	Table 1
	
	
	

	Demographics and prevalence of CDV exposure N=368
 
	 
	Exposed

	Variable
	
	Mean(SD)/Median
	%(n)

	Gender 
	
	
	

	Female
	
	
	65.2%(n=240)

	Male
	
	
	29.9%(n=110)

	Academic rank 
	
	
	

	Undergraduate
	
	
	58.2%(n=214)

	Graduate
	
	
	37.8% (n=139)

	Age
	22.00
	

	Racialized Identity and Ethnicity
	
	
	

	White
	
	82.9%(n=305)

	Asian
	
	
	5.4%(n=20)

	Latinx
	
	
	5.4% (n=20)

	Black
	
	
	3.8% (n=14)

	Indigenous
	
	
	2.2% (n=8)

	Other
	
	
	2.7%(n=10)

	Childhood Exposure to Domestic Violence
	
	
	

	Verbal CDV 
	
	
	98.1% (n=361)

	Physical CDV 
	
	
	49.2%(n=107)

	Severe CDV
	
	
	14.1%(n=52)

	Forced participation
	
	
	29.1% (n=107)

	Cumulative exposure
	
	
	

	None
	
	
	

	Verbal or Physical CDV (Type 1)
	
	
	44.3% (n=163)

	Verbal and Physical CDV (Type 2)
	
	
	35.1% (n=129)

	Verbal, Physical, and Forced Participation
	  (Type 3)
	 
	20.7% (n=76)
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	Table 2
	
	
	

	Help-seeking Source and Service Satisfaction
	
	
	

	Help Seeking Source
	%(n)
	 
	 

	Student Health Center
	65% (n=231)
	Campus Ministry
	7.3% (n=26)

	Extremely helpful
	22.8% (n =53)
	Extremely helpful
	7.7% (n=2)

	Very helpful
	29.7% (n=69)
	Very helpful
	34.6% (n=9)

	Helpful
	31.9% (n=74)
	Helpful
	26.9% (n=7)

	Somewhat helpful
	13.8%(n=32)
	Somewhat helpful
	15.4% (n=4)

	Not at all helpful 
	1.7%(n=4)
	Not at all helpful
	15.4% (n=4)

	% of students who recommended this resource
	45.9% (n=169)
	% of students who recommended this resource
	41% (n=151)

	
	
	
	

	Student Counseling Center
	33.1% (n=118)
	Drug Education Program
	1.7% (n=6)

	Extremely helpful
	13.6% (n=16)
	Extremely helpful
	16.7% (n=1)

	Very helpful
	20.3% (n=24
	Very helpful
	0%

	Helpful
	27.1% (n=32)
	Helpful
	16.7% (n=1)

	Somewhat helpful
	26.3% (n=31)
	Somewhat helpful
	33.3% (n=2)

	Not at all helpful
	12.7% (n=15)
	Not at all helpful
	33.3% (n=2)

	% of students who recommended this resource
	88% (n=324) 
	% of students who recommended this resource
	19.3% (n=71)

	
	
	
	

	Alcohol education program
	8.4% (n=30)
	
	

	Extremely helpful
	10% (n=3)
	
	

	Very helpful
	6.7% (n=2)
	
	

	Helpful
	23.3 (n=7)
	
	

	Somewhat helpful
	40% (n=12)
	
	

	Not at all helpful
	20% (n=6)
	
	

	% of students who recommended this resource
	22% (n=81) 
	 
	 



	
	
	



	Table 3. 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Type of help-seeking by type, type, severity, and participation in IPV
	
	
	
	

	IPV variable 
	Any Help Seeking
	Student Health Center
	Student Counseling Center
	Campus Ministry
	Alcohol Education 
	Drug Education

	Verbal IPV
	X2=.75, p=.39
	X2=.20, p=.66
	X2=1.134
	X2=.51, p=.47
	X2=.66, p=.42
	X2=.12, p=.73

	Physical IPV
	X2=.04, p=.85
	X2=.70, p=.40
	X2=2.36, p=.12
	X2=1.28, p=.26
	X2=1.10, p=.29
	X2=.002, p=.97

	Severe IPV
	X2=.93, p=.33
	X2=.03, p=.86
	X2=.23, p=.63
	X2=.94, p=.33
	X2=1.48, p=.22
	X2-1.00, p=.32

	Forced to participate in IPV
	X2=.27, p=.61
	X2=2.11, p=.15
	X2=2.94, p=.09
	X2=.11, p=.74
	X2=.65, p=.42
	X2=2.58, p=.11

	Cumulative IPV
	X2=.07, p=.05
	X2=1.06, p=.59
	X2=6.10, p=.05
	X2=3.44, p=.18
	X2=2.63, p=.27
	X2=1.34, p=.42















	















Table 4. 
	
	
	
	
	

	Perceived helpfulness of Campus Resource Based on IPV variables
	
	
	

	IPV variable 
	Student Health Center Helpfulness
	Student Counseling Center
	Campus Ministry
	Alcohol Education
	Drug Education

	Verbal IPV
	X2=7.76, p=.10
	X2=6.43, P=.17
	X2=5.62, p=.22
	*
	*

	Physical IPV
	X2=6.84, p=.14
	X2=.81, p=.94
	X2=1.07, p=.90
	X2=5.15, p=.27
	X2=4.00, p=.26

	Severe IPV
	X2=2.36, p=.67
	X2=1.98, p=.74
	X2=6.44, p=.17
	X2=8.19, p=.09
	*

	Forced to participate in IPV
	X2=6.25, p=.18
	X2=3.02, p=.56
	X2=6.96, p=.14
	X2=5.51,p=.24
	*

	Cumulative IPV
	x2=9.30, p=.32
	X2=5.77
	X2=15.44, p=.05
	X2=7.52, p=.48
	X2=4.00, p=.26

	
	
	
	
	
	

	*constant due to small cell size
	
	
	
	
	




	
	
	



