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= HUMOUR: a multi-faceted construct with +/- functions (Herzog & strevey, DEMOGRAPH/CS ANCO VA

2008).
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" |ndependent Variables — TV clip conditions from episodes of Rules of 70
Engagement: -  Male HYPOTHESIS 1: X no effect for clip condition on HN scores.
1. Homophobic Humour (HH) 50 HYPOTHESIS 2: v males outscored females on HN scores.
40
2. Regular Humour (RH) INTERACTION: X no gender X clip condition interaction on HN scores.
30 25.6%
3. Control Condition = No Clip (CC) 20 18.1% &
. . 4‘ in LGBT characters on TV gives hope of acceptance (Glaad, 2012).
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HYPOTHESIS 1 = Watching HH clip will result in higher HN scores. ) » However, they are often subjected to disparaging humour.
HYPOTHESIS 2 —= Males will score higher than females on HN scores. Homophobic Humour Regular Humour Control Condition

STILL UNKNOWN?: how disparaging HH impacts levels of HN.

M ETHODS » However, research shows =2 individuals with highly prejudice

Figure 4. Education (racist/sexist) attitudes are likely to discriminate against out-
' groups after being exposed to disparaging humour (rord & Ferguson,

PARTICIPANTS 2004).
; N =478 (fc.en|1alets = 3IZS), ricrwted from local universities, online 100 LIMITATIONS
orums, social networking sites:
90 85.9% = Participants recruited from local Universities:
» M, =22.06 years; SD = 4.63 years 81.9% o .
80 23.7% » Majority from psychology participant pool.
MEASURES 70 » Research shows that psychology students have/are:
1. Modern Homonegativity Scale — Gay Men (o = .88) (MHs-G; Morrison & 60 » Highschool
Morrison, 2002). v" Lower SDO: preference for unequal relations (Guimond et al., 2003).
2. The Centrality of Religiosity Scale (o = .88) (crs; Huber & Huber, 2012) 50 = Some Undergraduate
' ' ’ ’ | Undergraduate v' More awareness about the impact of social inequalities.
0 v Less likely to change their attitudes after viewing a cli
DESIGN & PROCEDURE . ess likely to change their attitudes after viewing a clip.
= 2 (gender) X 3 (clip condition) ANCOVA (religiosity & sexual orientation 20 15.8% = HN created by many facets of society = may be more than just our
as covariates). 10.3% 11% ] exposure to HH that enforces HN (schilt & Westbrook, 2009).
" A 30-minute, randomized anonymous online survey (qualtrics.com). 0 = Clip (exposure time of IV) could have been too short to produce an

Homophobic Humour Regular Humour Control Condition effect.



