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Cultivation Effects of Media Representation on Disability*
Effects of Stigma and Challenge Cues on Perceptions and Beliefs About Disability
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The stigma on disability can serve as evidence that society is not functioning authentically, as it means
a failure to achieve sodial integration among its members. Stigma is created through communication
between social members and could bring about devaluation as social members within social or
interpersonal relationships. This devaluation is initiated by the individual who marks and shares stigma
cues, while the person being marked becomes the devaluation target. Media representation could
influence the devaluation of disabled people as marked individuals when it conveys stigma cues about
disability. Conversely, media could also convey challenge cues, which present appropriate ways to
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solve problems with the support of people aiding disabled individuals. It indicates a separation
between the media representation of those with long-term physical, mental, intellectual, or sensory
impairments and the media representation of the negative aspects of their social interactions. Simply
put, the media could choose and convey stigma or challenge cues about disability when it represents
disability. This study applies cultivation theory to examine the effects of stigma and challenge cues for
disability. Specifically, it investigates the effects of stigma or challenge cues for disability on
perceptions and beliefs about disabled people. Media representation can shape perceptions of the real
world when individuals rely on media messages as cues or as sources of information about reality.
Previous studies suggest this as the primary cultivation effect and also describe the secondary
cultivation effect as the relationship between perceptions of reality and beliefs about a represented
object. However, there is a research gap about the primary and secondary cultivation effects of media
representation on disability. To fill this research gap, this study conducted an experiment to investigate
the primary and secondary cultivation effects of media representations of disability, with a specific
focus on stigma and challenge cues. Employing a 2 (stigma: stigma vs. challenge) by 2 (script: present
vs. absent) between-groups factorial design, including a control group, the results revealed that
participants exposed to stigma cues exhibited more negative perceptions of disabled individuals and
the mobility environments they navigate compared to those exposed to challenge cues. The findings
indicate that negative perceptions of disabled people (personal characteristics and adaptation to the
social environment) increased beliefs about disabled people (hostile and benevolent discrimination).
Perception of the mobility environment for disabled people, however, increased hostile discrimination
while decreasing benevolent discrimination. Moreover, the effects of perceptions of the mobility
environment for disabled people on hostile discrimination were significant only in the group exposed
to stigma cues about disability. This study provides empirical evidence for the cultivation effects of
media representation on disability. Further, it expands previous studies by confirming the primary and
secondary cultivation effects of media representation of disability.

Keywords: disability, stigma, cultivation theory, hostile discrimination, benevolent discrimination

2pas

0] oI7= HOKE &t DIEI0] AiRde| RIS Hol-BIHO1 EbAR} BiRS 012 SH 2 =C(go=M
M chobs 2AIGHE A I 53] HOHE &t DIE|0] MsiolM 7|SH Eats Gefoh= 7HRlo| Attt
HOAE MM ich= PEN 20| MiptS TE0H0F 2 HeMol| TSI, Fe =21 T
o104, OIS Salf Afste! SR80 BT ARl T 2M2f FOHRI QIAnE HOHRlS &fet AlF
O DXz Gets Ao 2AsIICt M= 7412 B 204 04 59M| Ofet L0l 1,080F thate2
2(EbM: Rl v, BIHRD) x 2(MEFATEIE: QS vs. 915) At 7F QLIAAHIE Mol SHITIE
= FIel0 & o7 ez T2et 7l 2 Hels ARt Ae A= MABIREL o7 =X H 71
2A1 20 Hol BMol| eSE AT AR TR ZAML| ZoHR It Mofele| 0|SEEE H fE88e

OIS Eet ojCiof AFel vt =0t 321



2 QIASIRACE. BI=Rl MO (eEEl AE2 Ale] TIRO2MO| Yoiels © RENo2 21A5IiN
Yoelo| OlsetE2 SEXoR QIAGIRIEL Ale] TEECZAC| ol efet SEM 21Amt ol
0154 QA2 Hools et ME (M XiExe|, 284 XEe)) o R2l0fet FelEs UlslA
=t ol EMol| (eZel AToME Yolele| OlSetds s8N0 QM-S Ml XE:0|: &
Tfoks Ao LB =2 ZItE Selolt], YOS et 0IE(0] Aol O|2M-AXA &lolE =2t
ACE

SHA0] - oK, SR, Bie 012, MohA XfEFe|, 284 AfEFe|

322 shEQIESE 683 6% (20244 128)



=
3

=

710]
=8

=

[

2]
171 4,

0|

SR

xe)
2020), 7ol

3} w7} G

ZZ
=
o,

b %

M

al
U

=

il

o
H, ARl e

Pt gt

=
-

g sl

=

=
= =2
<}

=

I
polm, Elele] Aol

7fes
pL

‘&

o7

Jolle] Sk

o

T
5

el
gt o

5
2

A
T

3%
]
Al
oo
AL ulgelele]

A

o7

[e]

0|

o Aol EH(o] G

==

i

<

=

T~
1t

4

e

2, Th) ek Ak 791 7 Bl
A=}
=

4

o=

;,1:
1

& AR 2

|
2014).
kS|
e

o]

o] A& =

U
3l AHE]

p

s

5 ©

Fe 24

I8

T

pud

=

foF & o

9
ulcfo} A 454

@

o

R

g =
HE

3o

o

(e}
a1
)

=

|

o
=
R

o

1 55 7]

=

o]tHReinhardt et al.,
“Joll

H|
217}

Al 39 7] AR UAl S

p

s

fLN

=]
[e)

=
HS 324

=

ALl

TH Goffman, 1963).

|

1. M2
SEELLR

Jo

ps
}

&

Kol
=

>
[¢)
el

k]

TN g 7T ® B oo
S - TR PV
Top e D E xR T
Qm‘oﬂHT ‘Weﬁo‘mﬂq_&ﬁ
MO e B e o Bom
p&).dﬂzT_n_%__oo.ﬂm@vﬁ
A%Wdr%o_eﬂl__%ﬂ
@%ii%ﬂ]%m@
B "R E Q3 " @ % ™
AMQXMWEﬂXﬂ%%o
mOE o TR X
B 8 = — T o
6m71ﬁx_suq}L
T A — o 2 o0
R 9B = = m X [

ix‘ml U_ZD;O
dﬂAmﬂA‘mﬂoa‘_tm_Lo
Loz oy o ow B o O X
NS EXTET D o oN
S W B g
SE ST xa by wy
LWJ&oE%ﬂu7]‘:ﬁo
Nox0os o) o Mo S =
T L ERE Y s e o=
= < T3 o
Swesdme op BN
Mﬂﬂ.l;oqx_ﬂaoﬂrmﬂll‘q
_Eﬂuomanmﬂyao,ﬂﬂ
N - SR
Mﬂ%oawﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂ%
o % E B W A W oT do T
B R om )T w R B
BxdTWE DT
L R -
TR TR
Lz gz xRIEFEET
% o T B, K0 T
I A
! B o ™ 2
T O =B T o BN
iﬂomo s R S
O I X_;A]. E
o I I - N
=y M e B oz o B o

pud

ek, 591 ooy

S =Z(Elliott &

7] wREe e (A L, 2012;

2014: Smith, 2007). ©] 7= wt]o]

]

G

S

3f Al

E.
AR 1]

[

=

=

[e]

=2

Jot vlo} A

@

=

=

o) ok o]

1] el
o] (cultivation theory)ol
1

=

[

A
LS

3

ee}- Al

Byrd, 1984), ®
Reinhardt et al.,



ofr
ol
=
-,
=
>,
=
B
=

(]
o,
=
Cﬁ:
s
2
r—“:
|3
o

o
i
oR
ek

=5 T Jofok H(Shrum, 2017).
Sk 21 vz wltjole] gt o] 2ol 24HS UEOId A7]ol= WtlolE she] AlsgloR
Aot Arje] mlje] FHgelA] wigF o] =ofe 27| wAAT} ddeks
A el 23S 9EYI% K (Potter, 2014). Hiek o2 Hx ¥y
(Gerbner, 1969)9] w=¢] o|% % 7}A] Wgko w2 Sgw|l=d], nitio] A e] Al el w
gt 1 3t depivks vide] AlEs), A Ag-gg o s s 2] ARESH Potter,
2014), 1=} wi%F goo} 23 vieF E3HShrum et al., 2011), Z2&)ar F=Fsle} 35 So] =2
%K Gerbner et al., 1980; Shrum & Bischak, 2001). ©] S17-= Z}zte] =0l5 o=
gk o] Ao Hgafar, HRl-uhaRl whAl7h ALS] o] AolglS: gl Q12S ol Agelidl
& RE HPelR1e] Aldel] MR FEbA] BEH o EAeR i) olF Fall, HolE ¥
g ujtjo] AR v EHE o] BA 0% =olslal ATH TAE AlEE 4 vk
o] A= thee] 7 7HA] FolA R Aol 71ofd = odrk. WA HelkE gk nito]
A 1 A FHOR ofFolx= Aol UrhAIHRF AW, 2021 Goethals et al.,
2020). Wb Fols ek SRl WA 9150 AE o] AGETh, nitjole] Ul v A

F

S

(2
oL
ek
).
?n

2
et
o

2. O|2H Bid

0|C|0{2] ZHO KHEIT} Ltol- B! i
218 "shfo] £xe FAlol e Aol Bl $08 FomA e BS 24
3= Z(Goffman, 1963, p. 3)"S <n|sh}, w3zvle) w=d Z]"’L o s TR
T Aolelis e 2188 oIkt 7} stk w02 ool A (mark)7h EAE

D
Lo

t} o]eldk FAE A TAYE Alolol BFEoIR| I FHEE ARBIA Bl i
AZF R ool wiAAE Bk e FEAl T 7o) Akl JekEe dEleit)
E3] 21| 2(Smith, 2007)% #HoEAMe] WolIst = 18 7153k E4d) [qgwr Aere ne
St ZHiRle WFsiglel wigt 574 BAPE vERd Ai91S W7} detels A3l TSIk 1

324 sHEQIESHE 683 6% (20244 128)



o] ool eyl A} 754 BAe) Hele AEFe] TS Siusks 44, o] wiel
o

7foe AL AR AolelaL oAAR= SAS Pt uleb Helell w7yl

labeling) A%} FHAE|o] Qltk. IR1S A= AlE-S FA o] 1efdt Adels 22 Helgct
3 NS 5 JARHJones et al., 1984), YR 7IQ1S] a1-fgh /o] Fojwm = il
S-2 ALE)A TAIA ke ZpolA] ahdel] oJgh 7} et Hi Zlo] o A ek Smith,
2007). wEp wHelE Fal ARE 9l 9 A, aid A4S 7R IS W7 Hslek
Z YHECHReinhardt et al., 2014).

Aoll(disability) & Th2 Ak} B53k 7170w Aksle] ek Ealdon Hofaks
AL ek Bie 2 337 A (barriers) 7+ e2kg<] ZAvtom(United Nations,
2006), 7HR1e] AlAA-AAA-72P g 1% 7)%59] Al%Himpairment) 2 HECH
(Siminski, 2003). gD E w=olsh= #gellA AAA- AN 44 £4& o AT HE
A g 7k Ao Q1% ARBIARQI AXEA] FolE Alghh= S rEE Part
ALt o EW, HG &0 Qs skl wiHlE AHsh= JiRle] Ao 2Rl telEs
5 = 7159 gl st siAgk Als)e] T2 HddEe] s vl
HIE Z3ake 710 ARglH o e Akgals Fgolx B s rhlE A3gitks ol
Rho R o] 5o AW kS Wt dafslA, sl mhlE A shs Zi¢le] WAl e
ol ] FPE EAh= delebd ARS|A FAER] ozt Hrt. of= witie] A

Fol| = @50 Agrt. ntjololld WAL g4 37 o= Q17 7] Alglo] wA

fo
A
N
2
ot
O
-

o
off

A8t 5= JtH(Elliott & Byrd, 1984).

Shet ol Gk micio] AR 1ol WA ohleh W) B 3P AR 4 gtk

1) oliet s TS 12T v, A G715 e Q19 71l AIEE Adshs AHRlS el
ow Atk A= v o e & davt slrt olfdh EdellA o|v] VIse] AFE Aehz AelF Akslel
ghdelar gl o Hefsly] ofdths At & U] wleeltt. o2 S, M- A4 75

50 ARE AR Aglel] ehdsla g o efshz ijle] irkar 7P ), efielofeks 3 ols

28 4 giek. mehd o] w=Relis F /I Relelel Ehah) 918 AL tislont, Vse) AR Adun)
= olfitoR tie 9 A4 Bulg viFalA Hi AR el Agstd Bisle) gellolel wag &
ﬁ_fsur/}
o M.

ZoIE &5t ojciof AfEef st E1t 325



(AHre) 9, 2012: Smith, 2007). 53] 221]2~(2007)+= PHolE &3l AfdE= el o
Aot 70l sk W) BAle] A b el it ol S9, el it )

Qo] 5499) Sgel) FESFARE, W) s U91e) dhgelglel Alghse] RIS Aake
ARgEs} ) BAS AT 5 Qi AEe A9 RS AABHSmith, 2007). 53 4o
o 9k Q] BT )] AR ARek QS 1 BB A W BEH A1

FAoIA}F PelE A EA=2 AN F A, 2009; Higgins, 1992: Scotch & Schriner,
1997). #edsto], aHfrEfel vhe-ad (2012)2 Y1 ©A9F RIRI TXE TV 2221807} AT
28317 Sl8) frEstelaled], Y1 WAl v, A, B, 918, A9l AlA wilA] fEe
TR ARERD BARE W TFsA), A, AR o HREEIE o 59 el
1 T oh Wl WxE 2 tehe wvo] WA RIS AR AR, TV 22137} 41
ol whd A AAPTelRlS: 3k 913 70l Wl WA AL 28 R e] vl WA

Table 1. Types of stigma/challenge cues

7 HE L2
B2 Holele] YoM Wllsl= &5, f=28t S 78N M 2 23
2y Folpi| 2et x|2 2ol ‘Ldisk= 0| F301| 2ot EH
Lol £ A Holiol S| igie S, &, W30l et ZH
L= Zollo] AEH, M =Zo|-t 2felol| 2ot E3
A Zole| JolS 7Hele| nao|t FROZ X|=sl= H3
ARSIE B HoRl2 2 7Hez et 288t Aoz 715sks
S Holole| R= 2, &2 2, 3l 2 7
sictol by s Holele| 7ot ek (2|, 7|, Flu §) 2
FA Fojielo] of2iz SFo|-+ A= 3ol 2ot EH
AR 2 oIS Bt 7%, 2, OIR, ARl 2 AX| 22 B

Note. X2 |2t L2 (2012, 188%)2| A40IM =2 LIS LRlsiiS

2) D|C|oief FoH xHS0 mE BHek Sat

(1) 1 208k welo] Aol ofak 4] %] Aoflel 14

<

D wlelo] Aell Sl A%] FAToZAS] Hollel Q14 Aeligle] ofEek Q1)
Aol ek vicio] Alo] ofs) ALEE Yl uniR) thie) Fale, B oAl vk ofe

326 SHECIESHE 683 6% (20244 128)



off FESIAT. vl o] 2e] Al 21 7Rt shoh= wH|ole] Ajde] wHejol] e AkE
o] ARg1A Q12 FHQIARI ZRAlell dd WIFIth= Zloltk(Shrum et al., 2011). 53] WY
ofoA AlEehs WSS AT s 3 A2olut R ARgsle] nltjolo)] wEE AlfE
o] 1ol ofgkS sl 4= QItKReinhardt et al., 2014). A2 (Gerbner, 1969)+= ]
tolE tise] Aldol gEA19] %ﬂ el e VA= Shpe] AlaHlo® HgtoL) 54

=2 (Potter, 2014)< v o5 wiHolo] AllEstet ek axe] AlEskihs 5+ 714 ?@2
= SPgeigitt. mies witjo] S0 R vARIE Adsid vk o] & =9 27l dE o]
o] JAle] wHe] ZaE 2 Ak ZAH HAs o Stk s ISk wvjol = oY
g 7 7e)Adel Fofatal ritje] o] 8akE AlREsIE = Al AAle] SHEAE rHolE
Lhe] w912 17 ofHtk(Potter, 2014). whebr] i o2 =)= lrjole] AlEs), v ws
A efold 54tk o9 AdskeAlel whet v vEhs 2pEA ek 24s

Elails JLE I

Oll
-

Agshe o] QT l ]iL S AYEL vltjole] Bl galS dar A o3k 1
AL @Aoletal HHsh  offRlS HEE|AEY ok oll= dolz Awaisitt
(Melhem, & Punyanunt-Carter, 2019). B=3F AAIAZLS 71 Q= Alghe: gl njt]o]e]
FAA BA e FekS 3R] ke vkt ARk a1 s ARl dele] o F
A

ol B2 Wtk Diefenbach & West, 2007). 0]4(2009)-8- nltie]e] ofol &S

FEFe] ] om FREate] eliels: et el miXE Gaks AuEoltt. sg Al
AolielS vgelil ﬁ} ) tiEe] Aol EAE Rdshes ZE|9del iy ke Folels:
gk vt gAH 0= Wkl §HH, ARS] oEAolal AiEdh EAIR rkshs |9l
i XOPoHOL% ghet 1og 4 B} S7kshe Aake Btk diE =B i il 4
SR, vdjeie] Gofol AFA Yol whre] w=EH Mty uhdel whie] w=EH ek
AololS agh 914] AA] Zhzt BgH To gAE o Walel 71eA S obdd = gk

SEARE & o] st 2E|(2014) 9] %@% T o, GolRlS gk Q1xle] Bishrt

Holig 3t o|clof Aol ujet En 327



b= k7t

0|

s

o

sl
=

7}

17F vebd 7R

A

A
T

- E
= 54

15}]]

alle o 1o

o

Aol Yo
TRk

o=

xé [e)
AL
-

5

THSmith, 2007). webr gofet
2

elele] 4

it

O
pal

|

v

}-
o

)

-

=i
2
Ry

2

(Melhem, & Punyanunt-Carter, 2019). o= 4 37

A8 o],

4

1

A

T oW T W xS T N M ZTEE O o XOB° oW R Ko 9
5 W o BT g R T ooy A OB = TRy o
0 T 2o . o o o mp MO g s il )0 N o Jr of
rogr XX o O < Q" o N o W o A o XI- o
T o N - < IE g o A X X n N mn dlo
TR NIy R T Ry + o B lof  m o o B < o
£ SsPszvzbrag EPzioT
KO ] a5 =~ e T ~ -
= gk Aoge e T XL T e LT oS B oo
= o N o e T J G T B ow W% N pl =] LI
B X o X o W x Ao M oap = CE N dlo < N s
= @ 9 " ™ok X Wom o), H Wﬁ T X wNﬁ e < o}J e PE gy s
T = J T = M =~ N ‘_ﬂo_ﬁ EL [~ Nro o % ) !
T X JM er =X R Mﬂ \_.m ) ‘_ﬂo_ﬁ 110 a a‘_ Et iL o W -
5L Lo lYwg pw kT og r " E =5
FEEE FEREZsS T R oT A
) —] ™ o o X° — go o S B < U
BLuFw poaEEew SR E SEx L%
o . o o o oh ol ol T o= X X 5 S x
W oG = W dbo T U E X TN ER o ¥ oo g KW
T e B w2t aE e ld T o o = g 2w
S @mono%ﬂmoﬂ%%ﬁ%% T o Ao
2O P Maﬁgnonﬁmeﬂmﬂw%%@ R -
o TRy 5o o= < e Y A =
CUNON UFL Wm o % W% B R - 5w u7ro 5 B T & — oF
~ ) f B 0 =
N@JW% %ﬂqw\h?a.Eo%mﬂijEﬂ. a o= o N
Urzmn7mﬂdnzmnﬂLw%MUﬂmdrﬂzﬂAAA% Eﬂmﬁﬂﬂwﬂmoae
. o T R <X B o o M = oo X
=) T P H R o ~ o Wm Le e o I o o o _ F ox o M
oR 2 T T — o B 2 o o 7] A =L il
o) N A i P R o= = X A ~ N : w &
o o o m pm o o Y o N~ o A & s o )X
o= WwWN gy oM o W R Jo o ST L T I Ty
o T e ° K X o o EC —_ o o R R T2
T _qc B Wr_ _1_% = M.M ,m,o JA % nﬂ o 0%_ - o w_. pm oM & Me
Ae vy s s g A S R i T ! & N 2 o
[ (o o) o > B = N g ™ = i & ol =
= T X . Bo T 7 Wm <) Mm gny W =X - ol iy MW ﬂMx — ,MML o & ﬂ% W Wﬁ
e T N o B - Y FE X moEw
B R ! ®o D W X ° x B Lv Ro BT = g0
Wb TTwpE Ry — - m oo 5o X
o " B oI S 2o ®OX o o X 3 T — <
_ _ ) %O B ofx o7 o ° o)) A
X o o mm N R T o} i =
o - o Ho. B ) T Jo B0 T oo - B o " B W
Sz LT gh ey ¢ NEXEE BETH LT
BET RN T g oo o I T A U - T
o i o Jo X0 ° - R el
Pow e ool ®om o i TR oy NEN s R
T X ROW T T o ~N® %D < BB P @ = < B &

(20244 128)

<

St 683 62

=

K<l
[

328



of Ao ]%31 AFHE Zsh= 7ilel ¥t S BT TFs el FETIE vir]ofelA
AT e A didS A 2 R 2goio] Akl Aiks AR 1Al g
& W9)E 4= 97 whitolthReinhardt et al., 2014). ool sl wtjololx] Algshs
AT ol tha, o] Aol A Hl-uhael whA] ol QIxke] AR Ajelel] s W 4 9l
= Apte] &aE 3 =olsluat ek
Ao AR eI v o} T Apuld: 2} Jelje] RS Algich Apu =
2 Ak A ] &3k vivje] 43S E9 AVFRARU ARARE w=ofshs A
A Sdehs Wom(SH- 34, 2012; o3¢, 1999: olwi<d, 2020), 779
ol o R AfdsE wilold ARt AukS 313k Aofa] grso] 37 AlgE ) vt
of o] B 2 EIE WIS 4 olvkal At o5 B9, J1slou el ndlo] gret
AP o] AHo| sgeh, 53] Bl wdd ARl dofuh £ vHe] WiAKE
SR Y Aol B AL wheA o] FolA| =% AH(Clark & Paivio, 1991). B3k 5%
AEe] T oA e el gk AR vi)elE Fa AdE wig-S Al 7t
AL e A SR ofsfehat] Rs TR TN, 2020). ¥¥Isle], ofRl
2020)& w5H At S7gehs vitje] Zelzo] Aol ule} AH opde B 1 G
= ek 7%*3% JaI5ATt. Ao} 2797(2012) = wY L2 o1ge] Aputo] APgAjel| A

o

ol
ox

—~~

VIR R Abmngied], SA4e] Bel V1G-S B4 Felm AT AU APl Fole
ek A0 e, 819 =0l 1 ool galin, Zeiel Nl e 24 e

A Apto] viclel Fal AER g0l el-uidel Blel ulE Jastele) apda

uzoll (Elliott & Byrd, 1982, 1984), A3l W= s o] wels) thr] depd 4
sl 454 201 o R A8 P 98 A ol 4 3

o W=, 7154 AlRke Adshs 7I1S 3 EAIY AXE e Ee ek AR Tl HelE

ZoIE &5t ojciof AFef st E1t 329



-8, 2013). wEbx 1)

Fe Alg] 4Rlo 9] Holle v

O

sl
=

7}

o 7]8

s
a

].‘;_ o
u)golele] e

p

2h.

tHReinhardt et al. 2014). 7]

A EA= A

Ar
jant

§

ol
ar

WE

OZA

|

=

Ik

S
o
=

al

8

J

A
=

| 74

=

=

| ol Folil(A=

A

fLN

=
Ehol| .eE el Rkt A

lo
—

ot

Pz} A

gl
H

O
pad
=l
[

K

oLt A A7

1o
Xl
EAPEA

%!

wRieP, i o2

Sz

s

[

o
AF
=2
7 3

foll ===

lo2A9| Foliel, Folele| of

[l

3 ofele}
I%I-O

1]

S

—

Chk

|
&g

o

3]

=

[

| 74

Z0[Et,

5t THow

RUS

o

=
=
=]
o]
[e)
=

—

¥57] 9]
S

A}
=
| ZofRl(A=

&
b i |
[

Lo
=
flof &
¥

Z}

1

el Al

(20244 128)

=

| o
3
ga

E
O
=
=

| ZoHel, Fotele| of

do] Ark

[e]
[Le
o

A

| 3144 7ks

t}. ¢l (perception)©]
2 6

40
=0
AXK,
kel

kAL
)

o R
A1) A
t4 68

=]

M| 1. KI2F2 ojEjofolA RS

=

[e]

=
[

(o2
M2
=l

2=
=

]

472 71 1. olclofolid X

—_
[

K<l

i
ok=e

—_

5]

=
=

-
a

O:
O:

o

|

A) i} o))

(2) 22 B3} vitjo] A o]

nleio] Ajge] 154 e

@ A3
?—_]1_—
=
330

l



Aol sfeict. ARt A2 1s 283 wdal FakshA| TRl Alslel] 71l ek

.
SR S WP ool vk} 97 Sl Ak Fo) B DR A o

87 (Hawkins & Pingree, 1982)+= nltjole] Ajdo] Aks] AWk &kt ol2]of 1
A= G 12 il &3 mirojolA] Ade gPds st Aldel] nix= ek 221 vl &
=2 HEEAE wlg o) F e F= 1Ak v g3l TS, rlvje] Rl Ald o

Fe AR Ao 7RIS WSt 23 wlieF Eate] €Rle] H7)%e sfek(Shrum et al.,
2011). whebA] 12} vl gojet 23} wjek Evh= ofeh Awe] A AUH, 14} vk &
W7} 22 vk Eje) Maclo® 2Hsslr | ik Potter, 1991). HltlolE Salf Aled o
ME0] n|tjo] Zel=ol|A 2% 0w HHsiA] e 8-S 23517 95k AH R 285)0] 1
tlojo]l w=EH AlgEe] Aldel Jaks w3lsly] wlitoltHawkins & Pingree, 1982).
, HHE B3 AJHS AJFE Bizo] AR Aube] wkle Flojeh= Q14 Aslar, nitie]
AgS Eal Wsket 212 Al S ek 0] An”l Aldo|u 7|l Feks UW% 2

o] Aoliele IRt HPgelRle] Ao debd 4= glan(l h&i} e ofell A Xﬂdﬂ o] JF

ot & 22191 A2] X3 (the online processing model) #} AA=7]%= gt 77
#(Shrum, 2017)¢] w=ejel] w2, o]-§xRk= wHo|E Sl Algss ARES ArRIOR X
gop 1 AE A2 WS FAsAY 7159 Ahake 73 = Qlrt. whEbA] o gake] Al
d A we] ZrRizellA ddehs 54 mAAU ARE wedstel AEAl AR A 78A1E
t}. AR3Je1A] o] (social cognitive theory) ] HelA, nltio] Zel=ZE ol gah= Alet
|tjojell] AdE HEs ARrle] QAo Alydel| Riedatar 283k Wk ope} 2] #S] &
S 5P71% @th(Zhang & Haller, 2013). olE 59, o] ARE- goligle] 5
ARG wf o 9fslal ekellohs Bae Holts Alslel ey ool Alsh £ Qe
gralo] EagH Abgoltt, A e Alteltt, S 4 gl Aol & i o® o] -
A% AlES BT, 2009). HHOlE B8l 50 2 AHIFolE Rl viA
o Bo] »FEdrE AFgoRAMe SAFE o s vk 4 QItHShrum et al.,
2011). o3k =)= HR1-RhaRl v Qlal] Msteh ALs] £xe] Aofidl Qlafo] Holjels: 3t

2

l

Mo < n
o 30

~

i

ZOIE E5t ojCiof AFel vt =0t 331



R P
Q1 et Qo) PRz JRA E3p, vIElo] 1w olF WS o] Johele T )Y
0]

ole] Aol vIX F2A B3PS A2t =it @ 2 o Llom o b

1% o2& At ABH(Gerbner, 1969)+= RItjolE dige] Aldolu -4 &3} 3
S WAks she] Almdlo® Bt wEbA 5] Aol Sl Ad wHo] v
A i AR A 8739 WSt olold & gltkar Awsh, g ol@el i
(cultivation) o]ek= TolE AMESIITE o]efdt =9 ABVe} FEE(Gerbner et al.,

1980)9l 2Jal 73K mainstreaming) ¢} 5% (resonance) ©|2h= 7ld& F7Feh= Wiko =
SPJu]=], WA TS 22 vYo] AR =8 AlgRsoe] g wAA|olA Algst w4

& Tk AES vt FRshe OF, w4, A, A5 5 2 QAR il
Ao =olw)7) % A vH(Mustafaj & Van den Bulck, 2021), AR o] 7id-e- mjr]o] wx
Aol =28 ANEY HE BV} rk(Shrum & Bischak, 2001). thA] Wald, 1%
o] 29| FHsh= 7k Aol A= ThE APS Aol TIR1EC] 2 ntjo] WA =F
o7 QlaiA sl HAAe S et o Yot 22 AlAlkS dA4E 7hsAdel T

o oS 9, AR eA e IRl |l S 3l /\JQOHH ZAlE _H_O]X]”J Al

A

I

[o

o

(ot

Sh
filo
N

N
o,
rlr
=
o
i
I
=
r'O
flo
E
%
R
o
frt
nl
gl

2
feisi)
o

X
%
;(3
ﬂ
o
2

o
i,
o
HI
m&

T HARLE B o9 —%«%’@}7} 214 7%40] e NS, S s 9l oA =
& TAE HtjolE ol Al mrAE T2 Aok ks AFERIAl B e vek 5
Ackar Awgslaitt. skl g, e T 3 52 AA| AAIE g 71 914]o] 1]
vz RE] Algs mAA|eh AA|E o wir]e]
(Shrum & Bischak, 2001). ol& €9, 79 %
7F RiISrh= 91Als AT 741, PiHolE Fall AldE HE S TP 3w Ry

7] ofefe b opfet ST e 719 St 22 1 1 FXE EEsh] 44

ot
J
r o
i
=
é
l'U
oo('
o,
=)
i
L)
1 oE
N

332 ShEeIESE 683 6% (20244 128)



O Al
= i =

e =

=
T

1993). wEA] uje o]2e] F-e " uje] B-2aK(double dose) (Potter,

=
-

(Johnson et al.,
2014, p. 1019)",

= =2 oy = oo B P S ~c I =
TIEILIRTEEL TR
g X o < R T g o O
= 5 ™ i<l = 5 E - 00—
S W A B AR o T ome B
T 3 Moy o = BT &
SEEREEYE LR EEE - X B
e T SERZREETIE
T S R A T
J <X 1 - o T
TR R
o B r
,l_ﬁl_lq_m_. o} < or ~
T X TS S - TP = - e
WEW%%&%@@Z@%EW7
) _ ) "
N R R
o = ay H R0 mw.r xn o LT o
) " Nk Nr o B & oo T ,| B
L SR T N i
mo%u%m%.&WMﬂ%mﬁﬂﬂﬂ%
ﬂm:mmmﬂmg_ﬁowxﬁuuﬂwﬁ%ﬂﬂ]
H._a‘_QLMﬂHﬂHJMUOCENOL.Mo_@
ﬂ%ﬂ%_zihrﬂoﬂmL@ﬂAﬂ_ﬁ‘qui
x4 WmHS R g T
oo s o P W o) - AT
]WM%Z _sOQmuUruﬁéﬁnJ
T X 2w Eome N <o
ﬁ%ﬂl.,ﬁﬂmn@_ﬁﬁhaoe@%
) 10° oy o-
%ﬁa@wmﬂ\bmos]%mmﬁowmm
T QO oo 2o — T o 5 T r
W S = - R S = % o b
i Tk PEL
PP Ewm 4 D5 FT =
o BN % 1Mua = X 97 rm CA N Ny ™
BEEEEE SR EENE
R - B
13sdfiafogdzzg
=R R g T w TR O g E
T e ® 5 e L x g § o
O N M= B I ﬂﬂhﬂﬁﬂ
e B Mo o L W F oo T oY W

o3

[SENEY

|

F

o

=] T
sgofile| Alol| ofH

ChAol| leZ0i| ofst

(A

Al
[E |
P;I-O

H
—

o] ol
—

| 252 Zofe!
eigioll= o

AE

3

—

b0l .o O Biele

[y

SIS

[l

|

o
=

2| 7
HoHRle| Alol| ojxf=

(AR

=2

Al
—1
=

0| 9|
9

| 52| Fotel

b

C
e}

S5

[

lo
FXlOp |

}l%

ol
ORE=21?
=y
b7

—

[

Llo

=

o
A 3. Az

Zlof

EE

=

A 2.

| == |
[Lx
=
(L=

i

o
o



il Pc]o] A3
o] AFo R AlFEE yel-dhde] th
ghto] tha 9}

o

171 ¢l

I3

==

?.

—

o
Hoq=¢
o Ul T ﬂ
AL BAle} A BA
= U

3.

OLM
N zoﬂ,ﬁ 2l
,uu_7 < 2 i o ——
N =B L X o Mr < 3 WS
. w_ﬂﬂﬂoﬂaoﬂ%% ﬂ%ﬂlm
0 ) o) #ﬂ], ©
%mu 2,@,%%&%.3 aaumeAﬁu%?an
B o T LY 9K S0 N o= Y 8 = I
G P N W ol T oo B n o "
@ o © 2 ¥ %Ha o_EmﬂN),w_.,moiz
> J|U17r06ﬂro = O OT‘IQHUH‘mo\mo]O‘mﬂJ.
o &m nﬂul = W o Ao B — w ,M_WL oo N L N XK _ﬁm
C oo W N do Mo 1 ) LIS o = 2 oW A <
X %ARUEJ.H #odﬂ_ ,Oi NJ_/I,UH_ o)
wo® N = B oo o 1209_,mo.1ﬂ%
N Vﬁ:] o A_,w)]]rodrza)q1
o %ow\ﬂmnm%h%m Waw%ééAff,m\omog
moo 6Wﬂmo_azqm% %%gmﬂﬂﬂ@wqom%
3 o S Manmﬂ_l_m = luhleAONNL.
= 22;ix1ﬂx 101_,5omux ,mOb/l
m_ﬁmmm 21r1_|3.o <= Z‘MO.._MO(\JIﬂEO_A
Jlae OUL_/EEE il | ol o pay
X<V S UFNI _.Al S E _202M|
Il N s K i]E CQ 8%59&% gy
SR Mﬂmﬂmrv i = 8 B =82 i
=% B NS Rl I EE T TR xE
o o n_.m il O = R R o o = =z B ES sy s
oW e o o oS T W N o B o
e ol s X _mﬁ A K wm " Y - B T2 8
g Sl H%Hﬂ&mm@&%%EJm
Z M ﬂ%mWM@nﬁg@%%ﬁ@%@%%N
9 o = ELC S S s PR do OB W =S 5
Nk Mu]oﬂ)1exozu)1d7qg1_.,mﬂﬁ xa
- }?ZA%woﬂo,oroooﬂmJ%drM(ﬂm_aZ
Aﬁ,dr.&ﬁwoauﬂﬁﬂﬂ@%zﬁ_c%%ﬁma
ME@%%gﬁwEmmw%%WMQW%%>%
e " X5 o o X . © B S o2 ™
@%ww_arﬂmmvgﬂz@_/mﬂﬂ@mwow,mw,
wﬁ = ARG o 5 = 3 T o do & I = = 2 5 g
o z_,o(mwnwboalﬂ_.@ N @2,17%
o dlo oi g = =~ TR R To! £ i S 7 7 N m A
%@%%Em o %wﬂ%oz&sﬂ7momaao
ooy B SRR = W % Y = S O % oSS PR re B
ilano_aﬁpoﬁ)ﬂzﬁMwoO, £ R o Z
mﬁmﬁﬂnemoﬁmo mEUr%AZMﬁ@,%mE(% -
1_,_A|,A|a5 o e “Euomdrinb% n‘mlroﬂ,_,nm%]r K[
O.Z‘*O O‘m‘IﬂWrIT‘I Ufy(ﬁmog ]3;0\_ _.An_
Louo NCJ,mO,.r (\MA&EXHZJI
1%WV0HE}AE9H@01A%( T o a
d./vub;oo 3UUrmLE1u,moﬂqu ol
S h L 2F T PE 2EL L E i
,%@}ﬁu,muroﬁow”_wl K
7%@8ﬂ)wbﬁc il
ZE,%E A___
X5 —
(qV]

19kl thx o=
TRl BA7} A2
FARS] Z52] AolQl(ALs] e
Jelozaje) 4
[e]

)

=

(2024 128

<

St 683 62

A

1

K<l
[

ok=e

334



%%M%ﬂm%%ﬂﬂﬂ @aaﬁ_ﬁ@,ﬂwmﬂﬂﬁo%ﬂe
0y X " H . o T 5 n T o R
J%ﬁmﬂz.%@@%wf S F T AT R o
T T EEa R BT PEIFIEL IR
T OO TR T % = & R ST o o T ® B 7o
AV A LIW % ) 1_A_uﬂ WMM — o ol o_.D OE mir Hnr_u <3 B q o
ﬂ}ﬂ7ﬂlﬂoﬂmﬁmﬂwdrmo;ﬁ ﬂuwﬂ%mﬂ%%%
T REE TR X8 g BV w0
O mﬁ o o o Moo o Wt TR wp P B mm To
S g a @ Py TR Gy TEE
F G om R oy v S @ E M e T
—_ e . i <
P g K oo < w.u X &M B IR T G s iﬂm
uﬁo ~ M N F 5 K X N W - S T S N |
g L Lo @ Py BN E T g xR
1@_ Mo o g & % - I o mm_r]m_u R ﬁoi R oy S W o ouE R N ol
N —_ R D O —~ 0 7 — A
MENEEEREEEEEEEEE S NEE
L = J <) o < = ] Qo = o = o o8 o
SEriostrzuiityorgzifigl
— N S S or  — * _O]XO_Q
Jo<EN W o o N 2 o ul o ﬂﬁﬁ@rﬂ E = oo T Ny 2
WﬂaEMWTﬂuaﬂmmmmo%Wo 3 B zﬂMrﬂMi%
R ﬂ@%: o T w0 o B ogd O oy g Y
=T N LIt W% B O¥ ome x0T o= %o T UM - J_/li
=T xO_n__ouM - gooﬂmﬂ&m,arﬁimm),ue s T
]M]Lﬁﬂ&UW‘OlO %o R o = ]O]_*E‘mﬂ_
o E M a g B e Y BT g " YR
T ~ B E S R =T BT N N B
B o o) T = ofF = S ol X
wo ol T [ K m o B0 - o e |
T W oo N A ok do WE T g oud ok %% = 27 o @ <
o W E S oF - ° X° % 9 OE o
IS gt T sl ga g T2 NRE
oﬂ}ﬂa.,igfoh o ol N = X0 X o <
N X mo X oF X2 o S r o )
R T nf_tﬂwn%_me9ﬁwﬁoﬁmﬂ%%%
Hoo o el %}Wﬂ ﬂﬁﬂwﬂﬂr%BLm% oy X B S
C TR RN A EER R R o GG S S
Wm o T B wm et A, GRS wmro < o .i, =n WE o m.rw_ v T W nNA
s PrzERIT AT NPT R X M T gy
momoluu%%_oﬂﬂﬁooaﬂkl%_aoL,ﬂ%mwﬂM
© ok T g oF R R M GEW N F o0 BB R g
ﬂ%ﬁmﬂoﬂogm_/_/ﬁﬁ S B RS g Lo oL X
T o oo RO AR & TR ] FE W TN ook B

pCCG 2X4dqlo
ERf4JRALNPY

3} 2}, https://www.youtube.com/watch?v

3} 2} https://www.youtube.com/watch?v

o
[e]

T}

=]

‘_
gt

‘_
A

2) M el =
3) @ e =



Group 1. Stigma & Script (exist) Group 2. Stigma & Script (non-exist)

Figure 7. Stimuli

Table 2. Script Excerpts from Experimental Stimuli
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Table 3. Results of Descriptive Statistics and Pearson Correlation Analyses
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Table 4. Effects of Stigma and Challenge Cues on Negative Perceptions of People with Disabilities as
Members of Society (Multivariate Covariance Analysis)
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Table 5. Effects of Stigma and Challenge Cues on Perceptions of the Mobility Environment for People with

Disabilities (Ranked Covariance Analysis)
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Table 6. Effects of Perceptions Toward People with Disabilities as Members of Society on the Beliefs of
Non-Disabled People (Multiple Regression Analysis)
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Table 8 Differential Effects of Perceptions of the Mobility Environment for People with Disabilities on
Hostile Discrimination (Subgroup Analysis)
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