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The Effects of Deaf Identity on Deaf Culture Perception of Deaf
People: Mediating Effects of Sign Language Perception
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Abstract This study examined the mediating effects of sign language perception on the relationship
between deaf identity and the deaf culture perception of deaf people. For this purpose, data from the
'2020 Korean Sign Language Utilization Survey' provided by the National Institute of Korean Language
were used and analyzed. As a result of the study first, immersion identity and bicultural identity were
found to have a significant effect on deaf culture perception. Second, it was found that immersion
identity, bicultural identity, and hearing identity had a significant effect on sign language perception.
Third, it was found that sign language perception partially mediates these relationships in the process
where immersion identity and bicultural identity have a significant effect on the deaf culture perception.
Based on the results of this study, active support measures for the deaf identity, deaf culture perception,
and sign language perception of deaf people were discussed, and the implications and limitations of this

study and suggestions for follow-up studies were presented.
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Fig. 1. Research Model
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Table 1. Descriptive Statistics
DI
HI 11 MI BI bep SLP
N 539 539 539 539 539 539
Mean 8.98 9.99 7.57 | 12.18 | 27.14 | 23.83
SD 4.43 4.15 4.34 3.61 9.38 8.15
Skewness 2.04 | 2.01 2.67 1.66 | 2.05 1.47
SE 11 11 11 11 11 11
Kuriosis 6.35 | 6.61 9.57 | 6.64 | 6.65 | 4.57
SE 21 21 21 21 21 21

DI: Deaf Identity, DCP: Deaf Culture Perception, SLP: Sign
Language Perception, HI: Hearing Identity, II: Immersion
Identity, MI: Marginal Identity, BI: Bicultural Identity

Table 2. Correlation analysis

DI
HI 11 MI BI DCP | SLP
HI 1
11 .58 1
bl MI | .69** | .66*** 1
BI SEMH | LTI | 5 1
DCP 52| L68* | 51 |78 1
SLP A1 G8ME | 46N | 70 | 75 1

*p<.05, **p<.01, **p<.001

DI: Deaf Identity, DCP: Deaf Culture Perception, SLP: Sign
Language Perception, HI: Hearing Identity, II: Immersion Identity,
MI: Marginal Identity, BI: Bicultural Identity
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Table 3. The Mediating Effects of Sign Language
Perception in relationship Between Deaf
Identity and Deaf Culture Perception

Model 1
Variables (outcome variable : DCP)
B(S.F) Vs t
HI .095(.080) .045 1.189
i~ I .489(.094) .216 5.185%**
MI .049(.085) .023 .576
BI 1.541(.099) .593 15.625%"
R-squared .646
F 243.49*
Model 2
Variables (outcome variable : SLP)
B(S.E) Y t
HI -.177(.078) -.096 -2.279*
oI 11 .739(.091) 376 8.076™
MI .073(.083) .039 .887
BI 1.053(0.96) 466 11.004**
R-squared .559
F 169.97***
Model 3
Variables (outcome variable : DCP)
B(S.E) Y t
HI .169(.074) .080 2.292*
- I .181(.091) .080 1983*
MI .019(.078) .009 .238
BI 1.103(.100) 424 11024
SLP .416(.041) .362 10.190™**
R-squared 704
F 253.07"*

*p<.05, **p<.01, **p<.001

DI: Deaf Identity, DCP: Deaf Culture Perception, SLP: Sign
Language Perception, HI: Hearing Identity, II: Immersion
Identity, MI: Marginal Identity, BI: Bicultural Identity
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