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653G do Imo3o3L 167 3390l s 390905 d9logwrols, o@gMo@mmol dodmbowrgol,

b530 330930l FGOMPMEPMYOOL, 33¢g30L F9YRJOOLS S WOL3IZ60LHYRD. BsIOMTITo
Pomdma9gboos bydo 33930l J90939dHBg OLZMBOS s LEdME MM El33bs. BIOMAL
©59MHM30L BOBLWOMYMIBOS S IBIOYdO.

d9L535¢080 9300 3390 Hg J0TIMbOIE0s 3OMBYIOL SJEIOEMOMDS, 33K930B5L
©5LObIEO BB S FOLO 3M15dBH03MO VOMYOMEYDS. saMJMNZ9 B gEsS dodMboEr Mo
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LogoM39emdo, HMYMO0s FGEO0L MHMEO bYergd30IMH0 sdMOEHOL 30bLEOWOMYOST0, SdMEOEOL
L3035, S0MOEHOL godmdgds 3905353 MdYEMBLMSD, 3MTIMEF0sW0DIE0LMD s Lytrgodgom
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MO0 H5MEIbMdMH030, 0lig 9HMO M30L90M030 33¢93930LILMZ0L, FIMHbsoLEHYdOL
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3M©0M900L 56393900, 5650 BoLOL godmygbgdwo 3OMYGMSTINWo 30930l boo.

33930l 3m33MbgbEH9d0 s BgoMEMMMY0s
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690G M5 56 530035 96EO oLIMOL JABOL SdMOEOL QoM TGIM, 1939, OMYME SGOL
53939069090 9l 360893690Md900 JoEMOMBOL BGTsEH oM 3MBLEHMYJ309006.

399033905 359maBobzgeo Bo@Yz900 s QodMbsmg3599d0 (loaded words and phrases),
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0bLEGHMMIY6 3Gl OHMEL SLE¥MEdL s FoglodseIHO 9JL3MILOIPMBOM Q5dMboEO3L
bo0Jdgerls (Gamson & Modiliani, 1989).

3033069630 3 - ©H5mEgbMdM030 25dM30mbgs gobffogerols, 0399 HMYMEMO0s
Lo0bRMEOTs30M 3MbEHIBEHOL F93Jabgero HMMbsolE OOl S Fsm0 MYLIJEHMMIOOL 29bgc-
L9gBLOEOIOMDS O SOMOEMIB, o0 FMEOUL, LYK 93O SOMEOEHMD ITMI0WYIMWGDS.



3003mb96@0 1. M5 gbmdMm030 30Mb3HJbESBI0Bo

332939 30353 @0dYO M0, 3IBHOOLAYO s 3MBLYIOZIHOYLO FgEos
M62560D530900L Bo0bRMOAs30M 3MBEIBEOL 9BsODBL SdMGE 0L, s> FmEOU, bgergd0rIMo
50MEOE0L 450J9d0L FM0owob (,830M90d0L“) 0I6bEH0BOE0MGdOL JoBbom. 3MbEHIBEbswoDO
500396 9) 5dmJgdlL 0719 565 905 SOMOEL, 50 FMEOUL, LY gdE0IO DMOEL S B> LobdoMom;
) 5 BM90dJOL gyOHOHMdS 3905 5dMMEOL, B MO, LYgd30MMO S3MMEHOL 458JgO0LIL; @)
3MLgOMBL 099 565 obLbZs390s SOdMGEOU, 500 FMEMOU, LYEgdE0IMO VMO EOL BMHYOIJOOL
3960B930L 39mbom Lb35olBIS 0EIMEMYOMEGO F0TsOMYIEGIOL, 39MIMP POBYOSYO,
395GH®OLEHME @S 3MBLYMZ5E M Fx0sL5FVIgdgOL FmMOL ©) Mo GHodob fystmgdo
dmbsfogmdgb 536900900l Bsdmyser0dgdol 3Gm3gldo.

1.1 bsgzgemggo 9905
33w930L50m30L 59Mm30MB0gm 8933000, oG Jg3z0HBOM s MBEIsSOb MHglOLYOdOL

Lo0bBMMT>30M 3MbEI6EHO. Lver FgoMmbs 12 3g0s Lodwyswrgds: ,OHLmeg0 2%, ,LoBMYsMIIOH030
35099090, ,,gOPLMEM3bgds%, ,00s°, ,33000L 35EOEHM®, ,,E0dYMHIE0®, ,,B0OLYEdO,
»09329H90%, ,,0639M3MaLBoMLO®, ,,60/3mbE0%, ,,0bgm 9%

1.2.0mb5:398900L dga0@390s
15d0g0™M LOGY30L ,50MEOEHO” 253MYqdom FobbMEM309wgdTs d0gdSA MBESOb dsBsdo

2006-2016 ool go68530md580 Ly 1159 obogs 3m0dos, 56w xs8EMms© Y39es 390
L53ogd5d0 (40 89 00L5F5gds) 1159 Foboes 9039305 B30gdM LOGHYIIL - ,9d0MOEO”.

9399990 LS FOOROWEGS 33¢930LmM30L JgMBGMEo 8x0sL I gdgd0L Jobg300
6ol 999000953 bwyaw 322 sbiogns o®Ba.

3960Bgm 3900085395¢939080 49Bbo 0dbs y3gas obogms, Loog LoGygs
»0MOE0“ B0YMMOMIOEs. FoLoesdo BMG0TYO0 s MJFSEHWIOO 353 IaMMH09d0 Hoboliffom
93b5 900 3MOMYOOL 56393)0L F0bYIPZ0m o9b5E0Bs. 3MPOMmYOOL 3MM39Ld0
dmbsfoeng m®ds 30635 H5A00s, M) M53gbs T9gbodsdgdms sb5¢0Bol gHmgreo
Pobolfot o960 F0bssMLMBIM0Z 3539MMH0GBL, 30EYMJOOL B3I BEBHSGHOLEHOIMMO



A9bBom d90m{jdcos (Intercoder reliability test). m63ds 30009035 LodMEPMM Jg0sbbIGOSL
659096039 ©5b0sbo BHMYbobyols s FMFomdols 999 Joswfos.

9mb5(399900 5385305 BEBIEHOLEH03MMO BsODBOL 3OMYMSToL, SPSS-0l dgdzgMmdom.
d9L58530b0 BEBSGHOLEBH03WMO BHJuBHJd0om( McNemar’s chi square, Pearson’s chi squre test, Cronbach’s
alpha test, ANOVA test) 3mbs (33005090l 960l 56599000b3930000 3533060l LGNS,

1.3 gM900ms X38g00, L3330 J0MH39d0 s 303MmMYHJdO
5360903900 Mmmb ¥ ai3do go96M0056s:

1. 53O oL 5959@Y6909w00 BMY0dgd0: Bo3MM ~LsDMYPIMYGOMH030 BM3MLOL (B3
39960000565 ©YIMYM9TB0E-b530MmbICOLEHWEMO, 35UbOLdYYdMBOL s 3OMABMbOL
236900900), OO0 BMIMLOL (FMGOIWOL, MgE0R00L s JFdOOMbOL BMHYJ0d7d0); Jow by
133706 ME0 (396gOMO s MLIRODBMYdIOL BOJOTYD0); SdMOEHOL
9560650090 9w0/LEH0gdol Loderzowol gbols 3993390 53¢Mgodo;

2. 50mGEoL IbsMsdFJMH0 B3O, BoIE FoJOMN0IBS, JoEOL WREGdOL, Fsm TGO,
6936093010/ 3MBEHM3IRE0DY MREWGOOL BOY0dqd0;

3. 690GHM5MMH0 BMY0TJd0, MHMIYOTOE 39359000569 BodBHMOM030, 50530sbMEMO
06@&96mqLoL 9993390, 3OMEJLEOL 359MIbIBHII0 S 395MBMIB 35300693 Mo BGHYJ0TgdO;

4. 58003509630, 251633930 Md0L/F0bsgsb0 3Mmbxwod@ol i3¢godgdo;

39903395 89900930 3030Mm009Hgd0 s 1331930 JoMb39dO:

Hla-c: Jo®owe 99005-30639b3do 5dm® @G0l 253593H9mbgdgaro 536903900 bFo6dmdl
Byo@GoM® (a), 3995850 gdqw (b) s 583035¢gbGH¥M (c) BMYOIYOL.

H1/S a-c (bLgergd3o©o): Jos®omger 890000363 96Ed0 Lywgdzomco sdMEE0L
399593969090 BMJ0IG00 BFsMHDdMOL BYoEMW MO (a), SdMOEOL 253535Mr0gdge (b) s
533035 96& O () BM9Yod9YdL.

RQ1: 50mGEH0L 316369 mws© 6o 360300 Fo6MHdMIL oMo 39003mbEH9bEGHT0?

RQ1/S (bgergd3060): bdgbosb 9F0MeE0 SdMMEHOL 3mb3MYEMEs© MO BMY0THOO
FoOdMBOL JoOrmme 390053mb39bEd0?
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H2a-c: 30bbg63530meo 303600 gdol boobgm®mdsgom 3mb@H9bEHT0 sdMmMEOL
399593469090 BMHJ0IGO0 50935305 610G (a), Qo8O NEGdg (b) s
533035 96& O (c) BM9Yod9dL.

H2/S a-c (bgergd3o©o): 3mbLgM35EH0o 3030 gdol 3905 BoobRMGOAs30Mm
30639630 LY gd30MIMHO OMOEOL 25359BHYmbgdgEo FMHJ0dGdO S©09F5EJds bJoBHMIEME (a),
39053560909 (b) s 5800350 9bEGHWE (c) 536r9009dU.

H2 d-f: ¢00d96H5¢0 60 8085600990930l boobxgmmszom 30mb3gbEdo sdmGmEol
399535609090 BMHJ0dGO0 50935E 905 bgodMoEmE (d), ¥83035¢9gbEe (e) s
3985996909 () BHodgdL.

H2/S d-f (byergd3060): WodYMHIOO 0O gdoL LEOBbBMOTs30Mm 3mb3YbEHTo
1993010 53O EHOL 45855OHMMGdI0 BOHJ0TOO 5©gdoBH0S bgoB® oM (d),

399593 9yb909w (e) s 530035 9bEM® (f) 3MY0TYOL.

H2 g-i: 396¢©0bE¥Imo 0069dw9wgdq00l 3900l Boobrm®dszom 3mbE96@Edo sdmEME 0l
B90@®sMH0 BOH0d700 BFoMHdMIL S0MMEHOL go8sdEHYbgd9w (g), S3MMEH0L o85d5MHMEgdgE
(h) s 5300350 9bEHwE (i) BOGYOAYOL.

H2/S g-i (bgargd3060) 396GO0LEMWO 00Mgdwgd9gdol Igool Boobxm®dsgom
3069630 by gd30IMHO BMOEOL bgOEBHMIMMO RBMYJ0TJIO bLFSOHDOMDOL SdMOEOL
399593 Y16909w (g), 53MOEH0L 59550 Mgdge (h) s 531035 gbEW® (i) 3GM90TgdU.

RQ2. ®™389e0 890005 (¢00dgGmocm®o, 395GHM0LEH™ME0, 3mbLgM35@0wo) 53wdgdls
MO bJoMo 53MOEGHOL 09dol?

RQ2/S (bgergd3060): HMIGEro 3900 (€r0dgemseMo, 390EGHMOLEH™MwO,
3MbLyM35@0Mwo) 589d90L MBOM bdoGms LYw9gdEoMmO SOMMEHOL 0gdsl?

RQ3: 569dmdL 0v) 565 3930060 890005L50v15¢9d08 0EYMEIMYO0)E F0TSOMYIENGISLS S

236909900l 256339990 3030l (359593Y«mbgdg0, 25358500 9dge0, 690GHMIMEO,
530035096&M0) g58tmyggbgdsls meol?
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1.4 990092900
322 3550l 565¢r0D00 oP0bs MM byoE®o Mo 6MH9dgd0 godmygbgdos

AsboEsmd 1dgBL bofowdo (n=249, 73.7%), 53mOEH0L godsdEYbgdgwo 1Mgodgdo - 238
Asboensdo (70.4%), 53O EOL 458585MMMGdGE0 BMHJOTJOO - ISbEMGd0m Igbmmgdo (n=63,
18.6%) o 533035¢09bGMo 53¢Mgodo - 830609 bofioerdo (n=20, 5.9%).

McNemar’s chi square-bo@ol@oz®mds Ggb@ds 563965, M Imnerosbs 8g0sdo
BEGOGOLEHOIMNOO 5EBSNMIOL JMMBOM 96 IBOJLOMP Foblb3z539ds BgoEHMW G
39959396909 B3M90d9gdL dcmMol, 080EMI, HMI MH3MEOIbMOdM0350 ByoG® IO
39959396909 R3M90d9gdl Mol mdbodzbgum asblbgs390ss, 0939, 25959BHYgmbgdgwo
03690d0b 5WBINMDS MBOM FoVIE0S, 30QMY 3535F5MMNEYOJO FM90dgd0L (x=146.26, p=.00) 56
580035e96& ol (x=208.35, p=.00).

331930 99009250 399033905, T oL 580 EMT0oboMmYdEs LEFsMCWO/3bMbol
Byo@Gowm®o gmgodo (n=162,47.9%) (369039000 450sb5Howgds obowg gb®owo N 3-9o).

33w930L 8909250 359Mm0339ms, ™I bgErgd30IO SOMOEJODBY Fologddo
30606505 356mbols bgo@®ow o gmgodo (n=42,60.9%) (536909900l gosbsfoggds obowg
3b®owwo N 4-90).

326L9(3959029¢m0 Gg0sUsTwys¢m98980
30bLgM35¢ 0o 8085009 gdol 390530 53MmMEOL 45358EYbgdgeo 13Mgodgdo (n=51,

87.9%) LFsMmdMOL byoE MG BMg0dgdL (n=40, 69%), 3mBoEGHowGOL (n=7, 12%)
58303509bGMML (n=5, 8.6%), M55 LGOS BESBHOLEH03MMS.

McNemar’s chi square-bo@ol@ozm®mds Ggb@ds 563965, GMI 3mblgMzs@0 dgosdo
50O 0L 459593 Y6909w00 R3M90dgd0L MLYIMBOL FgGEHO SEBSMMBY, 300009 Bgo@ oGm0
136909900U (p=.035) 56 3mBoE0MHo 3MH70dgd0L (x=42.023 , p=.00) 56 53d03509bEHwGO
1690900l (x=42.19 , p=.00).

30bLgM35¢ 0o 8085M:0Ygdol d90sdo BgEgdEoemo SOMMEHOL 1gds IBOJLOM©S
12 35Boe580. 3mbLYM35EH0MEo JodsMrmMEgdol 390530 25359¢3gmbgdgwo gmgodgdo (n=11,
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91.7%) LF>OHOMDES bgOBHOIEME 73MJ0TJOL (n=9, 75%), 3mDBoGHoWEOL (n=2, 16.7%) ©>
530035 96&OL (n=1, 8.3%).

09939, McNemar’s chi square-U@s@obGHo3«emds GHgbGds 583965, O™ 3MbLYMZsGHOwMw
99000580 1Ygd30O0 SB3MOEHOL 45853EY6909w0 BMY0TGIOL FGEHO SEBSMMBS 56 SMLYIMBL
B90@®s MO 360890 sb 9990Mgd0m ( p=.62), o360 253593HYmbgdgro g3egodgdo
BGOGOLEHOIMNOO 5EBSNMIOL 2om35¢0lH0bJd0D 509853Yds godsdsMrmngdgro (p=.00) s
5330350960 3M90d900L ( p=.00) HomEgbmdsls.2

08905650 F90oslsFw)s¢98980
0d9MH5EMM0 30O gdol F900 Y39wsHg bdoMos 0ygbgdl bgo@cow®

0690090l (n=133, 82.2%), G55 BLFsOHBdMBOL Aoboegdls, HMAEgddoE bgysGOIMHO BGMJodos
3590my9gbgdmwo (n=112, 68.7%), 5939 3ods35(MNEdY BMH0dgdL (n=33, 20.2%) s
500035009636 3M90dq0L (n=11, 6.7%).

653 3995995 BEAIGHOLEH03WE 650 BL, McNemar’s chi square-bEo@olE03Mds GHglEds
5B3965, ®M3 0dgMH M 9900590 5OMOEOL bgoBMIEMEMO R3MJ0TJdOL TGO SEBSMMBSY,
300069 b9393H0M0 BMG0dgo0L (x=5.80 p=.016), 3mBoEH0MMO 536503900l (x=86.9 , p=.00) 6
5330350960 BM90dgd0L (x=119.07 , p=.00).

©0d9MH5EM0 30O gdol d905d0 BgEgd3oeo SdMEOEOL M9ds Ix0JLOM©s 36
3oL do. bgoEMOowMmo BM9godgdo (n=30, 83.3%), LFoMdMBL bgasEom® 3GMg0dgdlL (n=25, 69.4%),
3mDo@GHowmeL (n=7, 19.4.7%) ©s 580035¢9bGHMEOL (n=2, 5.6%).

McNemar’s chi square-b&o@ol@oz®mds Ggb@ds sb396s, HMI odgMsH Igosdo
bgergd 3060 53O EHOL bgoEMowOHO BMG0IGOOL FgEHo BEIGHOBEH0IMNOO SEIDIMMDS 56
5MLgdMBL, 693530OM6 G9s0Mgd0m (p=.22). 09335, §59593Ybgd9w0 BMHYG0IGdOL

2 BEAHSEHOLAHO0ZIMO BHILEOL 39mYgbgdal SO JMEGBES FoboEgdOL d30MY MoMmEBMdS.
099939, 3oL 9d0L MOMEIBMBOL oBOOL LHTSWYds 53 33g35L 56 3JMbos,

306500056 ByE9dEoWe S3MOEHBY IMIDsIOIMWo FoLogdoL LMY 99J390 YOGS
565¢0BUL.
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BEGOGOLEHOIMOO 5EBINMBS 5©0gdoBHY0S 25d535MN9dg0o (p=.00) s 53035 9bEGHWEO
2369099000 ( p=.00) GomgbmdsL.

GIBAPOUA o Ggo0sbsdrserg8980

395G®0LEGHME 39000590 5OMOEOL bgOEHMIEMEOO S oBsdEHYbgdgw0 BMY0THdO
000Jdol 05658365 G0l Fo®dm©9b0oo 89090 M9bsxsMEMdOm: bgodMowmeo (n=76, 75.2
%) 5 BgaoBH0MGOo (n=75, 74.3%). G153 8995905 3DBoEGH0ME RMY0TGL, ol 23 Fsboersdos ( n= 23,
33.8%), bmewm 538035 96@O0 36000 4 dsbognsdos ( n=4, 4%).

McNemar’s chi square-bo@ol@ozm®mds Ggb@ds 563965, O™ 396GG0LEM dgosdo
500MM 3oL BgoEMIE O 259593YMbYd9 BMG0IGOL FMMOL LEHOGHOLEH0IMMIP VOMYOMEIO
39bLb353905 96 x30dLOMs (x=.0 , p=1.00), ™3> 69A3GHOMOO R3MHJ0TJd0 bF>OHOMDOL
3mDo@GH0m6 3M90dgdlL (x=43.35 , p=.00) s 5939 533035¢gbGHM BOJ0d7dL (x=67.12 , p=.00).
abasgLo 39bab3099 3MBOEH0MO BEMYGOTGOLS S 533035 gbEHIO BOG0TGOL FMEMOL: 3MBOEHIMO
236909900 580035¢9bGHMOL BFsOHdMBOL (p=.00).

395&®0LEGHME0 80O gdol d905do BYEgdEoeO SdMEMEHOL MYds IRodloM©s 21
dsboensdo. (396GOoLE M 3900530 bYEgd30IMHO SdMOEOL bgodMowemo (n=19, 90.5 %) s
69393060 (n=18, 85.7%) 536909900 ®0mMJdol gOHMb0MH0 MroMm©abmdom sG>0l Fodmoygbowro.
653 9995905 3mDoEH0ME BMY0IGOL, L 6 Asbogsdo a3b3gds ( n= 6, 28.6%). bmwrm
58303509630 BMH90d900, 1 oboersdos ( n=1, 4.8%).

McNemar’s chi square-bo@ol@ozm®mds Ggb@ds sb396s, O™ 396GG0LE dgosdo
500MO 3oL BgoEMIWME © 259593YMbYd9 BMHG0IGOL FMMOL LBHOGHOLEH0IMMIP VOMYOMEO
3obLb353905 56 x30JLBOMSs (p=1.00), M3, bgRGHOMMO B3MHJ0TJdO bFSOOMOL 3MBOEGHOME
13690390 (p=.00) s sLg39 993035¢9bE¥M BGM0d90L (p=.00).

50MMGHoL 0935L 439eoHg bA0MOI W0dIMHSW MO FgE0s 5dMJgdlL (n=163, 48.2%), 9909y
60000300 oL 396¢OoLEMwo dgos (n= 101, 29.9%), beorgom bryen dmerml -
3MbLgM35@ 0o dg0s (n-58, 17.2%).
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boyer bgengd30mE s3MmOEDY 50FMPBEs 69 Jobowns. SOMMEHOL MYl yz9wsbg bdoGMmo
0dgMHS5EMO 3905 5899990l (n=36, 52.2%), 999 IMOoL 396EMOLEHWwo dgEos (n= 21,
30.4%), bmrem e dmEmb 30bbgm3s¢0meo dgos (n-12, 17.4%).

LAOGOLE03MOTS 565¢0Bs 5B3965 (Pearson’s chi squre test) H™I sOLYGOMOL
LGOGOLEHOIMMO 39330600 F9EOILTYSGIOL 0IMEWMYOIOH F0TIOMNYEYOILS S BMAO0IOO
X3B0L B3OJ0F900L 459Mmygbgdsls FmMob. MMam®E dMbowrm©byero 0gm, 39@0 SEWdSHMI0”
359593969090 BMHG0IdGO0L 3OHM3MOEF0WS© dgE0 MOMEYbmds (n=51, 49.51%) BodlocMgds
3MbLyM35@ 0 89000530, 300069 395GHMOLEME (=75, 42.13%) 56 OdgOSH g0
(n=112, 38.75%). ®53 99b905 630G 5¢0mM 36900900, oo 25dmygqbgdols y39wsBg dg@o
5EB5IMBS 3OO dgosdo (n=133, 46.02%), 8909y 396GHOOLEH (n=76, 42.7%)
439w5D9 bozargds 3mbLgm3s¢0me (n=40, 38.83%) 990580 (chi=4.69, p=.09""). G5 999bgds
3995356 MEGdg 5 5800350 9bEGHWE R3MJ0TJOL, 3930060 5T X{BOL 25dMYyqbgdsls s
990005b58v15 900 0EYMEMYO0)E 0TSO GIL FMEMOL 56 IROJLOMS, 39MIM, 3538060
39953569090 BMHJ0d9O0L S F905L5FISGOOL 0EIMEMYO0E 0TSOV GISL TMEMOL
(chi=2.77, p=.24) ©5 51939 3930060 533035¢09bE*IMHO BMHJ0TOOL S 90 LTS gdOL
0©JMEMQ0996 03O gdsL ImEOUL (chi=1.54, p=.46) BEASGHOLEHOIMNOSP 5O OWILEMOOS.

3b®owo N3. 36godms 03900

a36godol

236903900 500 9bMds %
»3060boL/sTsOMEgdMH0Z30* 162 47.9
»B9JBHMOM030° 131 38.8
»35UboLdYGOEXMIOL 126 37.3
»D530MbsOolE&-
995530990 80 23.7
»29L5gMMNbMgdOL* 76 225
»2IBqd0L" 63 18.6
»30MabmboL* 59 17
»00M5Ob* 56 16.6
»90200L* 45 13.3

LUGH0adoL* 40 11.8
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»30MGHILEL 29 8.1
»930M0MboL* 24 6.8
»39)M 339300 MdOL/F0Bsg b0

3mbgod@ob® 20 5.9
»390gMoL" 15 4.4
»900000569960 06 gMglol* 14 4.1

3b®owo N4, 36909900, Lgwgd3oOH0o sdMEOEOL Jobogs

236909900l

236903900 500 9bMds %
»3960b0oL/LsdsM N gdmH0z30“ 42 60.9
»B9JBHMIM030° 35 50.7
»35UboLdYGOEXMIOL 32 46.4
»36036mBob* 22 31.9
Bsgombaoerols@m-
995830990 21 30.4
»29L5gMNbMgdOL* 18 26.1
»TIBEYOOL 15 21.7
»UE0Qdob* 10 14.5
»90200L" 9 13
»39bgMol” 9 13
»00M5Ob* 8 11.6
»930M0MboL* 7 10.1
»39)M 33930 Md0L/F0bs b0
3Mbxwog@ob 4 5.8
»30MGHILEL 3 43
»900500569960 06 gMglol* 0 0

1.5. ©596md™030 3m63H9bEBsoBols sls3zbs
50MMGHoL s BYGJ30MOO SBMOEHOL 19doL Y39esHg BA0MSW OBYIMSIMHO TJOOS

58999498L. 89099 ©r0{0mMd0m dMmEOL (396¢O0LE IO 3905, bmwm, Ly dmeomls -
3MbLyM35@G0Mwo d90s.
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39565000l Bsfobs508IME 50IMRBS, HMI 065 JoOrNM d905-3mb39)bEdo,
3905 306LgMZ353 00 Fg00LYS, SOMMEHOL go8sdEHYbgd9wo s bgoBMmIEmMo 13Mg0dgdo
05650650 2590M0Y9b90s, brargnm 453585000 gdE00 - 58 MmO 653wgds.

30bLgM35¢ 0 89000530 453593HY«nbgdgo 5361903900l MromMmgbmds LFsMHdMAL
690G, 458585OHMGdW S 580035096 BMJodms GoEbgl, 09935, dmemobols
LoHobo50IIYM®, WOdYMIW F9E05T0 FIMBIMOL 55 Q5TSFSMMWGOIE0, 56M5T9E
By0@GsM©Ho $M-0d900, HMIGIOE 5093@Jds 39059BYmbgdg, 2ods35MMEGdY S
53303509636 3G-0d90L; 396GHMOLEME 890580 BYOEHMIWMOHO s 25359BHYmbgdgEo
036900900 1565065 99M0Y9gbgds, S FOMIM0Z5 509053 goBsTMMEGOJ S
530035096& 6 36(-90d90b.

53 995995 ByE9gJE0MOO SOMMEHOL godmdgdsl, BLodogg GHo3ob 390530 bgod MmO
5 692930M0 BOHJ0IGO0 96DMI 25dM0Yg9bgds S 50GFEGOS 25F5FIMMNWYOIIO S
58903500966 BOHJ0dmS HoEb3L.

500MMO G DY Bobosdo 33930l 89RO 399M033900 bmmo mdobsbE Mo gdgodo:
3960boL/LsFoONEGOMH030 O BoJEBHMIM030 BMYG0TGd0 (690G MO0 530M50T9d0L X AM3R30),
35L9bolidagdmdol, bo30MmboeolEME-©gdmyMIx30E0Es MLOBOMbMYdOL BMY0TYdO
(550539969090 BHY0dIOOL X3IB0). LILIJFONE SDMMGBY Foboersdo 33erg30L FgEIYOE
3990033905 8990920 bmomo mdobsb@ Mo i36godo: 356mboli/bsdsMmmwgdcHo30 s
13993 MOM030 5361503900 (bgo@Mowm0o BMJ0TGO0L X330), 35UvboLdyYdMBdOL, 3GMYPbMBOL
5 Bs30Mmbool@®m-gdmacmexrgomwo 36Mmg0dgdo (359583Yb909eo 136Mg0dgdol xaw9R0).

3OL9dMBOL 35330600 F9E0BTMSGIOL 0EIMEMROO F0TIOMNEGOIBS S SBMOEHOL
09dob 36006l Mol 0935605, M 5953@Yb9d9w R3MYJ0TJOL yz9wsbg bdoMs
3MbLyM35@0Mo 390005 049bgdl s Y39 sBY 08305M5© - WOBYMSWIGO. Bgo@ Mmoo
0369099000 2590996930l Y39WsHBY OO SEBIMMBS W0dYMSWE F905d05 S Y39WsBY
Bs3e0gd0 - 30bLgMZsE 0 8g05d0.

99000530 50O E0L/BYE9gdE0OO S0MOEHOL dgbobgd 0bBMMT5300L 493039 gdoLLL
Lobgardfogm s 93egbos oEYHMDID. 59 MOYIBOBE30900L HoedmIoqbugdo Hodmbifozgb Hob
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09990 5 JgLod530BOE, Y39 b9 bdoms Lobgwdfogm dmbgumggdo s oGSO IOJO
LOLMEPOIOM 53EMMOGHYBHIJO0 50055 0bZMEOTs300L Fysmrmagdo.
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30030b696@0 2. 30LgdM030 3063)gbESbsEoBo

9900053mb6&96&0b 130L936M030 glogwrolismzol Imbs 390 Jolorgdol Mgdsdmeo
565¢0B0. 890005 Bsloengdol 3gduEHgoo 4oobse0BEs 0843505, MM 0©IBEHOBOGOMS
dsboensdo godmyggbgd o g6Mm90dgd0. s939, 99bs0BEs b FMEOIGd0, HMIWMS LEFSEGdOM
53O G0 353006900 0gM Joeobl, JoeOMdOL bmMdsEHowmw 3mbLEGHMYI3090096. g0
306396 0L 130L90M030 JgLHogerolisl ImbEs Fgos oL gdol MYdsE«Mmo BsEoBO Mmmbo
A030b (3585939169090, 45358509390, Bgo@Mow©0, 530035 9bEMO) R3MJ0dgdol
139693 do godm39999o 3603369wMmd900L LY.

099530 565¢0Bol Jobbom, Imbs bLbzsslbgs 390slsdw)owgdgdols doge mmbogy
&030L 367030 odM(3999990 FsLoEgdol IR MBI, LogHNM EMI0BIBEH OO 1MgdqdoL
0©96¢ 05803060705 s 3609369 ™dgd0L 0bFHIMO3MGES(300. 3950M0339ms BMJ0dobymwo
0bLEGHMMY63H9d0, 390dm© g@OxRMMYd0 (metaphors, dogowomgdo (exemplars), 3OH@DO0s6O
RM5Hgd0 (catchphrases), s0fgMomo gmsHgdo (depictions), bbgs, MHMAwqdo3 obygzol@meo
0bLEGHMMIY6 3Gl OHMEL SLE¥MEdL s FoglodseIHO 9JL3MILOIMDOM QoTMboE O3l
Lo0Jdgerls (Gamson & Modiliani, 1989).

2.1.b533930 3ombgzgdo
30L906030 36396 obserobo d98g0 1533w 930 30Mb39d0L dobgwzom

356bmEO 309w o:

RQ4: 5 9990l 9935380600905 53O E0L/BgwgdEoeo S0MmMEH0L godsdgmbgdgwo
1M9godo?

RQ5. ®s g3090d0bymeo bg®bgdom sHgbL s3m™ME0l/LwgdomMo sdmOEOL
39959396909 B3M90dobal dgos?

RQ6: 5 09990l 9935380600905 50O E0L/BgEgdEoeo S0MMEHOL godsdsMmEgdgwo
1M9godo?

RQ7. 5 369000630 bgdbgdom sHgbl 5dmEmEH0l/bgargd30IH0 sdmOEob
3995356909 3M90dobyl Ig0s?

RQ8: /5 9990l 1935380600905 50O E0L/BgwgdEowemo s0mME0L bgo@®sw o gemgodo?
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RQY. G5 g309000bymeo bg®bgdom sH9bL s3m™ME0L/LYwgd30mMo sdMOEOL
B90@GsM® 360d0byl Igos?

RQ10: 5 099990 353306000905 50MmEE0L/Lgegd30M0 53O EHOL 5dd035¢9bEwGmO
1M9godo?

RQ11. 5 36g0dobgymeo bgdbgdom sbgbl s0mMEHol/bgergd30rIMHo sdMmOE0L
53003509636 3M0d0byL Ig0s?

RQ12. 5 &m0 543L  Joenl sdm®Eob/Lgegd30meo s3mMEHol olizmedlido?

2.1. »30l906030 3m63gbEH65E0BOL I336s

500MGoL/LYEgd30O0 SdMEOEOL OLIMOLT0, oL MMIOOM, SdMOEOL
2995919196909 (,,65300bsOLEHMEM-gIMYM R0, ,3OHMYbMBOL®, ,,35LwbolidygdMdOL,
»00050b*, ,,0H9w0a00L%, ,9ddM0MboL®,,LE0adol,  ,396gMOL" ©s ,,
MLOBOHPHBMGOOL, “‘BOHG0T9d0) ©EOLINOLIO FoMHIML 35EMOIMJSEIMHO MOGHMMO3S, HMIgEdog
05953530 ©MJ0boM9dL s 56 Lol Joerols bds. 53 EOLIMOLDY MREGdS by M3yem0s
Lobgdfozml s 93eglosls. SdMEOEH0 YIMYM OB 35ELEHOMBILIMD s 9MHOL
3900589690505 5MHOL 25030390e00. bYargd30IMH0 SO GO IIMYMOR0ME FHOW IO
3960b0ogds, HMmAMO 3 IMLobegmdol 30900l BodEmEo. 360d3b9wmg560 09dss SdMEEOU,
HMAMO3 32300, 33309wMmdol ImMow&o Loddody, OOl 4sdmbHmGmgdsg dbmemo
93%9LooL ffoswdos gbodegdgo. s3MmMEGH0 sMHob LoMEbzowol, Lobsbwmwol, sbsdsmewols
3936db6900L {gotrm. gl gdmE0900 dmgero 3bmzMgdoL A56d53cMdST0 YoaMdgErgds s
boogomdo 56 Imaliggbgdl 5sd0sbl.

9O5IO0 GO0, LOI SOMMEH0 J5TIOMEGOME0), ,w9BLYOOL” GMHYJ0dos. 50
G030 3oL 9dT0 5939630 Joeob MREGdSBYS - 2ob35MAML Lbgewo s 2503900Mb sdMmME0. 50
oL3MOLOL igomrmgdo d9EHHowow 5MlOTMZMMIM MMYIB0BE30900L Ho@dmIsaqburgdo,
91399060L3 M0 X yMRBJOOL Fo3MmToYgbgdo S 9J0dgdo 5(056. BA0Mms©, 50MEMEHOL dmdbMggdo
0530053300 30mD030590 56056 S L3NG OLZMOBL sdMOEOL IM[oboswdgaqgms
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56M299963900L oMYMBIDY, 3MBEMMATI6EE05DY 93909b. 583356150, ,MBEGOOL” BMgOTom
30MOGH0L 45959@Y6909000 OLIMOLOL IBIWBLYdS bgds.

690&H®o® ©ol3MOL0 (,B5JGMOM0Z0, ,0053056M0 0BEIMLOL® , ,,3OHMEJLEHOL
B350 GO030“gMHJ0TJO0)I0MO0Mss© d03E0bsMY sHE 58dgd0 S FM3wgbgdos sLbobwmeo,
35250ms© 153956MbIIOM 0b0(30SEH03900, 50053056MEMO OLEMM0Yd0, 5625M0TGOOLS S
3393900l 36)9H96@ 930900, La3OMEHILBEHM 5430900 s bbgs. slsb0dbsg0s, MM Lywgdzoweo
58O 3oL gbobgd oLIMOLO JOMHOMIPIE BoJBHMIM0Z BMJoddo J0dEObIOMYMIL s JodE0bstg

93 9690L sHgMU.

500MGoL 459999900L bBowo Mdg@gbhows LYbLooMMo, §Judmglowwo s
6535 BH 05,053 50MOEOL FoM0b500B3E0sL s BEH0YTsEHOBYOL 0f393U.

53690306 0bLEGHMMIYHGHGOS© MOMYMNR0MO 3MbME 93008 dJmbg 39EHoRMMYO0
BMDBIO0 (,40005996905%, ,B309dOL ...mFMFYsem bm335“) @MIoboMgdL. dgEo gjudmgloolbmgzols
bdoMo 39JuGHTdo Lbgsolibgs AbsBHIMIO BMETEHJO0S BsOVIE0, Fo45E0M, gdLo.

0b330LEHMOO bgMbgdosb sdMMEHMb 3530090 OLZMOLTO FoMHIMBL
MSOHYMBoM0 b3fows 3900, bozzowliobgegdo s BAboBgwgdo (56, 396, 565306, 6965306,
390L5Q, 5.9.), M3 3MBEGHMMYMTI6E 300U BB Fgglisdsdgds. godmoygbgds sligag bofowszo
»29600“, 053 30MAsbgdM® EMBL JgqLodsdgds.

A99bGHobL 9gu3MHgLoYEMdS Joorfigzs 99MGdgd0L, Motymzomo Jgx3s9dgdoL
3590g9gb900m, HOEGHMM0IME0 30b3900L 59mYygbgdom s IM3w9gbgdol 3039MHdMEWOBsGoO !
»3obs 890d@wgds 09b0gMHo 0gmlb ob MK sbo, LEsE SOMOEJOO 39PIOS S MVMLIOO 35@IMS
561Yd9d0L MW3ZNME BIHOWO bl SBOOOWGOO EoEOD?“ (005, 08.01.2014).

» 3008905, OMIgoE LoJoON3ge™mIos, AMBREOMTo GOMN-9OHMO Y39 sHg MBOM
QOOY: ,09MO3O boymaMdOL 8583969090 9BIM-9M00 439eoHY Fo0ow0s ABMBE0MTon”
(,063H9M3MH9LBomLo, 13.03.2016).

50O GMb 053538060900 OLIMOLO, OMIGEOE 5B SHOL 3538060 9dMwO,

3mDo30MmboMOIL 9939390l Joels, HMYMEE 3GMDEGISEGIOLS s BJRIBHOMEL, B0 Joerols
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39005093930 gds 53O 0L s BYEgJE0MmO SOMOEHOL dglobgd 9Hobsswdgygds dwdog
Bogma30969dsL, JoML MObOOL JOHMZ69WMdIL s 0()393L IIMYM IR 35EVEHOMBSL.

50MO G396 05393806090 OLIMOLBI0, J5EBGOOLIZYOHMBJO X YIBJOO 93egLbOd
@5 Lobgedfoxzm Jowb, HMIgEoE SdMOEL 039m9dL (©YE™dOL) 0 ol Imfiobsswdgag
0969mBgb9b. 53 oLIMOLA0, Joegdo 439oBHY 653w 9ds® IMbsforgmdgh. ollobo sM739ML
34390096.
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3™33mbgbEo 3: g)®mbsgoliBgdol s Mgosgdm®mgdols
3969MLYbLoEOMGMdOL 33935
3033mb9630 3-0b BoMygddo, 33¢0g350 golfoges, 0199 HMYMEMOS

53MOGHM6/L9E9J30E SOMOEHMID ©35300609d0 LEOEFMOTs30M 3:MbEBHYBEHOL BfsMTMgdgwo
J966500lE OO0l O om0 MIJBHMMJOOL 9bgMLgbLOEH0MOMdS s Ho®mdm®yqbgdo
50O GM56/19e9d30E SBMOEGHMID 3938060 9d0.

3.1.b333@a30 X3IBO
15330930 XdB0 LOJIONZY MU §9OBsOLEHOHO Go03oL JsOEoob

b9wdmdfg®o 390bsolBgdo s HJIJGHMMJI0 50056, MMIgerog 256 (936r0Lysb
090290M0. 1533093 X3NBL MBEs0b J0Mbzs6o (google survey) 2so9aHo36s. PbM3bs
3393530 dmbsfoegdols Gglsbgd, 30b35MmOL doogbegbs s Tgblinbgds 2016 fiewols 27
35600 24 ds0bol 256353cMdST0 5070 EPOL FY5WGOM 6-X GO 4oBbMM oG ..
393900 30MH356MYOOL, 964, ogdMEO 35UbYOOL MroMmEYbMdST Fgoy0bs 113
96010 (44%), o3 MBEs0b 259 300b30LmM30L 3oMbzsmOL Gg3Lgdols Jomawn
95h39690o 0m3zwgds (Dommeyer et al, 2004).

3.2. 33¢5¢0900 s LaBMIgdo
J0650olE900Ls O MJIJGHMMGIOL 295gMLIBLOEIMMOdOL s sdMOEOL J0TsMID

©59M 30009399900l dGbog35L9do F9Ys 3000b35M0, HMIGEoi M89b0dg 3m3mbybE oLy
390905: 5) 30b3560, HMIgoE IM0EI3L YTIMYMIGOVIE 3000b39dL;

0) 3000b3560, ®MIJro 0330930 JYMBIOLEJOOL S MYIJEHMMYOOL
3969MOL9bLOEH0MOMAN; ) 3000b3560, HMIgo 0331930 MBI LE OOl
6905JBHMM900L Bs3MNM0Z 53MOEHMB s LYgd30IM SOMOEML H353806MGdNIE Bs30MbYBU.

300b3z5600L ol bsfoero, ®mdgeois 499m30mbwms 39bgM-036dbMdgE MOl 5535190,
BGObIO G Bosl 9yMEbmds (Spence & Helmreich, 1972), ®mdwol s@s3GH0609ds
LogoMM39emL 3G MOIEo 393053030056 359m0bscg Imb..

38026H0b 5 b9¢9930216 580265H0256 s 2530005981070 bs20006980L g359cabs 3207930

0bbA®1896¢H0b 596620 300062560 89y S S0 LHYOMM LM EFOSEIMO 45FMI0MB3OL
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(GSS) 5306 0L 300bg00Lsb s 9 B9 F0gM OEIMGHVIMSDY OIYOHBMdOm Fgagbowo
30O GHMb 053538060900 301MH39d0LYRB. LOgHDM LMEFOSW MO A5TMIOMHZ0L JoMb3OL
500O 0L 035M00 M0 gd0L FgLobfogE s 999603500 Ym39eH0MSE 5EHMYOL
B530Mbom0o LEBMASOMIIM030 SHBOOL 33¢0930L 0BLEBHOEMEO B0ZIYML MboggMLoEGEYGHT0. 50
3000b35ML F505¢00 LEBEOMMBS 593L s FoLO 5OEIOMDS OPILEMMGdwos (Embree,1998).
Joegd0ol Grmerol 085600 sdMm30090vIgdol dgLogwrols IoBboom 15 3ombgz0s60 JombzsMo s
530MO 3oL 305000 IM30J0Egd0L F9aLHogwgEo 30Mb35MHO(GSS)omscdbs. 3ombgzscol
JoOH»MEgbmgzs60 39ML0S gx35Bs MmO 9Ju3gHEOL JogH. 9du3gMEGHIO0L Fgx5L9d0l dobgzom
OO 398356EMMmd0L 3Jmbg ©gd9w 90930 sBMLEHLS S WI3MMYIEBHOMS.
399M0339ms 89900930 3030Mmm9Hgd0 s bH33eg30 30Mb39d0

H3: g7665¢00b3H9d0 50056 4960090L9bLOE0MM9dO0.

RQ13: 3960096L96L0E0OMBOL OHMYMOHO MY 033900905 JMbswOlE9dTd0?

H4: 57665¢00b3H900 50056 50O E0ob 303560 2)509gmBoms@ 456fymdowbo.

RQ14: 50m6OEH0l 80856000 ©5dM 3009000l O™y ™Mby 033900995
J96bsolE 90807

H5: g79665¢00b3H900 50056 99300 53mOEHO0L 0O MoMmYMmBomMs© 49bfymdowbo.

RQ15: bgergd3oeo sdmOEol 30dsMm ©8Mm30090vIgd0l HMAMOHO Mbg 0337079057
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3.3.33@930U 390093900

3969l 9bLOEH0MOMIOL 13oeol 99900 30mbgzgdol dobgzom dm3930)mos
35®0do NI. DMy, Y39 30mb35Dg 353990 35Uvbgdol Lodwswm dsB396989w0 3- By
39@09, M55 0o 35LbYdBY F0POMGOL, HMIgdoE 39¢) 396IOLYBLOEHMOMBIL J0560T6YOL.

gb®owo N 12. 4960g6LgbLoE0wWGMdOL b3ses

N 300b3900 n M SD

1 »300905 5 Mo 107 3.92 1.37
10393990 Joerol 30606 MBO®
L5dog g0 Ambolidgbos, 3000MY
3530L.”

2 »J390 Q5 MO F5gMHOLOL 107 4.84 .46
05650500 306HM09d00 b
LoMRAYOXMdHIH.”

3 »J9eols LoAMZMOWY 3530l 107 4.04 1.34
LoINZMHEYHY B3O LsEIYL0s.”

4 ,050599060M39 9300630396 107 4.56 77
306Md9030, MHMES Joeo 59GH0WEMm0s
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Abstract

The qualitative and quantitative content analyses of the topic of abortions, including sex-
selective abortions in Georgian media has revealed, that media pays less attention to abortions,
and especially sex-selective abortions. From 2006 to 2014, 322 articles were published in 12
media outlets, out of which 69 referred to the subject of selective abortion. The discourse on
abortion, including the sex-selective abortion, is mainly based on the factual frame, describing
the ongoing developments, which are voiced by the power elites (the state and the church). For
the state, communication of abortion is the communication of its successful demographic policy:
abortion/selective abortion threatens the nation with dying out, while state policy prevents from
it. Church views abortion as a sin - an act directed against motherhood, the primary function of a
woman, and therefore, as negative and unacceptable. Various media with different editorial
policies covers the issues of abortion and sex-selective abortion in different ways: in centrist
media neutral and incriminating frames are presented in equal amount, while in liberal media
neutral frame is prevalent, and in media content with conservative direction incriminating frames
dominate over the rest.

The qualitative analysis of news content has revealed that neutral coverage of abortion is
related to factual and legal frames in which high statistics related to abortion and selective
abortion and legal regulations concerning abortion ban are covered; demographic-nationalist
frame dominates among negative, incriminating frames drawing abortion and selective abortion
as a precondition for demographic disaster. Woman’s safety frame, which is mainly focused on
negative impact of abortion and selective abortion on women'’s health and responsibility frame,
which imposes responsibility for abortion and selective abortion on women, are also actively
used. Justification of abortion is connected to the frame of a woman’s right and has minimal
representation. The woman is almost voiceless in the media discourse.

The dominant sources of discourse related to abortion, including sex-selective abortion,
are state officials and church authorities, whose rhetoric stigmatizes abortion and selective
abortion and discusses the issue in the context of demographic crisis, as well as in an anti-
maternity context.

Along with the sources, journalists perform a very important role in the coverage of
abortion and sex-selective abortion, which, based on the theory of framing, rely on their own

perceptions and values in the frame selection process. The survey of journalists (N = 113)



conducted within the framework of the study, showed that the gender sensitivity rate of
journalists is above average and their attitude towards abortion and sex-selective abortion is

negative.
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Introduction
Sex-selective abortion is the termination of pregnancy when the birth of a girl child is

considered undesirable. This is a just another form of femicide and is a vivid illustration of the
ongoing abuse against women. Femicide, according to the Vienna Declaration, is the murder of

women and girls because of their sex (Vienna Declaration, 2012).

Gender Inequality and Violence against Women in Georgia

According to the Regional Report of the Social Institutions and Gender Index (SIGI)
2019, despite the legislative reforms that promote gender equality, due to the deeply embedded
social norms and practice, discrimination against women living in Eurasia lasts during their
entire life, especially within the family. According to the same report, deep-set social norms
remain as the most problematic issue in the region. For example, less willingness for having
female children in the Caucasus has caused the alarming breach of the balance between the
sexes: in Azerbaijan, Georgia and Armenia 170, 000 females were not born among the children
aged 0-4 years.

Georgia is one of the eleven countries in the world (Guilmoto, 2012), where a
significantly skewed sex ratio is observed. The official statistics of the country since 1994 have
shown above the average sex ratio coefficients among the liveborn infants. Average sex ratio is
105-106 males on 100 newborn females, while according to the latest data, in Georgia this ratio
is 107 in case of the first children and increases to 114 in case of the third children (Geostat
2018). The ratio between the sexes remains a special problem in Kakheti, Kvemo Kartli and
Samtskhe-Javakheti regions (UNFPA, Guilmoto, Tafuro, 2017). The combination of three
factors affect the spread of sex-selective abortion practices: the desire to have a baby boy;
decrease in overall birth rate and access to abortions due to technological development
(Guilmoto 2013).

Until 2014, Georgian legislation prohibited the use of artificial birth control methods for
sex selection but did not require prohibition of abortion for the same purpose.

Artificial termination of pregnancy for sex selection is not allowed in Georgia since
October 7, 2014, except when it is necessary to avoid hereditary diseases related to sex. This
means that Georgia seeks to solve the problem of selective abortion through criminalization, as

well as India and China (Eklund, Purewal, 2017). However, this policy has many opponents.



From the literature it is known that only legislative regulations based on prohibition cannot
provide prevention of sex-selective abortion.

The term "femicide" was used in relation to selective abortions in the 1970s. In 1985,
Feminist Philosopher Ann Warren (Warren, 1985), established a new term "Gendercide"
regarding selective abortion in her book Gendercide: The Implications of Sex Selection.

Amartya Sen has documented “disappearance” of nearly 100 million girls (Seen, 1992) as
a result of sex-selective abortion, carelessness and unequal care, however, according to other
estimates, this figure is much higher.

Part of the feminists think that using the term “Gendercide” in the context of selective
abortion counterposes the universal right of a woman to have free choice over her body or in
other words, the autonomy of her body (Macklin, 1999).

However, the other part of scientists shares the idea that selective abortion, when it is
carried out in the context of son's superiority, is an ethical problem (Warren, 1999, cited in Nie,
2010). Feminist critiques of sex selective abortions have further framed the practice as an act of
violence, by drawing attention to the rights of the female fetus, rights which are normally
articulated as part of anti-abortion arguments (Goodkind, 1999).

The conceptualization of sex-selective abortion as a demographic ruling mechanism of
the population from the part of the power elites is also possible. In this regard, the concept of
Foucault’s "Biopower" is noteworthy.

Bio-power, as conceptualized by Michel Foucault (1998), represents the disciplinary power that
nation-states employ in controlling populations through technologies of power. Defined literally
as ‘‘power over bodies,”’ bio-power is ‘‘an explosion of numerous and diverse techniques for

achieving the subjugation of bodies and the control of populations’’(Foucault, 1998).

The Aim and the Practical Value

In order to perceive the ways of interpretation of the issue of a public scale and the use of
the behavior connected to it in daily life, it is necessary to understand how the issue is
constructed, in particular, what frames are associated with it and what linguistic structures are

used in the compound of these frames.



The study aims to analyze mediation of abortion/sex-selective abortion frames in
Georgian news media; the study shows how the media covers abortions and sex-selective
abortions; what frames exist regarding abortions and sex-selective abortions; what thematic
content is spread within the dominant frames; and finally, in the prism of framing theory, what is
the role of the sources and journalists in mediation of abortion and sex-selective abortion.

One of the reasons of unresolved and problematic state of sex-selective abortions is its
non-recognition in the society, which is caused by the lack of understanding of the problem by
journalists and the low level of publicity in the media, which leads to the lack of evidence-based
policies and practices in regard to sex-selective abortions.

The importance of the research is extremely high, since the skewed sex ratio in favor of
male infants born in Georgia can affect the demographic and social development of the country.

Because abortion, including sex-selective abortion, is related to the women’s health and
the social role, the results of the study will allow us to discuss the nature of public opinions about
women, the role of women and the rights of women, as well as the role of media and journalists
in the formation of these opinions.

The findings and recommendations of the research are important for professional media
representatives, as well as for perceiving the problem of Femicide, women's reproductive and

anti-violence policies in Georgia and on a global scale.

Scientific Innovation

Until now, sex-selective abortion and abortion mediation research has not been conducted
in Georgia.

I have been interested in sex-selective abortion issues since 2009. Information about sex-
selective abortions in Georgian media was first published in Liberali magazine in 2009
(Tsomaia, 1 June, 2009).

Therefore, my personal contribution in terms of raising the issue of sex-selective abortion
problems in Georgia is worth mentioning. In 2013, I became a member of the Movement- Cost
Action "Femicide across the Europe," which united researchers from 27 European countries.
Together with the European colleagues, I have contributed to the study of the phenomenon of
Femicide through the development of definitions, reports and recommendations. I believe, the

study of media coverage of sex-selective abortion as one of the forms of Femicide in Georgia



will facilitate a more in-depth understanding of the issue and more researchers will get interested

in this complex and multilevel issue in Georgia and abroad.

Structure of the Thesis

The thesis consists of 167 pages and includes the introduction, literature review, three
research methodologies, research results and the conclusion. The paper presents the discussion
and final conclusion of the results of the three studies. The bibliography and annexes are attached
to the thesis.

In the introduction, on the first seven pages the actuality of the problem, the purpose of
the study and its practical value are reviewed. There is also a brief overview of research method
and scientific innovation.

All 26 pages of the literature review represent the review of sex-selective abortion as a
form of violence against women, development of sex-selective abortion phenomenon in Georgia,
attitudes towards sex-selective abortion, gender inequality and violence against women in
Georgia, role of media in the construction of selective abortion, abortion stigma, abortion
coverage in regard with media ownership, commercialization and editorial ideology, the theory
of framing and its impact, the role of journalists and editors in the formation of the frame and the
media narration in the context of critical theory.

In research methodology, on 14 pages, research approach and design, and used variables
are discussed. Research samples, methods of data collection, coding, framing groups, sources,
hypotheses and research questions as for two quantitative studies so for one qualitative study,
surveys for journalists assessing the gender-sensitivity and their attitude towards abortion are
described in the section.

Results of the study are presented on 41 pages. The results and the conclusion of
quantitative content analysis, the results and the conclusion of qualitative content analysis, and
the results and the conclusion of quantitative research on the gender sensitivity and attitude of
journalists and editors towards abortion are presented separately.

Discussion is presented on 22 pages. This section shows the connection between the
results of the three studies conducted by me and the existing international academic researches of

the same topic.



Each study includes relevant conclusion, while the results and discussion of all three
studies are summarized in one conclusion, which is presented on three pages. In the conclusion,
the directions of future researches, which were revealed in the process of the current study, are
discussed.

Bibliography includes the list of 159 sources, which were used during the research
process.

The annex, which is presented on 16 pages, includes questionnaires, coding questions

used during the study, and the list of program codes used for analysis.

Research Components and Methodology

This research consists of several components:

Component 1 - Quantitative content analysis studies media content (framing analysis) of
various ideological directions (conservative, liberal, centrist) regarding abortion and sex-
selective abortion;

Component 2 - Qualitative content analysis — the analysis of the frames in the media
content. Attention has been paid to the meanings that stigmatize abortion (incriminating frames),
justify abortion (justifying frames), or create a neutral or ambivalent discourse around abortion,
as well as how these meanings are related to normative constructions of femininity.

Loaded words and phrases have been identified which create meaning within a given
frame that plays the role of linguistic tools and demonstrates utmost expressiveness (Gamson &
Modiliani, 1989).

Component 3 - Quantitative analysis of the survey examines the gender sensitivity and
the attitudes of content creator journalists and editors towards abortions, including sex-

selective abortions.



Component 1. Quantitative Content Analysis

The study includes analysis of informational content of liberal, centrist, and conservative
media organizations to identify the angle of coverage (‘“frame”) of abortion, including sex-
selective abortion.

Content analysis defines: a) if media covers abortions, including sex-selective abortions,
and with what frequency; b) what frames are used by media for covering abortions, including
sex-selective abortions; ¢) whether there is a difference between media outlets with various
ideological directions, namely liberal, centrist, and conservative in selecting the frames for the
coverage of abortions, including sex-selective abortions; d) what types of sources are involved in

the formation of the frames.

1.1. Study Sample

For research, we have selected informational contents of the print, television and online
resources. In total, 12 media outlets were selected: "Rustavi 2", "Public Broadcaster",
"Ertsulovneba", "Alia", "Kviris Palitra", "Liberali", "Tbiliselebi", "Netgazeti", "Interpressnews",

"Newpost", “Info 9 ".

1.2. Data Collection
The process of searching with the use of the word “abortion” in the online database has

revealed 1159 materials in the course of 2006-2016, which means that in all media outlets (40
media outlets) 1159 materials contained the search term "abortion". This material has been
filtered according to the media outlets selected for the research, after which 322 materials
remained.

In selected media outlets, researchers read all the material, where the word “abortion”
was used. In the material, the researchers defined the frames and thematic categories according
to the pre-prepared codebook.

Two persons participating in the coding process determined how relevant the units of the

analysis were in relation to the proposed content categories, the convergence of codes was tested



with a statistical test (Intercoder Reliability Test). Two coders reached the final agreement with
several rounds of training and work.

Data was processed through the statistical analysis program SPSS. The relevant statistical
tests (McNemar's chi square, Pearson's chi squire test, Cronbach's alpha test, ANOVA test) were

used to verify the unrelated connection between variables.

1.3. Frame Groups, Research Questions, and Hypotheses
We grouped the frames in four categories:

1. Incriminating frames of abortion: with macro-societal focus (in which we combined
demographic-nationalist, responsibility and prognosis frames), morality focused
(morality, religion and embryo frames), women focused (gender and women's safety
frames), and the frames containing abortion marginalization/stigma, hate speech;

2. Frames supporting abortion, which unite the frames of women's rights, including
reproductive/contraception rights;

3. Neutral frames, in which we combined the factual, human story, protesting and law-
related frames.

4. The ambivalent, uncertain/internal conflict frames;

The following hypotheses and research questions were identified:

Hla-c: Abortion incriminating frames in Georgian media content outnumber neutral (a),
justifying (b), and ambivalent (c) frames.

H1/S a-c (selective): In Georgian media content, selective abortion incriminating frames
outnumber neutral (a), justifying (b), and ambivalent (c) frames.

RQ1: What specific abortion frames are prevalent in Georgian media content?

RQ1/S (selective): What specific gender-related abortion frames are prevalent in
Georgian media content?

H2a-c: In the conservative direction news content, abortion incriminating frames exceed
neutral (a), justifying (b) and ambivalent (c) frames.

H2/S a-c (selective): In the conservative direction media news content, selective abortion
incriminating frames exceed neutral (a), justifying (b) and ambivalent (c) frames.

H2 d-f: In the liberal direction media news content, abortion justifying frames exceed

neutral (d), ambivalent (e) and incriminating (f) frames.



H2/S d-f (selective): In the liberal direction media news content, selective abortion
justifying frames exceed neutral (d), ambivalent (e) and incriminating (f) frames.

H2 g-i: In the media news content with the centrist values abortion neutral frames prevail
over abortion incriminating (g), abortion justifying (h) and ambivalent (i) frames.

In the H2/S g-i (selective): In the media news content with the centrist values sex-
selective abortion neutral frames prevail over incriminating (g), justifying (h) and ambivalent
(1) frames.

RQ2. Which media (liberal, centrist, conservative) cover the issue of abortion more
often?

RQ2/S (selective): Which media (liberal, centrist, conservative) covers the topic of sex-
selective abortion more often?

RQ3: Is there a connection between the ideological direction of the media and the use of

certain types of (incriminating, justifying, neutral, ambivalent) frames?

1.4. Results

Analysis of 322 materials has revealed that the neutral frames were used in most
materials (n = 249, 73.7%), abortion incriminating frames — in 238 materials (70.4%), abortion
justifying frames — in about one fifth of materials (n = 63, 18.6%) and ambivalent frames — in a
smaller part of the whole (n = 20, 5.9%).

McNemar’s chi square - statistical test has revealed that there was no difference between
the neutral and incriminating frames in terms of the statistical probability in the whole media, as
there was a slight difference between the neutral and incriminating frames. However, the
probability of incriminating frames is higher than the justifying frames (y = 146.26), p = .00) or
ambivalent frames (y = 208.35, p =.00).

The research has revealed that the material was dominated by the neutral legal frame (n =
162,47.9%) (see distribution of frames in Table N 3).

Study has shown in the materials on sex-selective abortions the neutral legal frame was

also prevalent (n = 42,60.9%) (see distribution of frames in Table N 4).



Conservative Media Outlets

In the media with conservative direction abortion incriminating frames (n =51, 87.9%)
prevail over neutral frames (n =40, 69%), positive (n = 7, 12%) and ambivalent frames (n =5,
8.6%), which is statistically confirmed.

McNemar’s chi-square-statistical test showed that conservative media are more likely to
use abortion incriminating frames than neutral frames (p = .035) or positive frames (y = 42.023,
p =.0000) or ambivalent frames (y = 42.19, p = .00).

In the conservative media, the topic of sex-selective abortion was found in 12 materials.
In media with conservative direction, incriminating frames (n = 11, 91.7%) exceeded neutral
frames (n =9, 75%), positive (n =2, 16.7%) and ambivalent frames (n = 1, 8.3%).

However, McNemar's chi-square statistical test showed that there is no greater
probability of selective abortion incriminating frames in comparison with the neutral frames (p =
.62), but taking into consideration statistical probability, incriminating frames exceed the number

of justifying (p = .00) and ambivalent frames (p = .00).*

Liberal Media Outlets

The media with liberal direction mostly used neutral frames (n = 133, 82.2%), which
prevailed over materials in which the negative (n = 112, 68.7%), as well as the justifying (n = 33,
20.2%) and ambivalent frames (n =11, 6.7%) were used.

As for statistical analysis, the statistical test of McNemar's chi-square showed that in the
liberal media there is more probability of neutral frames of abortion than negative frames (y =

5.80 p =.016), positive frames (x = 86.9, p = .00) or ambivalent frames (y = 119.07, p = .00).

* The use of statistical test was limited by the small number of materials. However, this study did not have the

possibility to increase their number, since the materials produced on selective abortion were fully analyzed.
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The topic of sex-selective abortion in the media with liberal direction was found in 36
materials. The neutral frames (n = 30, 83.3%) exceeded negative (n = 25, 69.4%), positive (n =
7, 19.4.7%) and ambivalent frames (n = 2, 5.6%).

McNemar's chi-square statistical test showed that there is no more statistical probability
of neutral frames of selective abortion in liberal media compared to negative frames (p = .22).
However, statistical probability of incriminating frames exceeds the number of justifying (p =

.00) and ambivalent frames (p = .00).

Centrist Media Outlets

In centrist media, neutral and incriminating frames are almost equally represented in the
following ratio: neutral (n = 76, 75.2%) and negative (n = 75, 74.3%). As for the positive frames,
they are found in 23 materials (n = 23, 33.8%), and ambivalent frames — in four materials (n = 4,
4%).

The statistical test has shown that statistically significant differences between neutral and
negative abortion frames in centralized media have not been observed (y = .0, p = 1.00),
although negative frames prevail over positive frames (y = 43.35, p = .00) and ambivalent frames
(x=67.12, p = .00). Similar tendency is observed between positive frames and ambivalent
frames: positive frames prevail over ambivalent frames (p = .00).

The topic of sex-selective abortion in the centrist media was found in 21 materials. In
centrist media, neutral (n =19, 90.5%) and negative (n = 18, 85.7%) frames of sex-selective
abortion are presented in almost the same amount. As for the positive frames, they were found in
six materials (n = 6, 28.6%), while ambivalent frames were found in one material (n = 1, 4.8%)).

McNemar's chi-square statistical test has shown that statistically significant differences
between neutral and incriminating abortion frames have not been observed in centrist media (p =
1.00), although negative frames prevail over positive frames (p = .00) and ambivalent frames (p
=.00).

Abortion theme is most frequently covered by liberal media (n = 163, 48.2%), which is
followed by centrist media (n = 101, 29.9%), and finally - conservative media (n-58, 17.2%).
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In total, sex-selective abortion issue was covered in 69 materials. Abortion is most often

covered by liberal media (n = 36, 52.2%), followed by centrist media (n = 21, 30.4%), and

finally, conservative media (n-12, 17.4%).

Statistical analysis (Pearson's chi square test) has shown that there is a statistical
connection between the ideological direction of media outlet and the use of some groups of

frames. As expected, proportionately bigger number of incriminating frames (n=51,49.51%)

are more likely to be used in conservative media than centrist (n = 75, 42.13%) or liberal media

(n=112, 38.75%). As for neutral frames, the highest probability of their use is in liberal media
(n =133, 46.02%), followed by centrist (n = 76, 42.7%) and the least - in conservative (n = 40,

38.83%) media (chi = 4.69, p = .09 **).

As for the justifying and ambivalent frames, the connection between the use of this group

and the ideological direction of media outlets was not observed, in particular, the connection

between the ideological direction of the media outlets and justifying frames (chi = 2.77, p = .24)

and the connection between the ideological direction of media outlets and the ambivalent frames

(chi = 1.54, p = .46) were not statistically proven.

TableN3

all materials

Frames N of Frames %

Legal frame 162 479
Factual frame 131 38.8
Responsibility

frame 126 37.3
Nationalist frame 80 23.7
Women'’s safety

frame 76 22.5
Frame of rights 63 18.6



Prognosis frame
Morality frame
Frame of
religion

Stigma

Protest frame
Embryo frame
Conflict frame
Gender frame
Human interest

frame

59

56

45

40

29

24

20

15

14

17

16.6

13.3

11.8

8.1

6.8

59

4.4

4.1

Table N4

frames, materials on sex-selective abortion

Frames N of frames %
Legal frame 42 60.9
Factual frame 35 50.7
Responsibility frame 32 46.4
Predictability frame 22 31.9
Nationalist frame 21 30.4
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Women’s safety frame 18 26.1
Frame of rights 15 21.7
Stigma 10 14.5
Frame of religion 9 13
Gender frame 9 13
Morality frame 8 11.6
Embryo frame 7 10.1
Conflict frame 4 5.8
Protest frame 3 4.3
Human interest frame 0 0

1.5. Quantitative Content Analysis Conclusion

Abortion and sex-selective abortion issues are most frequently covered by the liberal
media, while next in order is the centrist media, and the conservative media comes the last.

In contrast to the assumption, study revealed that in whole Georgian media content, with
the exception of conservative media, abortion incriminating, and neutral frames are equally used,
while the justifying frames are used less than the two latter frames.

In the conservative media, incriminating frames prevail over the neutral, justifying and
the ambivalent frames. However, contrary to expectations, in the liberal media prevail not
justifying but neutral frames, which dominate over incriminating, justifying and ambivalent
frames. Neutral and incriminating frames are equally used in the centrist media and have higher
share than justifying and ambivalent frames.

As for the coverage of sex-selective abortions, neutral and negative frames are used in all

three types of media and exceed the number of justifying and ambivalent frames.
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As aresult of the study of the materials which cover abortion, five dominant frames were
identified: legal and factual frames (group of neutral frames); responsibility, demographic-
national and women’s safety frames (group of incriminating frames). Five dominant frames were
identified during the study of materials on sex-selective abortions: legal and factual frames
(group of neutral frames); responsibility, predictability, and demographic-national (group of
incriminating frames) frames.

There is a connection between the ideological direction of the media outlet and the
framing of abortion topic in such a way that the conservative media uses incriminating frames
most frequently, while liberal media uses them most rarely. The highest probability of using
neutral frames is observed in liberal media and the lowest - in conservative media.

In terms of spreading the information about abortion/sex-selective abortion the state and
the church play the leading role. The representatives of these organizations raise the issues, and
correspondingly, state officials and Orthodox Church authorities are most common sources of

information.
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Component 2. Qualitative Content Analysis
Thematic analysis of media materials has been applied for the qualitative study of the

media content.

The texts of media materials have been analyzed in such a way that the negative and
discrediting associations related to abortion used in the material have been identified. In addition,
the forms were analyzed through which abortion was related to the normative constructions of

the concepts of a womanhood and femininity.

2.1. Research questions
Qualitative content analysis was conducted according to the following research

questions:

RQ4: What topics are related to abortion/sex-selective abortion incriminating frames?

RQ5: What techniques does the media use to perform abortion/sex-selective abortion
incriminating framing?

RQ6: What topics are related to abortion/sex-selective abortion justifying frames?

RQ7: What techniques does the media use to perform abortion/sex-selective abortion
justifying framing?

RQ8: What topics are related to abortion/sex-selective abortion neutral frames?

RQ9: What techniques does the media use to perform abortion/sex-selective abortion
neutral framing?

RQ10: What topics are related to abortion/sex-selective abortion ambivalent frames?

RQ11: What techniques does the media use to perform abortion/sex-selective abortion
ambivalent framing?

RQ12. What is a role of a woman in the abortion/sex-selective abortion discourse?

2.2. Qualitative Content Analysis Conclusion

The abortion/sex-selective abortion discourse, especially abortion incriminating

nn "nn "nn nn nn

("nationalist-demographic", "prognosis", "responsibility", "morality", "religion", "embryo",

nn

"stigma," "gender" and "safety," frames) discourse is dominated by patriarchal rhetoric in which
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the man dominates and the female voice is not heard. The right to this discourse rests with the
state and the church.

Abortion is identified with the demographic catastrophe and the nation's extinction. Sex-
selective abortion is also seen as a population decline factor in the demographic setting. An
important topic is the moral gravity of abortion as a sin, the murder which can only be remedied
in the bosom of the Church. Abortion is a source of shame, regret, guilt. These emotions will last
for a lifetime and will not give rest to the person even in afterlife.

The only frame where abortion is justified is the frame of "right". In this type of
material, the emphasis is on the right of the woman to own her body and have an abortion. The
sources of this discourse are largely NGOs, feminist groups, and doctors. Often, abortion
advocates are in a defensive position, building their discourse on rejecting and exposing
counterarguments to the statements of abortion opponents. Thus, the "right" framing balances the
abortion incriminating discourse.

Neutral discourse ("factual", "human interest", "protest" and "legal" frames) mainly
reflects current news and events, such as legislative initiatives, human stories, reports and
research presentations, protests etc. It is noteworthy that the discourse on selective abortion is
mainly in factual frames and describes current events.

The abortion coverage style is largely sensational, expressive and dramatic, leading to
marginalization and stigmatization of abortion.

Metaphors and phrases ("extinction", "slaughter of infants") with negative connotations
dominate as the framing tools. For more expression, various artistic formats, such as verse, are
often incorporated into the text.

Negative particles, pronouns, and adverbs (no, none, no one, nowhere etc.) predominate
in the discourse on abortion, which corresponds to the style of counterarguments. The word
"must" is also used, which corresponds to the commanding tone.

The expressiveness of the text is achieved through comparisons, negative evaluations,
rhetorical questions, and hyperbolic description of events: “How can a family be happy, if there
have been made abortions and the ghosts of ungodly chopped small fragile creatures move
around (Alia, 08.01.2014)?”

"The problem observed in Georgia is one of the biggest in the world: " Secondary

infertility rate is one of the highest in the world "(Interpressnews, 13.03.2016).
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The abortion-related discourse connected to a woman positions her as problematic and
negative, as a woman's decision on abortion and sex-selective abortion contradicts the idea of
continued fertility, undermines nationality, and causes a demographic catastrophe.

In abortion-related discourse, power groups the church and the state portray a woman
who has an abortion as opposed to the ideal woman (a mother). In this discourse, women are the

least involved. They remain silent.
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Component 3: Gender Sensitivity Research with the Journalists and
Editors

In the framework of Component 3, the study examined the gender sensitivity and the
perceptions related to abortions/sex-selective abortions of the journalists and their editors who

create the content related to abortions/sex-selective abortions.

3.1. The Research Sample
The research sample consists of journalists and editors signing the Charter of Journalistic

Ethics of Georgia, comprising 256 members. I have sent them a google survey document. The
request for participation in the survey, sending a questionnaire and reminder was made six times,
between May 27 and May 24, 2016. The number of completed questionnaires, or the number of
received answers, amounted to 113 units (44%), which is considered to be a high questionnaire

completion rate for online surveys (Dommeyer et al, 2004).

3.2. Variables and Measurement

In order to evaluate gender-sensitivity and attitude towards abortion among journalists
and editors, a survey was composed of several components: a) questionnaire that included
demographic questions; b) a questionnaire that examined the gender-sensitivity of journalists and
editors; ¢) a questionnaire which examined issues of journalists and editors in relation to
abortions and sex-selective abortions.

Part of the questionnaire, which evaluated the gender sensitivity of the respondents, relied
on the standard scale (Spence & Helmreich, 1972) that had been adapted to the cultural specifics
of Georgia.

A central questionnaire for the study of issues related to abortion and sex-selective
abortion consisted of 10 General Social Survey (GSS) questions and nine questions related to
abortions, which were composed by me based on relevant literature.

The General Social Survey is conducted annually in the United States by the Institute of
National Public Opinion Research at the University of Chicago to study attitudes towards
abortion. This survey has high credibility and its validity is proved (Embree, 1998).

A 15-question questionnaire for the study of attitudes towards the women’s role and the

GSS questionnaire for the study of attitudes towards abortion has been translated. The Georgian
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version of the questionnaire was evaluated by two experts. According to the experts' assessment,

the provisions causing greater uncertainties were clarified and corrected.

The following hypotheses and research questions were outlined:

H3: Journalists are gender sensitive.

RQ13: What level of gender sensitivity is revealed among journalists?

H4: Journalists demonstrate negative attitudes towards abortion.
RQ14: What level of attitude towards abortion is revealed among journalists?
H5: Journalists demonstrate negative attitudes towards sex-selective abortion.

RQ15: What level of attitude towards sex-selective abortion is revealed among

journalists?

3.3. The Results

Gender Sensitivity

The results of the gender sensitivity scale according to the questions are given in Table

NO. In general, the average rate of answers given to all questions is more than 3, which points to

the answers that indicate more gender sensitivity.

Table N 12. Gender Sensitivity Scale

N Questions n M SD

1  “Swearing and obscenity are more 107 3.92 1.37
repulsive in the speech of a woman than
ama.”

2 "Both husband and wife should be 107 4.84 46
allowed the same grounds for divorce. "

3  "Intoxication among women is worse 107 4.04 1.34

than intoxication among men."



10

11

12

13

"Under modern economic conditions
with women being active outside the
home, men should share in household
tasks such as washing dishes and doing
laundry.”

" There should be a strict merit system in
job appointment and promotion without
regard to sex."

" Women should worry less about their
rights and more about becoming good
wives and mothers."

" Women should assume their rightful
place in business and all the professions
along with men."

" Sons in a family should be given more
encouragement to go to college than
daughters."

" It is ridiculous for a woman to run a
locomotive and for a man to darn socks."

" In general, the father should have
greater authority than the mother in the
bringing up of children."

"Women should be encouraged not to
become sexually intimate with anyone
before marriage, even their fiancés."
"The law should not give the advantage
to husband in dividing the property or
income."

"The intellectual leadership of a

community should be largely in the
hands of men."

107

106

107

107

107

107

106

107

107

107

4.56

4.72

4.49

4.77

4.74

4.59

4.61

3.95

4.30

4.67

20

7

T2

92

52

.62

.86

78

1.31

1.38

7
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14 "There are many jobs in which men 107 3.92 1.19
should be given preference over women
in being hired or promoted."

15 " The modern girl is entitled to the same 106 4.38 1.03
freedom from regulation and control that
is given to the modern boy."

“17= “strongly agree”, “2”= , agree”, “3”="neither agree, nor disagree,” “4” = “disagree’

“strongly disagree”
In case of questions 2, 4, 5, 7, 9, 12, 15, “1”= “strongly disagree”, “2"= “disagree”, ,,3”= "neithe

nor disagree,” “4” ="agree”, “5”= “strongly agree”

Summarized Rate of Gender Sensitivity Scale and a New Variable - " Gender Sensitivity"

I have figured out a summarized variable "Gender Sensitivity"> (M = 4.42, SD = .57),

according to which the general gender sensitivity of interviewed journalists and editors has been

gauged and revealed that they are more gender sensitive than average. The variable is slightly

less than five points, which is the highest rate.

We used a statistical test (Cronbach's alpha test) to measure the reliability of the scale.

The results have confirmed that the reliability of a 15-question scale is high (o = 86, M =4.42,

SD = .57).

Abortion Sensitivity Index

The results of abortion sensitivity scale are given in Table N13. In general, the average

rate of answers given to all questions is more than 3, which indicates that more answers

demonstrate abortion sensitivity.

> In the results a new summarized variable is termed as “gender sensitivity,” and

correspondingly, the term “gender sensitivity” is used as a variable in the results.
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Abortion sensitivity was measured according to the questions given in Table N13.

Table N 13. Abortion Attitudes Scale

N Questions n M SD
1 "She doesn’t feel ready to have a baby." 101 2.71 1.42
2 "She doesn’t want to marry the baby’s father." 102 2.21 1.18
3 " Her parents want her to get an abortion." 102 1.35 .67
4 "There is a strong chance the baby has a serious 106 2.63 1.32
disability."
5 "The pregnancy is the result of a rape.” 103 2.96 1.40
6 "The family has a very low income and feels 103 2.38 1.19

they cannot afford any more children.”

7 "For any reason, at any time in pregnancy.” 103 2.26 1.22

8 "She is married and doesn’t want any more 103 2.61 1.31
children.”

9 "A woman has abortion because the fetus is 103 1.32 73

female, and she wants to have a boy.”
10 "Continuing the pregnancy would injure her 107 3.65 1.32
health: physical, emotional, psychological,

familial, age- related."

“17= “strongly disagree”, “2”= ‘disagree”, ,,3”= ’neither agree, nor disagree

=“agree”, “5"= “strongly agree”
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Abortion Justification — Abortion Sensitivity Index “ASI”

By summarizing the answers to the questions for the study of attitudes towards abortion,
a new variable has been figured out (ASI) (M = 2.41, SD = .85). As the average variable
indicator shows, the abortion justification index is low. We used a statistical test (Cronbach's
alpha test) to measure reliability of the scale. The reliability of the scale is high (o = .88,).

The below average abortion justification rate means that people mostly do not justify a
woman’s decision to have an abortion. According to our survey, ASI is below the average
indicator (Indicator “3” on Likert’s five-point scale), which means that interviewees are less
likely to justify a woman’s decision on having an abortion, in other words, they are more pro-life

than pro-choice.

3.4.Conclusion of the Study of Gender Sensitivity of Journalists and Editors

The survey revealed that the majority of interviewed journalists regardless of their
biological sex are gender sensitive. The gender sensitivity rate is high. Women's gender
sensitivity is higher than men's gender sensitivity. Journalists mostly demonstrate negative
attitudes towards abortion. Especially, they do not justify sex-selective abortions.

Women, like men, have a negative attitude towards abortion. In the context of abortion,
gender is not a contributing factor. During the study, significant moments between education and
gender sensitivity and religious belief and gender sensitivity have been distinguished, which
require further research of these issues. In particular, people with the higher level of education
have demonstrated less gender sensitivity than graduates and bachelors, while in Orthodox
Christians abortion sensitivity index was relatively lower than in those who noted that “they had
no religious believes.”

According to the study, the abortion sensitivity index was lower than average. The below
the average abortion justification rate indicates that the journalists mostly do not justify a
woman’s decision to have an abortion, which means they are more pro-life than pro-choice.

Gender sensitivity and abortion justification is in weak, but positive correlation in a way

that more gender sensitive journalists might consider abortion as a woman's choice.
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Summary Conclusion:

This work aims at understanding the social and cultural perceptions and attitudes in
relation to sex-selection which are formed under the influence of media. The findings of the
study confirm that the media has stigmatized abortion, it is more likely to promote gender
discriminative discourse rather than reduce it. Although the media actually cover the events, the
coverage is superficial - it does not seek diversity. Such coverage is limited and does not serve
the best interests of the public to obtain comprehensive information about the social, physical
and psychological challenges that women and society in general face.

The study also found that most of the interviewed journalists were gender-sensitive
regardless of their gender. The gender sensitivity of women was higher than that of men.
Journalists were generally negative about abortion. Especially, they did not justify sex-selective
abortion.

According to the research, two institutions - the state and the church - define the media
discourse on women, their reproductive rights and responsibilities. Other institutions and groups,
except for these two, do not appear, or, if they arise, they barely define the tone and main
directions. The media give the most legitimacy to these two institutions. The voices of women or
the voices of other groups with different discourses are rarely found in the media.

The patriarchal state and the church, not women, have answers to questions and issues
important to them, including abortion and sex-selective abortion.

The research has revealed that motherhood is considered a primary duty of a woman.
The woman is responsible for giving birth and taking care of the child. The woman is responsible
for physical reproduction, which is the cultural norm. Women who choose abortion violate this
norm, undermine the nation's advancement, and cause a "demographic catastrophe".

The media talk about women a lot: they tell them how to behave, write laws for them,
express their views on the role of women, care about their health and safety, however, the voice
of women is not heard. The voices of women who think abortion is permissible or who have had
an abortion are marginalized.

The pressure to have sons is linked to the practice of sex-selective abortion. This

pressure, both cultural and economic, has been strong enough to cause a significant imbalance
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between the sexes in Georgia. Bio-policy in response to the problem has emerged as a
population control mechanism that has been reflected in media coverage.

The problem with the phenomenon of sex-selective abortion is related to its insufficient
recognition and knowledge. Research has shown that the mainstream media discourse on
abortion is patriarchal, based on bans, discipline and fear.

This communication sees the role of the woman only in motherhood, while not
responding to the social dynamics that accompany abortion/sex-selective abortion decision-
making. There are many social, physical and psychological factors that are associated with
abortion in the media context. The media ignores the coverage of gender inequality and the issue
of abortion in the context of rights. Negative framing and stereotyped coverage of the topic of
abortion and sex-selective abortion by the Georgian media do not meet the primary journalistic
objectives of informing and raising the awareness of people.

Recommendations
It is clear that broader economic, social and cultural dynamism is needed to combat sex

selection rather than the criminalization of abortion in its narrow sense. It is also obvious that
coverage of the issue of gender inequality, rights, and abortion has a crucial role in making
people aware. Negative framing and reinforced gender stereotypes indicate that there is much to
be done in this regard.

It is recommended to reduce negative framing, gender stereotypes, and promote a broad
economic, social and cultural discourse that will not be directed towards criminalization of
abortion in a narrow sense, but will be more inclusive, diverse, and thus improve the health and
well-being of women.

Further research topics
Although this study was not aimed at analyzing the patriotic-demographic views of

journalists, it is desirable in future research to find out how national values and demographic
development are prioritized among journalists and how these priorities determine coverage of
various topics, including abortion and sex-selective abortion.

It should also be noted that the results were reported by members of the Charter of Ethics.
It is also interesting to learn in the future the attitude of journalists outside the self-regulating
frame of the Charter of Journalistic Ethics.

The rankings at different levels of education were noted: PhD students were less gender

sensitive than postgraduates and undergraduates. The number of people involved in the study is
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not sufficient to draw conclusions, however, further research will be interesting to substantiate

the results.
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