, SD = 11.40). Most of them were nurses (38, 39.6%), psychologists, (27, 28.1%), physicians (15, 15.6%), health technicians (8, 8.3%), and health care operators (7, 7.3%). About one third were married (27, 28.1%), 27 participants were engaged (28.1%), 19 were single (19.8%), 12 were cohabiting (12.5%), 10 were divorced (10.4%), and one did not give an answer.

The stalker was in most cases a male (88, 91.7%). He/she was aged 17–80 years (M = 35.2, SD = 12.54). The stalker was an employee in most cases (83, 86.4%), and 25 (26%) were HCPs. The nature of the relationship with the victims was intimate romantic in 67 cases (69.8%) and intimate non-romantic in 31 (32.3%) cases. The domestic violence was described by the victims as verbal abuse (all respondents), physical harm (15, 15.6%), and sexual abuse (3.1%). The behaviors that characterized the stalking victimization are in Table 1. Among ‘others’ behaviors, one female described ‘knocking at the window.’ On average, females experienced five different behaviors, and in most cases, the victims (59, 61.5%) affirmed that the frequency of the behaviors was ‘every day.’ A total of 10 victims (10.4%) declared that they were still victims, 13 (13.5%) did not know, and the rest (73, 76%) said no. The duration of the stalking campaign was on average, more than 1 year (range 2–120 months, M = 16.57, SD = 26.11).

TABLE 1. Behaviors characterizing the male and female HCPs experience of stalking victimization (N = 147).
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The stalking campaign left the victims with both physical and emotive consequences (see Table 2). Female victims of stalking suffered from 1 to 4 different physical consequences (M = 1.23, SD = 0.60) and from 1 to 3 different emotive consequences (M = 1.21, SD = 0.49). Regarding depression and anxiety, the results showed that, for the most part, for females the level of depression was minimal (Table 3), even if the females experienced symptoms more often than males. Regarding trait anxiety, the findings showed that females were more prone than males to reach the cut-off for moderate anxiety (STAI-Y2). The number of emotive consequence was significantly related to the increase in depression symptoms (Table 4). To cope with the stalking campaign, the victims adopted different strategies (Table 5). All victims adopted at least one strategy of the moving away type. Inferential statistics showed that when the number of stalkers’ behaviors increased, the use of the following coping strategies decreased: moving away, moving against, moving inward, and moving outward (Table 6).

TABLE 2. Physical and emotional symptoms characterizing the male and female HCPs experience of stalking and domestic violence victimization (N = 147).
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TABLE 3. Level of depressive and anxiety symptoms indicated by the male and female HCPs experiencing stalking and domestic violence victimization (N = 147).

[image: image]

TABLE 4. Correlation between the number of physical and emotional symptoms reported by male and female HCP victims of stalking and domestic violence and depressive and anxiety symptoms (N = 147).
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TABLE 5. Typology of coping strategies used by male and female HCP victims of stalking and domestic violence (N = 147).
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TABLE 6. Correlation between the number of methods of harassment and the coping strategies used by male and female HCP victims of stalking and domestic violence (N = 147).
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Male HCPs Victims of Stalking

Male HCPs who self-declared as victims of stalking were (51, 34.7–76.1% of victims among the male HCPs victims of stalking), aged 21–60 years (M = 38, SD = 11.49). Most of them were nurses (21, 41.2%), psychologists (10, 19.6%), physicians (7, 13.7%), health technicians (7, 13.7%), and one (2%) health care operator. Three HCPs did not give any information about their work. More than one third were single (17, 33.3%), eight participants were engaged (15.7%), eight were married, eight were divorced, six (11.8%) were cohabiting (12.5%), and one was a widower. Three participants did not give an answer to this question.

The stalker was in most cases a female (34, 66.7%). He/she was aged 20–65 years (M = 37.07, SD = 12.38). The stalker was an employee in most of the cases (37, 73.5%), and 16 (31.3%) were HCPs. The nature of the relationship with the victims was intimate romantic in 37 (72.5%) cases, while in 14 cases (27.4%) it was intimate non-romantic. The domestic violence was described by all victims as verbal abuse. None of the male respondents indicated physical harm or sexual abuse. The stalking campaign was characterized by different behaviors (see Table 1). Among ‘others’ behaviors, the participants described the ‘the stalker threatened self-injury.’ On average, males experienced three different behaviors. Half of the victims (26, 51%) affirmed that the frequency of the behaviors was ‘every day.’ A total of 6 victims (11.8%) declared that they were still victims, 10 (19.6%) did not know, and the rest (35, 68.6%) answered no. The durations of the stalking campaigns were similar to those of the females, but it was a little longer, on average being more than 1 year, with a range of 2–132 months (M = 16.65, SD = 22.69). Male victims suffered, more than females, from the unwanted written communication method of harassment (“sending e-mails, letters, or cards”). The physical and emotive consequences that characterized the stalking campaigns are in Table 2. Male victims suffered from 1 to 3 different physical consequences (M = 1.07, SD = 0.34) and at least one emotive consequence (M = 1.05, SD = 0.35). The males suffered, more than the females, from ‘anger.’ The results showed that for the most part, for the males, the levels of depression, state trait, and anxiety were minimal (Table 3) and that they were less prone than females to experience these symptoms. The physical consequence was significantly related to both state and trait anxiety symptoms (Table 4). To cope with the stalking campaign, victims adopted different strategies (Table 5). Similar to the sample of females, all the males adopted at least one strategy of the moving against type. The stalkers’ use of different behaviors was significantly related with the decrease in the use of the moving away and moving against coping strategies (Table 6).

DISCUSSION

The aim of this work was to compare female and male HCP victims of domestic violence and stalking. The findings showed that, for the most part, the victims experienced stalking by a stalker who was not of the same gender, confirming that the phenomenon is most frequently inter-gender, particularly when the victim was a female (Sheridan et al., 2016). Moreover, the nature of the relationship was romantic for the most part for victims, both female and male, suggesting that the principal motivation of stalking was the disruption of an intimate relationship (Tassy and Winstead, 2014). Regarding the domestic violence, females described the phenomenon from a different perspective, indicating the verbal, physical, and sexual abuse, while males indicated only the verbal abuse. These findings did not support those from investigations of male victims of domestic violence by Drijber et al. (2013); the men were physically as well as the psychologically abused females, and were often an (ex)-partners. Interestingly, in our sample, male victims of stalking were more prone to experience unwanted written communication than females. This confirmed that female stalkers tend to adopt more behaviors that permit them to be connected with their victims (Purcell et al., 2001). The duration of the stalking campaigns was similar in both females and males, with a little longer duration in males; as suggested by Meloy and Boyd (2003), female stalkers are more patient and tough. Male victims are also more prone than females to express anger with their stalkers, though they did not reach threshold values from the psychopathological point of view. This finding confirmed that the expression of this feeling (especially behaviorally) is culturally associated with men (Simon and Nath, 2004).

From the screening for depression, BDI emerged that the discouragement did not prevail for the most part in either male or female victims. However, females tend to amplify, more than males, depression, state, and trait anxiety (in particular the moderate level of trait anxiety). The expression of anxiety symptoms was also seen through the body; indeed, females experienced somatic and cognitive (such as confusion) symptoms. Moreover, in females, there was a higher influence of the victimization in some cognitive aspects that could have had an impact on work efficiency, on the ability to apply social and organizational rules (Acquadro Maran et al., 2014b), medical procedures, and to care the patients (Collins and Long, 2003). The anxiety and the somatization were evident, for example, in the higher percentage of sleep disturbances in female. Even if all symptoms were expressed in both females and males, in males a lack of confidence in their body and of their emotional literacy makes the expression of distress (in each channel, such as emotive and cognitive) more difficult. At the same time, the expression of anxiety presented in women is permitted to become progressively less victimized over time; depression and anxiety permitted the recognition of these symptoms as signs of distress and to intervene to reduce them (Spence-Diehl, 2004).

An interesting finding was in regard to the coping strategies. Victims, both female and male, involved in this investigation confirmed that the coping strategy of moving away was the most used in this population (Acquadro Maran et al., 2017), alone or in association with another. However, our findings suggested that when harassment behavior increased, the number of coping strategies adopted by the victims decreased. An explanation could be in the fatigue resulting from coping with repetitive and intrusive behavior that distress the victim (Davis et al., 2002), leading to exultation. This result was not in accordance with Spitzberg et al. (1998, p. 43) who argued that “the more a person is obsessively pursued, the more this person attempts to cope, and the increased coping is merely a barometer of the stalking and its disruptiveness, rather than a method of effectively diminishing the negative effects of the stalking” (p. 43). According to Davis and Frieze (2000), the link between coping strategies and the stalking campaign needs attention from scholars; the adoption of an appropriate coping strategy (e.g., sought help from colleagues) could determine the stop of the stalking campaign (Kaplan, 2006). In particular, in HCP victims of stalking, the urgency to intervene is linked to the need to limit the consequence of the stalking campaign, in order to be efficient and effective at work.

There were, of course, limitations to this study. First, since the sample was non-randomly selected, the results should be taken with caution and should not be generalized. Moreover, the sexual orientation of the stalker and victim was not investigated; thus, comparisons between heterosexual and non-heterosexual individuals were not made. Studies that had directly assessed the stalking campaign based on sexual orientation found that men were more likely to engage in a stalking campaign at the end of a relationship than women were (Derlega et al., 2011). Furthermore, in this current study, the data on the contradiction between being a HCP victim of stalking/domestic violence and caring for victims of stalking/domestic violence were not collected. Future research should investigate the psychological impact in HCPs who are victims of stalking and domestic violence and caring for victims of stalking and domestic violence. At least one other limitation was in reference to the domestic violence experience. Our work was based on the more well-known categorization of domestic violence [physical, sexual, emotive – see World Health Organization [WHO], 2001 and Garcia-Moreno et al., 2006], but the questionnaire was not tailored to provide detailed information about the experience (for example the economic violence or violence associated with ethnic/religious motives were not investigated). We suggest that future studies examine the experience of domestic violence and its link with sexual orientation and stalking victimization in a more comprehensive way. As argued by Sheridan et al. (2014), the study of those variables could allow a better understanding of the dynamics of the stalking phenomenon, its consequences and for the exploration of the efficacy of coping strategies adopted by victims and their social context.

Despite these limitations, we hope this study offers interesting insights and suggests implications for HCPs and the organization in which they are working. First, attention is generally focused on female victims of domestic violence and stalking. This study highlights, one more time, the importance of considering men as potential victims of domestic violence and stalking (Tarzia et al., 2017). The indication is that HCPs, and the entire health care system, need to improve their ability to recognize the signs of victimization in men, to provide more suitable intervention for individuals (e.g., counseling, Zaccagnino et al., 2017) and the social context (e.g., to protect them and their families). Moreover, the auspice is to consider HCPs not only as providers of care in victims of domestic violence and stalking but also as potential victims themselves. For HCP victims of domestic violence and stalking, due to the nature of their work, it could be more difficult to admit the victimization, particularly when the nature of experiencing violence is intimate. At the same time, the perceived contradiction of being victims and providers of care in victimization cases (Guldimann et al., 2015) could result in a minimization or a denial of the problem (Acquadro Maran et al., 2018). Clearly, such an attitude can be harmful both for the patient/victims and for the HCP victims. In HCP victims, the experience could result in a reluctance to seek support, with a consequently prolonged exposure to the stalking campaign and its effect on well-being. Finally, health care organizations (e.g., hospitals) should contribute to prevent of the phenomenon and should intervene in domestic violence and stalking phenomena. Prevention programs include, for example, information courses on the phenomena (e.g., underlying the prevalence of victimization among HCPs), the risk of victimization (in the general population and in HCP population), and defense strategies (also those offered by the Italian anti-stalking law). Health care organizations should also offer individual measures, such as intervention programs, counseling, and psychological help, to reflect on victimization experiences. Future research should look to replicate – with a larger sample – the current analyses to test the psychological impact of the different forms of domestic violence in HCPs victims of stalking.

ETHICS STATEMENT

This study was carried out in accordance with the recommendations of Italian Law statement about privacy, the Code of Italian Psychologist, and the Ethical Committee of the Univesrità degli Studi di Torino with written informed consent from all subjects. All subjects gave written informed consent in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki. The protocol was approved by the Hospital administrations and local guarantee committees evaluated, endorsed, and authorized the research, allowing researchers to use the data for scientific purposes.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

DAM and AV substantially contributed to the conception or design of the work or to the acquisition, analysis, or interpretation of the data for the work. DAM and AV drafted the work or revised it critically for important intellectual content. DAM and AV made the final approval of the version to be published. DAM and AV prepared the agreement to be accountable for all aspects of the work in ensuring that questions related to the accuracy or integrity of any part of the work are appropriately investigated and resolved.

REFERENCES

Abrams, K. M., and Robinson, G. E. (2011). Stalking by patients: doctors’ experiences in a Canadian urban area. J. Nerv. Ment. Dis. 199, 738–743. doi: 10.1097/NMD.0b013e31822fc7aa

Acquadro Maran, D., Varetto, A., and Zedda, M. (2014a). Italian nurses’ experience of stalking: a questionnaire survey. Violence Vict. 29, 109–121. doi: 10.1891/0886-6708.VV-D-12-00078

Acquadro Maran, D., Varetto, A., Zedda, M., and Franscini, M. (2014b). Stress among Italian male and female patrol police officers: a quali-quantitative survey. Policing 37, 875–890. doi: 10.1108/PIJPSM-05-2014-0056

Acquadro Maran, D., Varetto, A., Zedda, M., and Franscini, M. (2017). Health care professionals as victims of stalking: characteristics of the stalking campaign, consequences and motivation in Italy. J. Interpers. Violence 32, 2605–2625. doi: 10.1177/0886260515593542

Acquadro Maran, D., Varetto, A., Zedda, M., and Magnavita, N. (2018). Workplace violence toward hospital staff and volunteers: a survey of an Italian sample. J. Aggress. Maltreat. Trauma 27, 76–95. doi: 10.1080/10926771.2017.1405314

Amar, A. F., and Alexy, E. M. (2010). Coping with stalking. Issues Ment. Health Nurs. 31, 8–14. doi: 10.3109/01612840903225602

Ashmore, R., Jones, J., Jackson, A., and Smoyak, S. (2006). A survey of mental health nurses’ experiences of stalking. J. Psychiatr. Ment. Health Nurs. 13, 562–569. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2850.2006.00981.x

Beck, A. T., Ward, C. H., Mendelson, M., Mock, J., and Erbaugh, J. K. (1961). An inventory for measuring depression. Arch. Gen. Psychiatry 4, 561–571. doi: 10.1001/archpsyc.1961.01710120031004

Bennett Cattaneo, L., Cho, S., and Botuck, S. (2011). Describing intimate partner stalking over time: an effort to inform victim-centered service provision. J. Interpers. Violence 26, 3428–3454. doi: 10.1177/0886260511403745

Collins, S., and Long, A. (2003). Working with the psychological effects of trauma: consequences for mental health-care workers–a literature review. J. Psychiatr. Ment. Health Nurs. 10, 417–424. doi: 10.1046/j.1365-2850.2003.00620.x

Cupach, W. R., and Spitzberg, B. H. (2004). The Dark Side of Relationship Pursuit: From Attraction to Obsession and Stalking. Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

Davis, K. E., Coker, A. L., and Sanderson, M. (2002). Physical and mental health effects of being stalked for men and women. Violence Vict. 17, 429–443. doi: 10.1891/vivi.17.4.429.33682

Davis, K. E., and Frieze, I. H. (2000). Research on stalking: what do we know and where do we go? Violence Vict. 15, 473–487.

De Fazio, L. (2009). The legal situation on stalking among the European member States. Eur. J. Crim. Pol. Res. 15, 229–242. doi: 10.1007/s10610-009-9101-3

Dennison, S. M. (2007). Interpersonal relationships and stalking: identifying when to intervene. Law Hum. Behav. 31, 353–367. doi: 10.1007/s10979-006-9067-3

Derlega, V. J., Winstead, B. A., Pearson, M. R., Janda, L. J., Lewis, R. J., Dutton, L. B., et al. (2011). Unwanted pursuit in same-sex relationships: effects of attachment styles, investment model variables, and sexual minority stressors. Partner Abuse 2, 300–322. doi: 10.1891/1946-6560.2.3.300

Douglas, K. S., and Dutton, D. G. (2001). Assessing the link between stalking and domestic violence. Aggress. Violent Behav. 6, 519–546. doi: 10.1016/S1359-1789(00)00018-5

Dressing, H., Kuehner, C., and Gass, P. (2005). Lifetime prevalence and impact of stalking in a European population: epidemiological data from a middle-sized German city. Br. J. Psychiatry 187, 168–172. doi: 10.1192/bjp.187.2.168

Drijber, B. C., Reijnders, U. J., and Ceelen, M. (2013). Male victims of domestic violence. J. Fam. Violence 28, 173–178. doi: 10.1007/s10896-012-9482-9

Ferreira, C., and Matos, M. (2013). Post-relationship stalking: the experience of victims with and without history of partner abuse. J. Fam. Violence 28, 393–402. doi: 10.1007/s10896-013-9501-5

Galeazzi, G. M., and Curci, P. (2001). Sindrome del molestatore assillante (stalking): una rassegna - The tormenting harasser syndrome (stalking): a review. Giornale Italiano di Psicopatologia 7, 434–452.

Galeazzi, G. M., Elkins, K., and Curci, P. (2005). The stalking of mental health professionals by patients. Psychiatr. Serv. 56, 137–138. doi: 10.1176/appi.ps.56.2.137

Garcia-Moreno, C., Jansen, H. A., Ellsberg, M., Heise, L., and Watts, C. H. (2006). Prevalence of intimate partner violence: findings from the WHO multi-country study on women’s health and domestic violence. Lancet 368, 1260–1269. doi: 10.1016/S0140-6736(06)69523-8

Guldimann, A., Stieglitz, R. D., Meloy, J. R., Habermeyer, E., and Ermer, A. (2015). Stalking victimization among police officers. J. Threat Assess. Manag. 2, 214–226. doi: 10.1037/tam0000050

Kaplan, A. (2006). Being Stalked—an Occupational Hazard? Psychiatric Time. Available at: http://www.psychiatrictimes.com [accessed April 14, 2017].

Krug, E. G., Mercy, J. A., Dahlberg, L. L., and Zwi, A. B. (2002). The world report on violence and health. Lancet 360, 1083–1088. doi: 10.1016/S0140-6736(02)11133-0

Littel, K. M. (1999). Addressing the Needs of Stalking Victims. Focus group summary report. Washington, DC: Office for Victims of Crimes, US Department of Justice.

Mastronardi, V. M., Pomilla, A., Ricci, S., and D’Argenio, A. (2013). Stalking of psychiatrists psychopathological characteristics and gender differences in an Italian sample. Int. J. Offender Ther. Comp. Criminol. 57, 526–543. doi: 10.1177/0306624X12468304

McEwan, T. E., MacKenzie, R. D., Mullen, P. E., and James, D. V. (2012). Approach and escalation in stalking. J. Forens. Psychiatry Psychol. 23, 392–409. doi: 10.1080/14789949.2012.679008

McIvor, R. J., Potter, L., and Davies, L. (2008). Stalking behaviour by patients towards psychiatrists in a large mental health organization. Int. J. Soc. Psychiatry 54, 350–357. doi: 10.1177/0020764008090690

Meloy, J. R., and Boyd, C. (2003). Female stalkers and their victims. J. Am. Acad. Psychiatry Law 31, 211–219.

Mullen, P. E., Mackenzie, R., Ogloff, J. R., Pathé, M., McEwan, T., and Purcell, R. (2006). Assessing and managing the risks in the stalking situation. J. Am. Acad. Psychiatry Law 34, 439–450.

Palarea, R. E., Zona, M. A., Lane, J. C., and Langhinrichsen-Rohling, J. (1999). The dangerous nature of intimate relationship stalking: threats, violence, and associated risk factors. Behav. Sci. Law 17, 269–283. doi: 10.1002/(SICI)1099-0798(199907/09)17:3<269::AID-BSL346>3.0.CO;2-6

Paraschakis, A., and Konstantinidou, D. (2012). P-664-Stalking of psychiatrists by their patients: an unsettling reality. Eur. Psychiatry 27:1. doi: 10.1016/S0924-9338(12)74831-9

Pedrabissi, L., and Santinello, M. (1989). Inventario Per l’ansia di «Stato» e di «Tratto»: Nuova Versione Italiana Dello STAI Forma Y: Manuale [State-Trait Anxiety Inventory: the Italian New Version of STAI Y form]. Firenze: Organizzazioni Speciali.

Purcell, R., Pathé, M., and Mullen, P. E. (2001). A study of women who stalk. Am. J. Psychiatry 158, 2056–2060. doi: 10.1176/appi.ajp.158.12.2056

Roberts, K. A. (2005). Associated characteristics of stalking following the termination of romantic relationships. Appl. Psychol. Crim. Justice 1, 15–35.

Scilligo, P. F. (1988). “La scala di depressione di Beck [Beck’s Depression Inventory],” in Scale Psicologiche [Psychological Scales], ed. P. F. Scilligo (Rome: IFREP).

Senkans, S., McEwan, T. E., and Ogloff, J. R. (2017). Assessing the link between intimate partner violence and postrelationship stalking: a gender-inclusive study. J. Interpers. Violence. doi: 10.1177/0886260517734859 [Epub ahead of print].

Sheridan, L., Blaauw, E., and Davies, G. M. (2003). Stalking: knowns and unknowns. Trauma Violence Abuse 4, 148–162. doi: 10.1177/1524838002250766

Sheridan, L., Scott, A. J., and Roberts, K. (2016). Young women’s experiences of intrusive behavior in 12 countries. Aggress. Behav. 42, 41–53. doi: 10.1002/ab.21604

Sheridan, L. P., North, A. C., and Scott, A. J. (2014). Experiences of stalking in same-sex and opposite-sex contexts. Violence Vict. 29, 1014–1028. doi: 10.1891/0886-6708.VV-D-13-00072

Sheridan, L., and Davies, G. M. (2001). Stalking: the elusive crime. Legal Criminol. Psychol. 6, 133–147. doi: 10.1348/135532501168244

Sheridan, L., and Lyndon, A. E. (2012). The influence of prior relationship, gender, and fear on the consequences of stalking victimization. Sex Roles 66, 340–350. doi: 10.1007/s11199-010-9889-9

Simon, R. W., and Nath, L. E. (2004). Gender and emotion in the United States: do men and women differ in self-reports of feelings and expressive behavior? Am. J. Sociol. 109, 1137–1176. doi: 10.1037/abn0000006

Spence-Diehl, E. (2004). Intensive Case management for victims of stalking: a pilot test evaluation. Brief Treat. Crisis Interv. 4, 323–341. doi: 10.1093/brief-treatment/mhh026

Spielberger, C. D. (1983). State-Trait Anxiety Inventory Manual. Palo Alto, CA: Consulting Psychologists Press.

Spitzberg, B. H. (2002). The tactical topography of stalking victimization and management. Trauma Violence Abuse 3, 261–288. doi: 10.1177/1524838002237330

Spitzberg, B. H., and Cupach, W. R. (2003). What mad pursuit? Obsessive relational intrusion and stalking related phenomena. Aggress. Violent Behav. 8, 345–375. doi: 10.1016/S1359-1789(02)00068-X

Spitzberg, B. H., and Cupach, W. R. (2007). The state of the art of stalking: taking stock of the emerging literature. Aggress. Violent Behav. 12, 64–86. doi: 10.1016/j.avb.2006.05.001

Spitzberg, B. H., and Cupach, W. R. (2014). The Dark Side of Relationship Pursuit: From Attraction to Obsession and Stalking. Geneva: Routledge.

Spitzberg, B. H., Nicastro, A. M., and Cousins, A. V. (1998). Exploring the interactional phenomenon of stalking and obsessive relational intrusion. Commun. Rep. 11, 33–47. doi: 10.1080/08934219809367683

Tarzia, L., Forsdike, K., Feder, G., and Hegarty, K. (2017). Interventions in health settings for male perpetrators or victims of intimate partner violence. Trauma Violence Abuse 1:1524838017744772. doi: 10.1177/1524838017744772

Tassy, F., and Winstead, B. (2014). Relationship and individual characteristics as predictors of unwanted pursuit. J. Fam. Violence 29, 187–195. doi: 10.1007/s10896-013-9573-2

Tjaden, P., and Thoennes, N. (2000). Prevalence and consequences of male-to-female and female-to-male intimate partner violence as measured by the national violence against women survey. Violence Against Women 6, 142–161. doi: 10.1177/10778010022181769

Walby, S., and Allen, J. (2004). Domestic Violence, Sexual Assault and Stalking: Findings from the British Crime Survey. London: Home Office Research Study.

Westrup, D. (1998). “Applying functional analysis to stalking behavior,” in The Psychology of Stalking: Clinical and Forensic Perspective, ed. J. R. Meloy (San Diego: Academic Press), 275–294.

Whyte, S., Penny, C., Christopherson, S., Reiss, D., and Petch, E. (2011). The stalking of psychiatrists. Int. J. Forensic Ment. Health 10, 254–260. doi: 10.1080/14999013.2011.599097

World Health Organization [WHO] (2001). Putting Women First: Ethical, and Safety Recommendations for Research on Domestic. Geneva: WHO.

Zaccagnino, M., Cussino, M., Callerame, C., Civilotti, C., and Fernandez, I. (2017). Anorexia nervosa and EMDR: a clinical case. J. EMDR Pract. Res. 11, 43–53. doi: 10.1891/1933-3196.11.1.43

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2018 Acquadro Maran and Varetto. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

OPS/images/fpsyg-09-00321-t002.jpg
Physical symptoms
Weight change
Stomach trouble
Sleep disorder
Headache
Weakness

Nausea

Panic attacks
Emotional symptoms
Suicidal thoughts
Sadness
Apprehension

Anger

Fear

Lack of confidence
Aggressiveness
Paranoia

Confusion

Irritation
Agoraphobia

Male
n=>51

5 (9.8)
5 (9.8)
19 (37.3)
10 (19.6)
8 (15.7)
4 (7.8)
7 (13.7)

0(©)

4 (7.8)
27 (52.9)
28 (54.9)
17 (33.3)

2 (3.9)

6(11.8)

8 (15.7)

9(17.6)
14 (27.5)

3(5.9)

Female
n =96

21 (21.9)
22 (22.9)
46 (47.9)
30 (31.3)
25 (26)
9 (9.4)
22 (22.9)

4 (4.2)
11 (11.5)
51 (53.1)
46 (47.9)
50 (52.1)
16 (16.7)
12 (12.5)
18 (18.8)
29 (30.2)
30 (31.3)
4 (4.2)

0.88
0.89
0.25
0.03
0.04
0.20
0.11

1.43
0.02
2.48
4.73
0.48
2.13
0.48
0.57
0.08
0.68
1.15

n.s.
n.s.
n.s.
n.s.
n.s.
n.s.
n.s.

n.s.
n.s.
n.s.

0.023
n.s.
n.s.
n.s.
n.s.
n.s.
n.s.

n.s.

Percentage values are given in parentheses. x° = chi-square; p = p-values;
n.s. = not statistically significant.





OPS/images/fpsyg-09-00321-t001.jpg
Male Female x2 p

n=>51 n =96
Acts of vandalism 5(9.8) 21 (21.9) 1.39 n.s.
Asking for information 16 (31.4) 32 (33.9) 1.44 n.s.
Following 17 (338.3) 47 (49) 0.09 n.s.
Sending gift 5(9.8) 11 (11.5) 0.19 n.s.
Sending e-mall, letters, or cards 33 (64.7) 52 (54.2) 5.57 0.019
Spreading lies 10 (19.6) 30 (31.39) 0.13 n.s.
Text message 18 (35.3) 40 (41.7) 0.46 n.s.
Telephone calls 24 (47.1) 61 (63.5) 0.14 n.s.
Threats 7 (18.7) 26 (27.1) 0.87 n.s.
Visiting home 3(5.9) 12 (12.5) 0.39 n.s.
Visiting workplace 10 (19.6) 30 (31.39) 0.18 n.s.
Waiting outside home 11 (21.6) 46 (47.9) 2.44 n.s.
Waiting outside workplace 12 (23.5) 36 (37.5) 0.36 n.s.
Other 5(9.8) 7(7.3) 1.54 n.s.

Percentage values are given in parentheses. x2 = chi-square; p = p-values;
n.s. = not statistically significant.





OPS/images/cross.jpg
3,

i





OPS/images/fpsyg-09-00321-t006.jpg
Moving toward
Moving away
Moving against
Moving inward
Moving outward

*=p < 0.005;** =p < 0.010.

Male
n=>51

—0.56
—0.43**
—-0.57**
—0.00
—0.02

Female
n =96

—0.40
—0.30"*
—0.28*
—0.39"*
—0.34*





OPS/images/fpsyg-09-00321-t005.jpg
Male Female X P

n =51 n =96
Moving toward 9 (17.6) 4 (4.2) 6.90 n.s.
Moving away 51 (100) 96 (100) 0.45 n.s.
Moving against 25 (49) 56 (58.3) 8.57 n.s.
Moving inward 38 (74.5) 76 (79.2) 0.93 n.s.
Moving outward 25 (49) 51 (63) 2.04 n.s.

Percentage values are given in parentheses. X2 = chi-square;, p = p-values;
n.s. = not statistically significant.





OPS/images/fpsyg-09-00321-t004.jpg
BDI
STAI Y1
STAI'Y2

Male Female
n=>51 n =96
Physical Emotive Physical Emotive
0.19 0.18 0.238 0.32*
0.58** 0.36 0.07 0.02
0.51** 0.38 0.03 0.02

*=p < 0.005; ** =p < 0.010.





OPS/images/fpsyg-09-00321-t003.jpg
BDI:

- minimal

- mild

- moderate

- severe
STAI'Y1:

- minimal

- mild

- moderate

- severe
STAI'Y2:

- minimal

- mild

- moderate

- severe

Male
n=51

40 (78.4)
5 (9.8)
2 (3.9)
4(7.8)

26 (51)
19 (37.3)
4 (7.8)
2 (3.9)

26 (51)
21 (41.2)
2 (3.9)
2 (3.9)

Female
n =96

75 (78.1)
10 (10.4)
8 (8.3)
3(3.1)

29 (30.2)

53 (55.2)

10 (10.4)
4(4.2)

18 (18.7)

55 (57.3)

19 (19.8)
4(4.2)

Percentage values are given in parentheses. x2
n.s. = not statistically significant.

0.01
0.01
0.81
0.88

4.18
2.42
0.30
0.05

11.14
212
4.23
0.17

n.s.
n.s.
n.s.
n.s.

0.036
n.s.
n.s.
n.s.

0.001
n.s.
0.033

n.s.

= chi-square;, p = p-values;





OPS/images/cover.jpg


OPS/images/logo.jpg
’ frontiers
in Psychology





