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ABSTRACT

This dissertation examines the relationship between gender andadgngn
Japanese through the often ignored lens of sexuality. Although limguesincreasingly
examining these issues for American gay, lesbian, and bisepeakess, little similar
research has been done in Japan. Lesbians, in particular, areelselatvisible in
Japanese society. Examining these women, who do not fit neatltheattoegemonic
gender ideology, illuminates how speakers can project afispdentity by displaying or
rejecting prescriptive gender-specific linguistic norms of Japanese

| analyzed data recorded from interviews with both Japandsiarndsisexual and
heterosexual women, looking for differences in frequency and rangseodf pronouns
and sentence-final particles and for phonetic differences irstefraverage pitch height
and width. | also considered the results of a perception experinmelgrtaken to
investigate the effect of pitch height and width on Japanese spepkeceptions of
sexuality.

Although Japanese speakers were generally unable to identify siveolesbian
stereotype, especially in terms of language use, the percepii@niment indicated that
both average pitch height and width significantly affect judgmenta/iwether a voice
sounds lesbian or heterosexual. Tokens judged to be lesbian were alsiotqudgenore
masculine and less emotional than those judged to be heterosexualysifwélthe
interview data showed that lesbian participants produced an avgtal height that was
significantly lower than that of heterosexual participants. Irmgse of gendered

morphemes, lesbians were significantly more likely to usecoliae morphemes than
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heterosexual women, both for sentence-final particles and firstipgpronouns, and
were significantly less likely to use the feminine firstquer pronouratashi Finally,
correlations showed that speakers who instantiate gender thtloeiglse of gendered-
morphemes also do so through manipulations of pitch.

Although Japanese lesbians are still fairly closeted and inteee maintained
that there are no cultural stereotypes for this group, signifdéferences in pitch and
gendered-morpheme usage were still apparent. These lesbiambig®men did not
appear to be mimicking men’s language, but instead seemed to hangefememonic

femininity and many of the cultural and linguistic stereotypes that accgnitpan
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Introduction

Japanese has been argued to have clearly defined speechgdggtare distinct
to men and women (e.g., Ide 1979, 1982, 1990; Jugaku 1979; Kindaichi 1957; McGloi
1990, 1997; Reynolds 1985, 1990; Shibamoto 1985, 1989, 1990; Smith 1992a, 1992b).
These are prescriptive categories that are salient to Japaaiege speakers. Deviations
from these norms, especially for women, are marked enough tontvaisapproving
comments about girls using ‘rough’ masculine language. Somesaf #spects—such as
encouraging children to use gender-appropriate language—are direchy t@tgers are
probably acquired through the natural process of children observing anitking
adults, such as the readily apparent tendency of women to speaknvetbvated pitch.
Regardless, these differences in both pitch and gendered morphaweedden well
documented by linguists, especially in the case of women’s language.

Differences in Japanese speech registers for men and women bavardpeed to
include the use of honorifics, terms of address, sentence-finatlgsrtpoliteness
strategies, and directives, among others (e.g., lde 1982, 1997; Mcl&9d) 1997;
Mizutani & Mizutani 1978; Reynolds 1985, 1990; Shibamoto 1985, 1987; Sunayoshi
1994). However, generalizing all women into a single category, mpdaictors such as
age, social status, occupation, and education, has been criticized as problemagie ibeca
ignores these other factors that also influence language chdscioue (1994) argues,

contemporary women’s language is neither universal for Japanesenwaor identical
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with the earlier women’s language many of these prescripéisgories are believed to
be from. More recent research on Japanese has supported this yiegditing a range
of speech styles utilized by a variety of Japanese womgn (@kamoto & Shibamoto
Smith (eds.) 2004).

A speaker’s identity is comprised of a variety of features, rexeln limited to
sex or gender. This results in a fluid state that is negdtiad we interact with others in
our communities (Wenger 1998). Okamoto (1994) argues that “Japanesen’svome
choice of speech styles is a complex process involving the simulisicensideration of
multiple social attributes associated with identity and relatigss ... Japanese women
strategically choose particular speech styles to commurdesateed pragmatic meanings
and images of self” (578).

Despite the fact that women have been found to utilize languageysithet do
not reflect the prescriptive ideological norms, these norms dtevaty salient to
speakers, and an understanding of them is necessary to make tbgicsttabices
Okamoto discusses. With this in mind, in this dissertation, | irgegstihow a more fluid
notion of gender and alternative sexualities influences the choispesfch styles to
reflect identity. Research into the language of Japanese bruabsspeakers is a
relatively new area. | have chosen to examine the speeclpariek® lesbians both to
provide a better understanding of the connection between sexualitiaaguage for
these women, as well as to document how they function within thesziptiee norms

of women’s language.
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1.2 Research Questions

In this dissertation, | investigate the links between sexualityleyeidentity, and
language use for Japanese lesbians. Crucial to this investigathe question of how
this group of women—who differ from the mainstream only in termsestuality—fit
within the more general societal category of Japanese wamdentaat function language
plays in this process. | investigate concepts such as ‘feminithegnily,” and what it
means to be a woman from the perspective of modern Japanese Wwothdesbian and
heterosexual. | consider, in particular, how lesbians align themsseiveelation to
modern normative views of these concepts.

My research questions include the following. How is sexualdy,more
specifically, lesbianism, framed within modern Japanese s@ciétgw do members of
this sexual minority group align themselves with modern sodmetyigh manipulation of
ideological language norms? Specifically, do lesbians utiliee so-called “gender-
specific” language patterns of Japanese in a manner that eedifffrom that of
heterosexual women of similar socioeconomic backgrounds? Arensafpiegviously
indicated to be specific to Japanese lesbian speech—such as nordspaodann use—
evident for all speakers, or are they a reflection of the spsak®n gender alignment,
openness about her sexuality, or other factors? Are there sociophdifieiences
apparent for lesbian speakers, such as pitch height and pitith, vand, if so, are
speakers consciously aware of these differences?

My hypotheses are that Japanese lesbians as a group will ietpgteerns and

lexical items from both so-called male and female speeehnvanner specific to those
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who share this sexual identity, and in so doing establish a ltraglig marked group
identity. This expressed identity will manifest itself meteongly for speakers who are
‘out.” For straight women and the more closeted lesbians, thedgegwill conform
more closely to socially accepted norms for Japanese women. Witletgowever, be
variation within the group of lesbian speakers as a result ofidiffgender identitieb.
Overall, lesbian voices will exhibit lower pitch than non-lesbiariscomparable
socioeconomic, age, and dialect backgrounds, and lesbians will also eo@dacrower
pitch range than their heterosexual counterparts. | further hygimehdat there will be a
correlation between these three factors; a lesbian who spetika {@wer average pitch
and narrower pitch width/range will show a greater tendency towawmdsstandard

feminine speech patterns in terms of sentence-final particles (SFP)canaodiprusage.

1.3 Organization of Dissertation

This dissertation is organized into seven chapters. The remaihtles chapter
outlines my methodology for data collection. Chapter 2 provides an oveofi¢iae
pertinent research related to women’s language and statysaim. Jelere, | also provide
the reader with background on traditional and modern views of womereuairity in
Japan, exploring both previous literature as well as responsestenblidaring the
interview process and my fieldwork in Japan. Chapter 3 examirssaroh on
homosexuality both for North American English speakers and for dapaspecifically

exploring the ways in which Japanese lesbians are said to wgpeefic language

! Lesbian women are often categorized into gendesysuch aseko‘femme’ andtachi ‘butch’.
Although these are categories that have been Iasiligncy in the West over the past couple of desad
they are still utilized in Japan, as indicated byloften these words come up in conversations among
Japanese leshians.
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features and overall impressions of the status and perception odnlesini Japan.
Chapter 4 presents an examination of the frequency and range aff ysndered
morphological/lexical markers by the lesbian and heterosexual pantipbn Chapter 5,
| present the results of a perception study undertaken to invedtigatffect of pitch
height and width on the perception of sexuality for female Japawnases, also
discussing correlations between perceived sexuality and pergotnaits. Chapter 6
discusses the results of the phonetic analysis of the voices recording Hannggtviews
in terms of average pitch height, maximum and minimum pitch, ankl witith, as well
as the correlations between them. Finally, in Chapter 7, | disicessverall results of

my findings, ending with suggestions for future research related to this topi

1.4 Data and Methodology

1.4.1 Participants

For the purpose of this study, | recruited both lesbian/bisexual aa$exual
Japanese women living in the greater Tokyo area. My intentiontavascord only
speakers of the Tokyo dialect, all of comparable age, educationgesocamic, and
second language background. In reality, however, this was extraliffedult as the
Tokyo lesbian community is quite limited and fairly closetederEamong those women
willing to speak with me, not all would consent to recorded intervieli®se who were
willing to be recorded for interview purposes were often hesttamecord their daily
conversations. Therefore, in the end, | interviewed and recordedllialy participants.
While the variability of the subjects in terms of hometown, ageitahatatus, and other

sociological factors is not desirable, the two groups ended up k&aiyely comparable
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in terms of these factors. For example, age range seeniette biggest difference
between participants, but there were comparably aged participabtghigroups. A
detailed breakdown of these differences is listed in Appendix A.

Although the dictionary definition of a lesbian seems on the sutfabe fairly
straightforward, in reality, it is not a feature that isacly definablé. For the purposes of
this study, | define a lesbian as someone who self-identifiescs As Wegner (1998)
argues, identity is constructed in social contexts, so the tentparfidentity is more
complex than a linear notion of time (154). This is one reason wguke that it is the
self-definition of lesbian/heterosexual that is the importanufeatlistinguishing these
groups. These women self-identify both when volunteering for thevieweras well as
by explaining and defining their identities as part of thebies community within
Japanese society. Because my investigation is based on suwipectdentify with a
certain group, the feature that is most important is that thiesvbethey belong to this
group. For this reason, | also included bisexual women who were involledg-term
relationships with women and were members of this community.

Participants were recruited in one of three ways: from so@bdlorking sites
(SNS), such asnixi, myspace, and facebodlcontacts made in the community itself,

such as at Tokyo queer events and locdleand finally through a word-of-

% See Queen (1997) for an in depth discussion odiffieulty of defining ‘lesbian’ and ‘lesbian
community.” See also Wong, Roberts and Campbdildi(2002) and McConnell-Ginet (2002).

% Mixi.jp is a Japanese SNS equivalent to MySpadeamebook, both of which are only relatively regent
used in Japan and available in Japanese, anddherefually only used by people comfortable with
English. Mixi, however, is entirely in Japanese and as a risspisically limited to Japanese and
foreigners living in Japan who speak Japanese.

* This included gay and lesbian bars in Nis@te, the gay district in Shinjuku, Tokyo, as wellGtsestnut
& Squirrel, a lesbian bar in Shibuya, Tokyo; a wexak retreat for Japanese and international lesbians
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mouth/snowball effect, which was by far the most helpful way indifig willing
participants. In total, | was able to record interviews withtethit lesbian speaketsl
also recorded seven heterosexual women of comparable ages andinad&dgo the
lesbian participants as a control group. These women were found tlar@oghbination
of personal contacts and word-of-mouth. In addition to these twentyewol spoke
with a variety of Japanese men and women about their views on $ganaithe status

of women in Japan.

1.4.2 Data Collection

The data used for this study was recorded during a participagstigator
interview between each participant and either myself or earels assistarft. The
participants were either heterosexual or self-identified degbisexual women. Because
of the differing backgrounds between the two groups in relation taohie of the
interview, i.e., homosexuality in Japan, identical questions could not be aElexery
participant. General background questions about hometown, work, family, ame fut
plans were asked of participants in both groups. Additionally, | dséidgroups about
their views on the status of women in modern Japanese socie¢yeddés in expected

roles for men and women, and the meaning of femininity and masgulideterosexual

the greater Tokyo area; and in-person meetings ofhdine lesbian group from the SNS mixi.jp. See
Chapter 3 for a description of Ni-Gime, and the breakdown of gay and lesbian bars.there

® One lesbian speaker was discounted from analgsiause of her tendency to switch to English
periodically, despite the use of Japanese by theareher and periodic requests to speak in Japahese
hypothesize that this a result of being a part wioae international lesbian community as well ahaps
being more comfortable discussing issues relatasgxoality in English. Regardless, the excessbesai
English interfered with the interview enough the tesults were not comparable to the other ppatits.

® Both the researcher and the assistant are Wastamen who are fluent non-native speakers of Jaganes
Therefore, even in the event that the addressea daect effect on the data, the overall influencaild

be comparable between both sets of interviews.
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participants were asked some questions related to sexual ooentuch as whether
they had ever had even a passing interest in a member of thesesgniethey knew or
suspected a classmate or colleague was homosexual and why, antheyhigit were
stereotypical gay and lesbian behaviors and language use. Lesbiardbigarticipants
were also asked additional questions. For example, they wieed &s explain their
coming-out story, whether they hid their sexuality, and if so how, vemether they
planned on having a traditional marriage and children in the future.stiQue were
designed with the intent of prompting subjects to provide extended answar little to
no back and forth with the interviewer. In Japanese, a completeoiazkck-channel
feedback is unnatural, but it was kept to a minimum. Although thevienesrs began
with a list of questions, we allowed the conversation to flow agralft as possible,
encouraging the participants to discuss whatever related tiy@gswere interested in
talking about. The primary goal was to record clear speecltaliid later be analyzed
for phonetic and morphological differences.

Interviews were audio-record@dn a private location, one-on-one wherever
possible. All speakers were recorded at 41.1 kHz and 16 bit with mumtyman
Isomax microphones, one ear-mounted and one lapel. The microphones weredpo
by a Phantom PH-1A power supply which was then fed into an Edi@d Rigital

recorder. Initially, the ear-mounted microphone was placed on thecsabp the lapel

" The primary purpose of the interview was to cdlleigh quality recordings of participants’ speech.
Comparable responses were not necessary for casopasf lexical elements such as pronouns, and
sentence-final particles, nor for phonetic analg$ithe speech segments.

& My initial intention was to also make video redags of the interviews. However, even though they
were told they had the option of not allowing th@eo recordings to be used for research purpdses, t
majority of lesbian women | spoke with were too emfortable with the idea of having a video-recogdin
made of themselves talking about sexuality.



22

microphone on the interviewer. However, after a couple interviefesind that it was
better to have two microphones picking up the subjects’ speech because occasieynally
would tug at one, moving it from the initial setup location. Backugoriings were
made with a digital MD player and a lapel and multidirectionarophone. These were
placed in an unobtrusive location on the table near the subject and imtetiieThe
length of interviews ranged from 30 to 70 minutes; interviews with eterosexual

women tended to be shorter overall.

° For ethical reasons, all subjects had to be ath@ewere being recorded. However, in order toekse
the effect of the equipment, | placed many objactaind the table so the microphones and recording
devices were not as apparent.
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2. JAPANESE WOMEN'S LANGUAGE

2.1  Introduction

Within the so-called gender-specific speech registers of Japaresearch has
focused on relationships between gender and sentence-final pafk&#€y (e.g.,
McGloin 1990; Okamoto & Sato 1992; Shibatani 1990; Siegal & Okamoto 1996),
differences in the realizations of politeness strategigs (de 1990), and directives (e.qg.,
Smith 1992a; Sunaoshi 1994). Women’s use of gender-specific speestarseig often
viewed as the result of women’s lower social status (e.g.1982; Reynolds 1985) but
can also be argued to be a linguistic embodiment of positive thifemininity’ in
Japan (e.g., Ohara 1992). However, this overall categorizatiamwien’s language’ as
a whole ignores, as Jorden (1990) points out, the range of linguisiices utilized by
Japanese women. Recently, there has been a move to research anditdoaseseof
women’s language that do not conform to these generalizations Jergen 1990;
Matsumoto 2002; Miyazaki 2002, 2004; Ochs 1993; Okamoto 1994, 1995, 1996;
Okamoto & Sato 1992; Ozaki 1998; Sunayoshi 2004).

Researchers often cite the Meiji constructyalsai kenbdgood wife wise mother’
as the main influence on the establishment of modern women'’s roles in Japa®niély.
1983). Although | agree that this is an important influence, | amested in its effect
not only on women’s roles, but also on understandings of mascubinidy more
important for the current research, femininity, which in turn infbeelanguage choice

for women within the ‘gender-specific’ language dichotomy of Japanese.
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In this chapter, | will first review the position of Japanese womesociety, both
from a historical perspective beginning in the Meiji Era and a modern pevepacainly
presented through the eyes of my interview subjects, discussiegat@xpectations of
women as well as ideas of ‘femininity.” | then discuss sgdeatures related to modern
‘gendered’ language for women. First, however, | give an overgieWestern research
related to gender and language, in order to frame Japanese womguoagk within the
larger picture of gender and language, as well as to establifilanie within which | am

examining my data.

2.2 Historical and Modern Views of Women in Japan

2.2.1 |Introduction

In this section, | present the changing roles of women from tbig pkriod
(1868-1912), which is when the basis for current ideas of women and riggnbecame
established” to the modern views discussed by my interview participantssclss the
influence of the state on women'’s roles at various points in history, the charesgof
family over time, and finally the concept of ‘femininity’ and itelationship with gender

and sex within Japanese culture.

2.2.2 Women and the State/Society
From the Meiji period, there has been a move towards cleailyirgtoles and
expectations related to both men and women. Although these beliefsavaypeen in

practice before this point, the fact that the government offictalok a stance and

2 The Meiji era is the period in which Japan opeitseif up to the West and the government began
unification of the country. Examples of unificatiefforts include a new constitution, language mafo
(gen’bun itchj, and government-sponsored schooling.
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enacted policies to influence sex and gender roles played an impaiann how
pervasive these views became within society.

The Meiji Constitution of 1890 stated outright for the first tirhattonly male
heirs could succeed to the throne. The Imperial Rescript on Educati@®@upheld the
Confucian view of a state based on hierarchy and obedience, wimiitg as the basic
unit of society. Family, school, and other institutions were vieag inseparable from
the functioning of the state, with explicit expectations placed omemn to enact a
specific role. That role was defined by the government and fudh@orced by society
(e.g., Smith 1992a). These were not passive expectations, butd@sukanges such as
new school curriculums and women receiving public notice for theuréatb live up to
societal expectations in terms of behavior, language, or bearrtles as perpetuators of
the Japanese race.

Pre-WWII education for women was explicitly designed to pephem to
become ayosai kenbo‘good wife and wise mother’ (e.g., Fukuya 1969, Murai 1969,
Nolte 1983, Smith 1987), restricting the role of girls and women piynarithe home
and family. In terms of their duty to the state, women were suggosgerve their men
and families and maintain the continuity of the Japanese pattidachidy system (Hara
1995: 97). Mori Arinori, the first Minister of Education in 1887, arguleat tit was
women’s education that was the basis of the success or failures ofation. “The
models for women are a mother nurturing her child; a mother tegpblbmchild; her son
coming of age and being conscripted to go to war and leaving hieemwith a good-

bye; a son fighting bravely on the battlefield; and a motheeivieg a telegram
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informing of her son’s death in the war” (as cited in Morosawa 193&4). Here we
clearly see the roles defined by the government for women throudfeaulives. Under
the Japanese constitutional system, notions of a gendered hievathhy the family
were made explicit and the family itself was politicizeather than being seen as a
private haven (Mackie 2003). This is one aspect of sexual polanzatebra 1984)—
role specialization—assigning women to the domestic domain andteontre public
domain (Rosaldo 1974).

Although Kameda (1995) argues that this long history of educationl lnasthe
premise of preparing women for the domestic role of ‘good wife asd wmother’ is
being replaced by one that promotes gender equality (107), weestithn emphasis in
contemporary society on women getting married and having childf&ducation for
girls, although compulsory, was viewed as a resource to facilitareiage to white-
collar, middle-class men... higher education, especially two-gebege education, is
still considered to be a more valuable resource in the marriageetithan in the labor
market” (Tanaka 1995: 305-306). As many of my interview subjectdqubout, women
still do not advance as far in their careers because of the unspedktanption that they
will quit work at some point to marry and have children. One womwen eaid that it
was the fault of the women employees who are hired by companies for the sé@mmrsos
as men. She viewed these women as not being as willing to detileater effort to
their jobs, or undertake tasks they found disagreeable, because theyhienpli was
only temporary—once they married or had children they would quit. Thk m

employees, according to her, were building a base for their future careeceahemts.
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Even in contemporary Japan, we read about the role of the mother in her
children’s educational success. There is pressure on womenréxtcthe decreasing
birth rate. This is in addition to the prevalent views of womanhood by families and peers.
Even though the pervasive sloganrgbsai kenbohas mostly fallen out of use, the
influences of it still affect women today. One intervieweaa@ty described her mother
in a positive light as the ‘typical’ ‘good wife wise mother’ loér generation, having
graduated from college, married, and then dedicated herself farh#y as a fulltime
housewife.

Otsuji Kanako, an assembly woman from Osaka, who also happens tofiost the
openly lesbian government official in Japan, argues that ‘the prablémat this society
is being built by fifty- and sixty-year-old-men’ (Chambers 20Q75). As a result,
policies needed to enable or encourage change that benefits woment dveing
established, and historically there has been a clear goverhar@hin training women to
enact a specific role in society. This is still apparenbwvegnment debates on childbirth,
as discussed in section 2.2.3 below. Even in examining contemporary poydtuae,
we see stereotypes of women'’s roles portrayed similar to thasevere expected in the
Meiji Era. Suzuki (1995: 79) found that married women characters ewidiein are
usually shown “in their ‘places: in housekeeping roles—cooking, shopping
laundering—and as the caretakers of husbands and children.” Commailsmatiepict
women in the role of housewife and mother, and other shows such as cpalgngms

reinforce the notion that “girls do the cooking, boys do the eating” (Kameda 1995: 110).
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According to the majority of my interview participants, all diam are college
educated, expectations remain that women are in charge of thetaosphere, despite
possibly working outside the home. By and large, the wife is sebaiag responsible
for cooking, cleaning, laundry, and all matters related to the rurmitige house. There
was mention of the husband helping out, but the idea was that he is rekpdoisi
working and taking care of the family financially, and that amgHie might do around
the house is ‘extra,” rather than expected. In terms of angiaivof labor within the
domestic sphere, the husband might be in charge of the yard, takinariiage out, or
cleaning up after dinner. But this was only mentioned by one ipanicas a possibility
in her childhood home, not something that occurred regularly. Mothers aso
generally connected to discipline, with many of the women | spoksaying their
mothers were stricter than their fathers, often scolding thdmis is an interesting
contrast to the stereotypical personality traits discussedsearch on Japanese society
(e.g., Sugihara & Katsurada 2000; van Bezooijen 1996). What seemctn$eered
female traits—such as being eager to soothe hurt feelings, ngt heish language and

being soft-spoken—are not necessarily what are attributed to ‘mothers.’

2.2.3 Marriage and Family in Japan

As touched on briefly above, marriage and family are extremely interconnected
with the expected roles of women. Historically, the family became agablitirget of
the Meiji government, with women’s importance being linked to bearing children who
would support the nation at war (Ohinata 1995). “The family itself came to be seen as

the basic servant of the state...the responsibility for developing a “richrg@unadt
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strong army” was shifted first from the state to the family and then whkifaimily to
women” (ibid. 200).

Emphasis for women remained on motherhood throughout the oT&ishod
(1912-1926). It was stressed that the mother’s responsibility wasse a child who
would be able to serve society in a positive way. “When it comtgeteducation of our
children, we must keep uppermost in mind not the education they recamwvesdciety,
nor the education they receive at school, but rather the educatioretie@yerat home.
And the one most responsible for this is, of course, the mother...iflemaeglects her
child’s education, the child will not grow up to be anything commendahbiespectable”
(Shimoda, cited in Ohinata 1995: 201). According to Yoshizumi (1995), wontaits s
improved after WWII, but they found it difficult to find stable, fin&lly sustaining jobs.
“For a woman who wanted children, the lack of an adequate systemiaifssamurity for
mothers and children served to make marriage almost a socialsitgceather than a
matter of choice” (184). Even in the 1970s, women were expected to shthader
responsibility for raising their children and taking care of &dfmily members, once
again stressing the importance of motherhood, regardless of whetlyealso worked
outside the home.

Even today, the state is concerned with women’s accountabilityarnage and
birth rates. According to Tanaka (1995), the average number of childrerdropped to
1.57 in 1989 and the average age of first marriage rose to a regbard?Bi5 for men,
and 25.8 for women (Ministry of Health and Welfare’s vital stiagsof Japan for 1989,

cited in Tanaka 1995). Since the mid-1970s, there has been amsetrdelay in
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marriage and a drop in the birth rate, corresponding to the iecrdaspportunities
outside the family for Japanese women. Based on Tanaka's findimgsenvwho
postpone marriage to their thirties are most likely to beumgscareers. With the
decreasing birth rate, and the resulting social issues, sualgaickly aging population
and dwindling pension funds to support them, the pressure on women to nchhrgee
more children earlier is said to have increased. Prime Mim¥bshiro Mori has even
been guoted as saying that women who do not have children do not deserve p#insions
is truly strange to say that we have to use tax moneyké&dare of women who don’t
even give birth once, who grow old living their lives selfishlyaipei Times2003;
Chambers 2007: 173).

These types of issues show that Japanese society still gisasemphasis on
marriage and motherhood. However, Yoshizumi (1995) argues that todaggeds
more a matter of personal choice. Due to changes in postwar society, variardfftrens
traditional family structure have arisen; the “pseudo-singder family,” in which the
father, though legally present, is in fact too busy to spend muchwitiméais family, and
the “latent-disorganization family,” or “domestic divorce,” in whiia husband and wife
continue to remain legally married in spite of the fact thabgugal relationship no
longer exists” (183).

Even in traditional marriages, men are inclined to expect tiat women,
regardless of working outside the home, should still arrive honteafis prepare dinner
for their husbands (ibid. 185). Men are seen to occupy the primaaf and economic

position within the family, and half of married women and most regard housework
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and child rearing as “women’s work” (ibid. 185). Although for mgoynger couples in
their 20s and 30s, both the husband and wife may work outside the homestilt i
considered the woman'’s responsibility to juggle housework and raisenchildren with

her profession.

The construction of family itself is also something that has ggdwover time.
Originally, theie ‘family’ was the norm; “a vertical composite form of nuaidamilies,
one from each generation” (Morioka 1967: 597) or a “series ofsinss, their wives and
minor children” (Johnson 1964: 839). Contemporary family units may appebe to
typical nuclear families, but they still have the potential diree to become three-or-
more-generation families. In the system, only a single child may inherit the house
assets (such as property and head of household status) and becoohe lthie Isetween
generations while all the other children must leave the house (Lebra 1984: 20).

| found the question of the definition of family to be an important one,
considering the lack of legal support for forming same-sex panipersn Japan® For
the majority of interviewees, the tendency was, as expectedfite damily’ along the
lines of their personal experience. Most felt that just livigh someone did not
constitute family, and that you remained a part of your natalyfamtil you formed a
new family unit. The mechanism for forming this new familysvadten difficult for the
interviewees to define; although almost no one mentioned a ledatatean as the basis

of marriage, it was clear that even lesbian participatitshat living with a significant

1t is still quite rare, and a marriage ceremongeen same-sex couples is not considered legailyirtj.
However, some homosexual couples in Japan havel fauwvork around by creating legal documents
outlining rights for their partners in terms ofrtgs such as inheritance and hospital visits, rights
automatically granted in heterosexual marriageas,(®aree 2001, 2004).
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other was not equivalent to marriage, unless a child is producedHeommion. Even in
the situation of a traditional marriage between a man and wormaeemed to be
important for children to cement the new family—there is a gtferling that a ‘family’

must include more than one generation to be definable as such. In tlusntiveie to

see the strong connection between marriage and parenthood.

As for why women are not marrying until later, one participaetgrosexual) in
her early 30s claimed she was not ready to get married bettensenvere too many fun
things to do in the city. She suggested that her friends whorivlei countryside
married at an earlier age because there is less to do anddbmed either to get
pregnant and therefore be pressured to marry or to get mhgczdise there were no

other options for them.

2.2.4 ‘Femininity’ in Japan

Inoue (2006) argues that ‘gender is a system of ideologigaksentation,
allocating meanings and positions to concrete individuals and rendbedanggendered
subjects as men and women’ (13). Often, the way these ‘genderedtsuéije defined
by society is through their ‘femininity’ and ‘masculinity.” Bhistress on ‘feminine’
behavior for women is very strong in Japan, with pressure for woméehaveonna
rashiku ‘femininely’ (e.g., Endo 1995; Reynolds 1991), which includes not just
appearance or action, but also@ma rashii‘feminine’ speech style, characterized by
“politeness and tentativeness and the use of special vocabulalyd{ng verb forms)
and sentence structures as well as by a distinctive tone of anttecarriage” (Endo

1995: 29). The result of this is seen in the differences betwelenamé female speech
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registers in Japanese (e.g., Ide 1979, 1982, 1990; Jugaku 1979; Kindaichi 195inMcG
1990, 1997; Reynolds 1985; Shibamoto 1985, 1990; Smith 1992a), as well as variation in
pitch height (e.g., Ohara 1992; Yuasa 2002). In the Meiji governraktg with the
emphasis on moral education and education for ‘good wives wise motidsswere
encouraged to maintain the proper usage of a distinctively women’salgegbeing
instructed to speak in soft, low, gentle voices, as if one weragal&ia small child, and

to refrain from using sharp, mean, annoying, “masculine” wordsxpressions (Endo
1995: 38-39).

In terms of characteristics of ‘femininity’ and ‘masculnibutside of language
expectations, Kashiwagi has reported that, during the Meiji BrEnése boys were
generally raised with the expectation that they would bevigdbrave and strong,” while
girls were brought up to be “obedient, polite, and non-argumentati@¥3( as cited in
Kameda 1995). Contemporary positive characteristics for womemdmcbeing
dependent, emotional, romantic, cute, tender, warm, dedicated, subnuksedul, and
peaceful (e.g., Ohara 1992; Suzuki 1995). Traits considered as sxpse®f
“masculinity” are activeness; intelligence; the ability tioink, plan and control,
creativity; courage; and violence (Suzuki 1995: 80). Sugihara atsliada (2000)
found that the most attractive masculine characteristics dotemporary Japanese
college students included independence, asssertiveness, leadership, etiwisathl In
contrast, attractive characteristics for women were begegtle, cheerful, and

affectionate and loving children. These ideologies are reinfordewugh
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characterizations of men and women in television dramasne manga and other
aspects of popular culture.

In my own research, | have found that when women are portias/dathaving
outside this social norm of ‘feminine’ behavior, they are typichyng shown in a
negative light (Camp 2005). In the Japanese television diaimawa petto the main
female character is portrayed as extremely masculine invisehaShe is successful at
work, educated, driven, and very intelligent. The problems she experienttee drama
are directly related to these ‘masculine’ features; herrleoyf leaves her for a girl who
is dependent and emotional, and her therapist points out that her ligkiesto her
inability to cry or be emotionaKimi wa pett). Very few interviewees gave personality
characteristics when explaining ‘masculinity’ or ‘femininjtystead describing feminine
women as having a certain appearance, speaking in a certaiangaygs more than one
participant indicated, liking pink. Overall, stereotypicailyna rashii‘feminine’ women
were described as having a certain quiet demeanor, being modestotacoimpeting
with men. One lesbian participant also defined ‘feminine’ asgbeiqual to being
‘family oriented.” Otoko rashii‘masculine’ men, on the other hand, were described as
being reliable, calm, composed, and strong. Women, both heterosexual and lesbian, often
said their first crush, when on a boy, was the result of his bednd gt sports, an
indication that this is a characteristic attractive in memin@® ‘masculine’ also means,

according to these women, that the man provides for his family and wife oeguilfri
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2.3 Gender and Language
2.3.1 Introduction

The tendency to distinguish language in terms of gender in lingdssicriptions
of Japanese is much greater than we see for English. Méinay be is perhaps a bit
unclear, but it is a categorization that is culturally salientJapanese society, not just
researchers, as seen by the prevalence of the topic of ‘weamgn using masculine
language’ in newspapers and media and by the ability of the ajepepulace to
comment on ‘how women speak’ or ‘how women should speak.’

Japanese has been argued to have a clear demarcation of spegcheatbar
boundaries, with grammatical linguistic differences morerestte than those found in
most European languages (e.g., Ide 1979, 1982, 1990; Jorden & Noda 1987;1.00§aku
Kindaichi 1957; Ohara 1992; McGloin 1990; Martin 2004; Mizutani & Mizutd®87;
Reynolds 1985; Shibamoto 1985, 1987, 1990; Smith 1992a, 1992b). As discussed above,
the hegemonic ideology also includes a highly gendered view of swbés—i.e.,
women are still perceived to be the primary caregivers inaimgyf. Along with such
socially expected roles come certain stereotypical personaditis believed to be
characteristic of each gender: men are assertive, competitide d@aminant, while
women are nurturing, cooperative, and submissive.

Overall, women’s language is found to be more polite, gentle, soft-spoken,
nonassertive and empathetic than that of men (Okamoto 1995), resultinge in t
characterization that women exhibit lower social status andrpessaeess. In Japanese,

these differences manifest linguistically through the useelifreference and address
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terminology as well as other lexical items, sentence-finalighes, honorifics, pitch,
segmental phonology, and intonation. For example, Japanese women &ashden
to exhibit a much higher fundamental frequency than expected baskd siag of their
vocal cord (van Bezooijen 1995). Japanese girls learn theictexb&male role by
mimicking the higher pitch of their older female role models, gegtmg these
stereotypical features. This type of learning is purportddke place during childhood
(e.g., Maltz & Borker 1980, Graddol & Swann 1989). Coates (1986: 12&esagr
arguing that "in becoming linguistically competent, the childris to be a fully fledged
male or female member of the speech community; conversely, walilren adopt
linguistic behavior considered appropriate to their sex, they perpdtuatsocial order
which creates gender distinctions."

Gendered forms in Japanese, as mentioned above, occur at all lespeeci,
from phonology to pitch to syntactic differences. In section 2.3.3ef bxiplain certain
gendered aspects of the Japanese language, such as personal prahsengeace-final

particles.

2.3.2 Gender/Sex and Language

The terms ‘gender’ and ‘sex’ are often used interchangeably, iavacademic
circles. However, especially for the purposes of this reseavbich considers the
possibility of a varying range of identities within a single sixis important to
distinguish between the two. Sex is typically used to diffeamtinen and women in a
physiological sense, such as chromosomes and anatomy (e.gQ-&taukhg 1992;

Kessler & McKenna 1978). This ends up being a binary categonzatvhich is



37

problematic not just when considering that biological sex does noysakegparate neatly
into two categories, but also when viewing sex through the lensnofege The term
‘gender,” on the other hand, has been used by researchers to inclederal get of
cultural ideas about appropriate behaviors, beliefs, attitudes, @bes positions; to
describe social and positional differences between women and metyg enaracterize
role allocation in institutions, interactions between people, and cograf individuals
(e.g., Unger & Crawford 1992). Gender is involved in the negotiatiaelationships
(e.g., Deaux & Major 1987; West & Zimmerman 1987) and is aiternalized through
frequent performance of ‘sex-appropriate’ behavior (e.g., Bohan 19%8)or & Miller
(1994) argue that academics have utilized the term ‘gender,hvidimclusive of these
social factors, to account for variation in social differencas $bparate men and women
more than the male-female biological dichotomy. Therefore, gerateviewed as a
complex system, involving, as McConnell-Ginet (1983: 384) notes, persaitg] toles,
and class, among other factors and their relation to biological Akough biological
sex could be argued to be a universal category applicable acragesufjender is an
extremely culturally specific concept.

Since comparisons of this sort, either linguistic or cultural, umally made
between women and men, and do not consider individuals who do not fit nedubsen
categories, differences when found are typically ascribed to Imalogex, despite the
use of terminology such as ‘gender,” which is argued to involve powentics more
than do biological labels. As a result, this once again maps thgocas of ‘gender,’

which are still generally viewed as binary, onto biological sé%owever, the term
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‘gender’ can also refer to the traits of ‘masculinity’ om¥i@inity,” concepts which can
be applied across biological sex, although not eqtalnd in fact, are most likely the
source for much of the speech variety seen within these male/female sggstehs.

Linguistically, gendef’ differences have been the subject of much research in
European languages. Beginning with some of the first studigerafer in interaction,
the ‘female register (Lakoff 1975) was hypothesized to mark wdsnsubordinate
status socially—which served to reinforce stereotypical atetudf dependency,
incompetence and timidity for women. Additional research supported nthig-
dominance hypothesis (Thorne & Henley 1975) of gender-related speésterdiés,
indicating differences in a variety of areas, including interompfe.g., Tannen 1990;
Zimmerman & West 1975), back-channel responses (e.g., Dittman 1&vdl)iopic
introduction and change (e.g., Fishman 1983; West & Garcia 1988). rbtmet studies
have argued against many of these findings. This is the ofsukhift from the previous
focus on differences related to gender dominance to considerati@samhmodation
(Bilous & Krauss 1988), as well as analysis of differences foungixed- and single-sex
encounters when viewed from a supposed gender imbalance.

Differences related to pitch and production have also been widatyim@ As

fundamental frequency is determined by mass, size and tension addélefolds, with

12 For example, a ‘masculine’ woman versus a ‘maseulinan would not embody exactly the same traits.
It can more accurately be imagined as a scale,evdoénasculine woman’ may be more ‘masculine’ than
‘feminine man,’ but does not reach into the ‘masmiman’ range. This is exemplified by the diffece
between the ternmatoko rashii‘masculine’ andtokoppoimannish’.  Although both terms imply the same
meaning of ‘masculine/manly’ in English, the fornoam only refer to men while the latter can refelydo

a woman.

13 As mentioned, the bulk of this research mappedsex gender and looked at differences between men
and women, albeit considering the power differdafiavolved, not at differences within a single sex
related to a range of genders.
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thinner, shorter and tenser vocal folds producing higher pitches (van Rez&6p6),
women in general use higher pitches than men. Further, it bBasshewn that there is
more variety in fundamental pitch frequency—in both sexes—than carcbenaed for
by anatomical structures such as vocal-fold size and vocal aogthléPerry, Ohde, &
Ashmead 2001). Adult males have been found to speak with lower vodal aitd
women with higher vocal pitch, than would be expected from vocal cae, si
presumably in order to conform to gendestereotypes (Sachs, Lieberman, & Erickson
1973). Other research has found that although fundamental frequencytlodfermst
salient clue for gender identification, listeners are able to detegeimder even when the
FO is suppressed (e.g., Coleman 1971, 1973) or filtered (e.g., Lassjmdind®rdan, &
Walsh 1980), when speech is whispered (e.g., Bennett & Weinberg 1979), or in situations
where FO ranges are very similar, as with preadolescemtrehile.g., Bennett 1981;

Ingrisano, Weismer, & Schuckers 1980).

2.3.3 Pronouns
Research has indicated that first and second person pronouns in Jabanese
clear gender-differentiation (e.g., Horii 1990; Ide 1979, 1990, 1997; Peng 1973), as

summarized in Figure 1, below.

* Here, too, ‘gender’ is being used to refer to ®gary equivalent to ‘sex.” This reflects the idbat
‘women’ as a group embody ‘femininity.” No studiesve looked at pitch related to gender differences
within a single biological sex.
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Figure 1: Differences in gender categorization of Japanese ficsseeond- person
pronouns.

Categories Feminine Neutral Masculine
atakushi watakushi boku
atashi watashi ore
First-Person uchi/uchi(NS) jibun
atai (NS)™ wagahai(NS)
washi(NS)
anta anata kimi
omae
Second-Persor kisama
otaku
temee

(Adapted from Ide 1990: 73)

The gender categorization in Figure 1 shows not necessarilysheakers use
pronouns in Japanese, but rather, the ideological norms about how pronouns should be
used. When just considering the standard forms, men mainlipakseand ore while
women useatashi and watashi Uchi, although often argued to be a non-standard
feminine pronoun used mainly in the Kansai dialect, has gained pdypihaother areas.
Miyazaki (2002, 2004) found that junior high school girls from the Tokga are using
this pronoun, one which she argues has not made its place in the gswegy
represented in Figure 1, but which young girls are using asiiaifee—although more
gender neutral—pronoun thastashi However, considering that the non-standard
variety has a clear feminine reading and that the young Inolgsristudy are not using

this pronoun, | think without more in-depth study it is difficult to argue ulht falls into

15 NS = Non-Standard Form
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the neutral category. Kanamaru (1997) argues th#iun is a reflexive pronoun, and
that its use as a personal pronoun is both old-fashioned and mascuhgeadsociated
with sports, the military, or the police force.

Ide (1979) further argues that these forms vary in formaliiyh the neutral
forms watashiandwatakushibeing treated differently by men and women, as shown in
Figure 2 below. The same form when spoken by a man is astedore formal than
when spoken by a woman, with no deprecatory pronoun option for women.

Figure 2. Differences in formality of standard masculine &minine first-person
pronouns.

Feminine Masculine
watakushi watakushi
Formal atakushi
watashi
Plain watashi boku
atashi
Deprecatory ore

(Adapted from Ide 1997; Miyazaki 2004)

Japanese language textbooks, at a minimum, include a prescriylaaation of
the gender differences betweeatashi and boky and usually a discussion of the
formality differences betweematakushiandwatashi(e.g., Jordan & Noda 1987; Makino,
Hatasa & Hatasa 1998; Mizutani & Mizutani 1977). The other fiesson pronouns are
rarely mentioned.

However, as Matsumoto's (1996) diachronic study of Japanese fenp@eehs

indicates, even young girls of the Meiji Era (1868-1912) express&idtance to this

'8 However, | do agree with her statement thatliéss feminine thaatashi Gender readings of these
pronouns do not fit neatly into three categorissexemplified by the variance in neutral pronoueisvieen
male and female speakers, shown in Figure 2.
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dominant ideology by rejecting the normative female registdrusing language more
commonly associated with men. More recently, young women expgsistance by
ignoring the normative differentiations between female/raaiguage, for one, utilizing
typically masculine first person pronouns suchbaku andore (Miyazaki 2002, 2004).
Children may learn what registers are socially appropriatetheyt have the power to
manipulate these norms to their own purpose. However, these nontraditigoatic
practices are not individualistic, determined solely by persamdém@nces or attitudes,
but are instead relational (Miyazaki 2002: 369). Girls “must deterimow much group
support they have in order to decide how far they can stretcin theative
speech...constantly negotiat[ing] their group affiliations and lingumtactices...in the
present and over time” (ibid. 369). This suggests that once theyahilt society, the
ideological norms would become more important and they would then $ékely to
utilize ‘masculine’ pronouns than they did as childteran indication of the negotiation
of a speaker’s shifting status and identity (Maree 2007).

One heterosexual speaker stated that she hmadin school to place herself on
the ‘same level' as her male peers. In her case asitweths something many of her
classmates were also doing, and so could be argued to be commorthaitiiommunity
of practice. One lesbian interviewee said she umsdiwhen she was in her 20s, but
would not do so now.Apart from her, all of my lesbian interviewees said they would
never use masculine pronouns or masculine forms, with one emphabetrgh¢ was a

woman, so why would she use such formrfa@®m my observations in the field, it is the

Y This is similar to Japanese speakers learningcbhonorific forms once they graduate and enter th
workplace.
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young butch lesbianstalchi) who, while trying to figure out how their nonstandard
identity fits within the societal framework, often stronglyec® these norms, embracing a
masculine persona in terms of both language and appearaneelesbran interviewee
mentioned above, by her own description, fell within this category wiemwas younger.
However, she eventually adapted to the speech patterns assogiitesdvomen’s
language. It is not that there are not tokens of masculine sipelesthian speech (which

will be discussed in Chapter 4), but rather that lesbians are notralg
actively/consciously rejecting the societal categoryoofha rashii ‘feminine’ in their
interactions. As Miyazaki (2002) notes, one of the young girls irstiuely does not use

ore outside of school, mainly because her mother would disapprove, showing she is

aware of the cultural norms and flouts them only in certain environments.

2.3.4 Sentence-final Particles

Another commonly discussed difference in terms of gender is the wdage
sentence-final particles (SF@)g., Ide 1979, 1982; Martin 2004; Mizutani & Mizutani
1987; Shibamoto 1987; Shibatani 1990; Reynolds 1975), shown in the chart below. The
function of SFPs has been found to indicate speakers’ emotions andeattgduch as
doubt, caution, and confirmation; encouraging rapport between speechippattic
achieving a close monitoring of the feelings between speedbipants and expressing
one’s own masculinity and/or femininity (e.g., McGloin 1997; Martin 20@4kino &
Tsutsui 1986; Okamoto & Sato 1992; Matsumoto 1996). Although typically fauthe a
end of utterances, Early research has argued that thesertiffsrare related to gender,

with particles falling into male, female, or neutral (used by lsgixes with no marked
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distinction) categories. Prescriptive representations of SRP3apanese language
textbooks categorize forms into male and female, with less focute neutral forms
(Makino, Hatasa & Hatasa 1998; Mizutani & Mizutani 1977; Jorden & NbDeRY7;
Tohsaku 1994). However, as Okamoto (1995) indicates, these may be broken down

further into a five-category system, as indicated in Figure 3, below.

Figure 3: Examples of sentence-final forms, separated into five cat®fam
‘extremely feminine’ to ‘extremely masculine.’

Extreme Feminin& - Extreme Masculine
Copula+va Verb(te-form)+e | Verb(plain)+#e yo | Copulahe Verb+ha
Copula+tva yo Verb(plain)+o yone Copula#yo Z0
Copula+va ne(e)| desho(o) kana Copula¥yone | ze
Copula+va yone daro(o) ka yo
kashira

(based on Okamoto 1995; Shibamoto 1987)

Research has found that both men and women utilize SFPs ty@satigiated
with the opposite gender, although women more often utilize ‘masttdimes than men
utilize ‘feminine’ forms. As a result, this scale seembdane of power rather than one
of gender. Instead of male-female, the continuum would spread fromhe/gen-
assertive to assertive/powerful. This cross-gender usagspexially true of young
women who are recently using ‘masculine’ SFPs as well ascaline’ first person
pronouns (Okamoto 1995). As Matsumoto (2002) notes, newspaper columns reported

observations that young women were using the rougher forms thatlelegically
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men’s language. However, one participant from Okamoto’s (1995) stgdgchthat she
was not in fact using ‘men’s speech’ butakamono no kotobar ‘young persons’
speech,’ indicating that the difference is one of generation, not ge3iB*® As with
the findings related to pronoun use by young girls (Miyazaki 2004)wibigd support
the power argument that young women may no longer accept the siemade of older
generations of women, instead viewing themselves as equal to boys their own age.
This manifests itself in their use of the same language ash&e peers to “put
themselves on the same level” (314), indicating both power and stéRwwer’ is
something possessed and wielded by the individual. Wetzel (1988), hpweyaes
there is no appropriate equivalent terminology for this conceptpanése. In Japan,
power is a role or position, not an attribute of a person. As Abeestthe term, power
is not "an absolute or static term but ... relational and proceggumd"2004: 207) which
is negotiated through submission to or resistance against forcegapawticipants
(Foucault 1990). The emphasis is on interaction within the power stucflapanese
relationships work on the multidimensional roleuchi/soto(in-group/out-group), related
to the degree of intimacy with addressees, @amdte/ura(front/hidden), which reflects
the connection to society (Lebra 1984, 1992; also see Maynard 1997 feussaia of
uchi/soto in interaction). Uchi (in-group) members tend to use language to create
feelings of solidarity and distance themselves femto(out-group), regardless of gender.

Therefore, language choice indicates bothi/soto relationship, as well as the gender

'8t could be argued thaivakamono no kotobavould indicate a shift in the use of gender idealated, at
the very least, to language use. The questioesgi®mwever, whether these forms are abandondtebg t
relatively young speakers when they enter adulespan the form of a job or marriage.
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status of participants. These relationships are ever-shiftipgndeng on setting,
participants, and audience. For example, the interaction of a nvathener young son
would be realized differently at homargq) and in a public settingop(mhotg, such as the
grocery store. Equally so, there would be a difference betweerldse mother/son
interaction and that occurring between two strangers, when gtitgyan public versus
private settings. As a result, power is not something someone thadssomeone else,
but as Wetzel notes, something that can shift, existing in @yartindividual in a given
sphere based on this multidimensional scale.

However, if these ‘feminine’ and ‘extremely feminine’ forme associated with
softness or timidness, in contrast to the association of aggresss with the ‘masculine’
forms, these forms can be argued to be a way of applying a pbmamic to the
interaction. As discussed above, one heterosexual interview panti@rgued that she
and her fellow female classmates ube#tuin school as a way to even the playing field
between the girls and the boys. They felt they could not bedreat the same level if
they were using a different form of language. This was a mmschoice to utilize a
lexical item specifically used by male peers, but only ifinated set of contexts.
Although there are a range of ‘male’ forms that are recodgnmenative speakers, it
seems the same conscious choices were not being made toth@bkeeother language
features, such as SFPs, in the same manner.

It is also interesting to note that the opposite does not seem totrield
Although previous findings, as well as anecdotal evidence, have showiyotinag

women will utilize forms from the masculine side of the scadide from discussions of
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gay men’s speech, there seem to be no observations of men ‘spekingpinen.’
Whether this does not occur or, less likely, whether it pasgamboticed is unclear

without further study.

2.3.5 Intonation and Pitch

McConnell-Ginet (1983) argues that intonation may be the key lingdesture
in determining masculinity and femininity, at least for Efgkpeakers. She rejects the
lay belief that intonation reflects "natural” or "biologicdifferences in gender, instead
arguing that American children learn to speak with stereotypicatiasculine” or
"feminine"” intonation because of expectations of gender-appropriatvibeh Coates
(1986: 121) argues that "in becoming linguistically competent, thd tairns to be a
fully fledged male or female member of the speech commucinversely, when
children adopt linguistic behavior considered appropriate to theitrssx perpetuate the
social order which creates gender distinctions.” For exampandae girls learn their
expected female role during childhood through observing and mimickinglekated
pitch of their older female role models (e.g., Graddol & Swann 19&9)nversely,
Japanese boys mimic male role models to reproduce the lowkegitd older males.
Most studies on relationships between pitch or contour and personatignder focus
on gender as equivalent to sex, when viewed as a binary, heterosatagary. This
prompts the current investigation into pitch in Japanese lesbians’ speech.

Although women overall exhibit higher fundamental frequency than men,
Japanese women in particular have been reported as having agiighéhan American

women overall (van Bezooijen 1995), related to the soft and high tormoaf reported
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to be a feature of Japanese women’s language (e.g., Horii 18901990). Van
Bezooijen found that differences in pitch level for women rédlgdoth the physiology
of the speaker and culturally related personality traits. Hehigher pitch (of three pitch
samples), both Japanese and Dutch speakers perceived the spealstrotbelbeweaker,
more dependent, and modest than the corresponding lower pitch samplegudye
further found there to be a cultural difference in what pitchiseae viewed as attractive
by listeners—for Dutch, the lower and medium pitches were viegeahore attractive,
while the high and medium pitches were considered more attrémtivapanese listeners.
Ohara (1992) concludes from her study of native Japanese speakaksgdsoth
English and Japanese that speakers may modify their pitch intorclemvey a particular
image or to conform to stereotyped expectations prescribed bysthmety. As each
culture assigns different values, these would be realized diffgreten speaking
different languages. There are no equivalent studies examimngfftect of pitch on
perception of personality for male speakers, either in English or Japanese.

Van Bezooijen (1996) further investigated the relation between pitch and
personality traits. By altering the pitch to high, original amd,Ishe found that four of
her nine original personality scales showed significant ctiwak between pitch and
perceived personality—modest/arrogant, low prestige/high prestgsitive/insensitive
and emotional/rational. Additionally, lower pitch was associaté¢d a less feminine
type of personality (deemed more independent, more arrogant, mestgipus, less
sensitive and more rational) while the higher pitch evoked perceptiofesmohinity

(more dependent, more modest, less prestigious, more sensitive,camdmotional).
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For the results of a similar perception study done with Japanaiseand female voices,
please see Chapter 5.

Certain personality traits, such as modesty, innocence, dependenceyisabse
and helplessness, are traditionally more valued for women in Japenkgre than in
North American culture (Smith 1992a), and that these types of t@ag related to
physical and psychological powerlessness. Higher pitch istedeldo smaller
physiological size (Graddol & Swann 1989; Ohala 1994), exhibitedoire powerless
animals such as mice. Consequently, traits which are considerestlgssvbecome
connected to things with higher pitch. As these traits (exallisess and subservience)
are said to be valued in Japan, young Japanese girls and womero seenaising their
pitch to project socially desired personality traits for womed & conform to gender
standards (van Bezooijen 1996). Smith's study is centered on asswsrgdibut social
values of particular traits for women. In the previous sectior;amesee support for the
idea that the idea of femininity is generally standard amapgnkse speakers, whether

women choose to embody that ideal or not.

2.4  Conclusion

Although the stereotypes of women’s language and men’sdgegare salient for
everyone who speaks Japanese, in actual practice the speech of memamdin Japan
does not always clearly follow these prescribed gender norms, witlrkeed shift toward
the use of more neutral particles by younger generations of wongen N&atsumoto
1996; Okamoto & Sato 1992; Okamoto 1996; Ozaki 1998). It is apparent that th

dichotomy of ‘women’s language’ versus ‘men’s language’ is toiicstad monolithic.
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It discounts variety within these two categories that mayltré®m a variety of factors,
such as age, status, gender identity, and sexual orientation. Howevean also see
that the role for women established and promoted by the government theindeiji
period is still salient in Japanese society today. Even &s tirave changed, however,
except for a brief period in the 1980s, pressure has been put on womamy@nu have
children, focusing on the domestic sphere at the expense of jobs and adkranoaiside
of the home. Modern women are still pressured to marry and haveeaohiftstead of
pursuing careers, with the government placing the responsibilitthéodeclining birth
rate, and all the related social problems, on the shoulders of worneh.s&ial/familial
roles for women pressure even lesbians to consider having traditr@rabges and
children, both as a way to hide their ‘deviant’ sexuality, and bea#Hube necessity for

women to receive the support of a male spouse in order to have a stable future.
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3. (HOMO)SEXUALITY AND LANGUAGE

3.1 Introduction

Although research has shown that Japanese speakers do not always conform to the
hegemonic ideologies discussed in Chapter 2, these norms, both for gaedeand
language, are salient for the population as a whole. In my intexyvieheard reference to
‘natural’ (shizen families and couples, excluding homosexual couplings, and more than
one person | spoke with pointed out that Japanese people do not like thegplerthat
are ‘different.” With societal and government pressure to bothatdework for the good
of the nation and, on a more individual level, to perpetuate the faméythrough
marriage and children, people who fall outside the ‘natural’ $eauantation have
difficulty negotiating their place in society, at best. Accogdito Maree (2008),
homosexuality prompts notions of masculine women and feminine men, whiepan
is stereotyped as much by the use of extreme genderechgpestéerns as by flamboyant
drag, both of which reflect an exploitation of these ideological norms.

It is important to understand how Japanese gay men and lesbians place themselves
within mainstream society, which has already been shown to ¢t@wverete ideas of
gender roles and notions of femininity. | will first explore timsection 3.2, discussing
previous research as well as observations from my fieldwork ambnees from the
interviews with both lesbian and heterosexual women. | then exXplugaage research
related to sexual orientation, first looking at studies based onskngkction 3.3), and

then specifically looking at research on homosexual language pandse speakers
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(section 3.4). Although this dissertation is mainly concerned vaffalese lesbian
language, it is important to also consider how Japanese gay @meputate, or are
viewed as manipulating, the same hegemonic ideals lesbianacae Wwith, and how
they place themselves within the mainstream society. THigwe a clearer picture of

the comparative status of lesbians in contemporary Japan.

3.2 Sexuality in Japan

3.2.1 Overview

Homosexuality is less visible in Japanese culture, espetmallgsbians, than in
the West. There are historically neither the cultural ogils dictates against same-sex
couples in Japan that we often see in North America, nor asobageolitical movement
either for or against gay rights. Western conceptions of sgxwadre imported along
with modernization during the Meiji era, including a specific lagainst male
homosexual practice (Watanabe 1989: 121). However, Yoshizumi (1995) arguey that ga
culture is now generally accepted, citing the popularity of both Kafalkimale) and
Takarazuka (all female) theater, where both male and female rolesged ply the same
sex, as well as the lack of public opposition to gay bars (192). itésdiy, for
Takarazuka, as discussed by Robertson (1998, 2004), there is more djiaa les
component involved, with fans reading homoerotic subtexts into both the panioem
and the lives of many of the performers. Many of the lesbiapoie with suggested
popular Takarazuka actresses as examples of famous lesbiammim ddhough how

well-known these women are outside the fan base is unclear.
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In actuality, homosexuality is neither culturally nor offisissupported, with no
legal support for same-sex marriages (Maree 2001, 2004) or recouisdrimination
related to sexual orientation. “Spiritual closeness betweewididis of the same sex is
accepted, but sexual relations between such individuals is repudiateldiprandexuals
are viewed as perverts and treated in a discriminatory nfafy@shizumi 1995: 192).
It is interesting that Japanese people seem to be more afvéssues related tayuu
haafu male to female transsexuals, than those of homosexuality. Tafplds variety
shows in Japan have included travelling to Southeast Asia to intefhavwomen who
had either completed or were planning on gender reassignmentysasgeell as those
that focus on Japanese men who were living as women, discussinggdgesuthey had
undergone and how successful they were at being ‘beatitiftdmen. However, in no
way did these shows address alternative sexualities, insesdohdy them as a source of
shock and amusement for the audience.

Issues of alternative sexualities have received increasirageaess in recent
years. In 2007, Kanako Otsuiji, an openly lesbian politician from Qgsakde a run for a
national government seat in 208%7.Around the same time, the American television
drama “The L Word” (Showtime, 01/18/04-03/08/09), which centered on issues
lesbian, bisexual, and transgender people living in Los Angeles, wasdbedised on

DVD and broadcast on cable in Japan. Fuji TV also ran a drdnwh was, in part,

19 Consider similarities with American talk showsglsias Maury Povich, where audience members are to
decide whether contestants on the show are actwaligsexual men or women (e.g., “Man or womare..Ar
they ballroom babes or dancing dudes?” 7/11/06).

2 How well-known her sexual orientation was to tleeeral public outside of Osaka is unclear. However
as many interviews were conducted while she waga#ning, it was surprising that none of the
heterosexual women listed her as a ‘famous Japdessan.’
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about a young Japanese woman exploring her sexuality, bringing up ¢bpéesbianism
as well as gender-identity disoréfefLast Friends, Fuji TV, 4/10/08-6/19/08). Previous
to this, there had been gay male characters represented omoffivas positive role
models and as a source of comédybut few lesbian characters. NHK (Japan
Broadcasting Corporation) also ran a short series on gayeahmh culture in Japan,
and all of a sudden, the previously ignored subculture of lesbian wee®mned to
become a topic of conversation. Up until this point, when speaking ¢épokekual
Japanese about my research, the response was almost unifornthbaghathey knew
there were lesbians in Japan, they did not personally know any andhobtihink of any
famous lesbians. The lack of openly lesbian Japanese in the pubiscaegkear contrast
to the openly gay men and male-to-female transgender televisiebribes, whom no
one had trouble naming.

As mentioned, lesbianism in Japan has been less well documented and mor
marginalized than male-male homosexuality (e.g., Abe 2004; Moonworaiod-B985,
1997; Watanabe 1990). Women’s movements in both Europe and the US have embraced
lesbianism as one aspect of the movement, but “in the Japanesdesisanism has thus
far not been taken up as an issue. In fact, it is only just tedbat groups championing

lesbian and gay rights and liberation have surfaced” (Yoshizumi 1995: I9®#ye are

2L Although this was much discussed in the lesbianranity | was conducting fieldwork in, being one of
the first times that lesbianism was addressedJapanese television program, in the end the lesbian
character decided that she actually wanted to be@man.

*Haado GeiHard Gay’ is one example of this. This was arelter played by Sumitani Masaki, a TV
personality who frequented the prime time varidtgvgs. However, many fans were surprised when he
married a woman in November of 2006, apologizingitofans and explaining that he had to be true to
himself.

2 http://www.nhk.or.jp/heart-net/Igbt/
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several organizations for sexual minorities, but the majority ofetlloat are active in
defending gay rights seem to cater mostly to men. OCEWR,organization active in
furthering gay rights in Japan, supports all sexual minorities. nWhebserved the
English conversation class they offered, however, there was owgyyalow ratio of
lesbians (2 out of 25), suggesting this is not a group that drawssii@rn community.
Others focus on support  for lesbians, including Regumi-studio
(http://regumi.sakura.ne.jp/), a lesbian feminist group; LOUD (Leshihrigndeniable
Drive, http://www.space-loud.org/loud/) in Tokyo; and QWRC (Queer and &@n
Resource Center, http://www.qwrc.org/) in Osaka (Kamano & Khor 2ZD8®. Finally,
there is PA/F space (Performance, Art, and Feminism, htipnw/pafspace.com/) in
Tokyo, which serves as a base for events and activities for LGBTs (legajarnhisexual,
transgender people).

However, very few of the lesbians | spoke with utilized anyheke resources,
nor did they seek out other support groups for sexual minorities. Tloeitmapemed to
find resources online, either through lesbian social networking(SiSY> or groups for
sexual minorities on Japanese SNS communities such as mixi.jp.t Is&igan
participants explained in their interview that they found informaéibaut lesbian/gay
bars online. Others either met lesbian/bisexual women on sotiarkang sites, both

general and those geared towards lesbians only, or made thensealilable in such

24 http://www.occur.or.jp/ Ishikawa-Building 2nd Fin 6-12-11 Honcho Nakano, Tokyo 164 Japan, (813)
3383-5556, FAX 3229-7880. The staff at OCCUR weargy helpful when | met with them at the
beginning of my fieldwork. They sponsor the Tokyay and Lesbian Film/Video Festival and other gay
activist events.

% The majority of lesbian SNS communities/datingsiare still geared towards the international scene
although some are bilingual, and lesbian resolrcéapanese are increasing.
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online communities to help other women looking for resoufteéEhe first lesbian group
| contacted during my fieldwork was an SNS community | joined oxi.jm?’ After
group members exchanged messages on the community page, the fasditajmfukai
‘offline meetings,” which were basically private partigsdainking establishments in
Tokyo.

This group was comprised of an interesting mix of bi-curious wonmngf
whom were in committed relationships with men), lesbians who weledoogle and in
couples, and young women who had just recently graduated from high school who
seemed to be exploring their sexual identities for the firse.t It was my first
experience with the lesbian community in Japan and | was sur@isedme of the
preconceived notions these women had about lesbians. At least a thedyadup at the
first offline meeting | attended told me they had never had saxyal experience or
attraction to women, aside from what they describedlagyare which in this case
seemed to mean admiration more than longing. One woman saidicsh®t feel
attracted to men, which made her feeh‘different’ or ‘strange,’” and that was why she
joined this group. This woman was part of a much smaller group ofMbreen (one
woman who identifies as a lesbian, three women who joined the grougs outiosity,
and the researcher) who after the party went to a lesbian ter gay area of Tokyo. At

this bar, we discussed further what these women thought about lesBiaassaid that

% One of the most popular is OutJapan.com, a contsnthmt currently has over 2000 members.

" The Japanese SNS mixi.jp differs from western S as facebook or myspace in that members join
various ‘groups’ or ‘communities’ that express thaterests. These groups are visible to anyoakitg

at your page and function to tell other users alyout personality, hobbies, and interests. Maspikns |
spoke with said they had at least two mixi.jp pagesause they did not want their friends, famihd a
coworkers to know they were gay. This was one thay stayed closeted but were able to interact thith
lesbian community, while staying closeted.



57

she thought lesbians were just women who felt very close to othreemw but that they
didn’t have sex with each other or “do things like kiss.” When osbida woman
offered to kiss her, she reacted negatively, laughing and sagnda “No way!” and
holding her hand up to keep the other woman back. It is undoubtedly possililasha
bi-curious woman was just being playful, or that she was uncomfopabieipating in
such a public kiss. However, this, along with the surprise of the spleaker when the
lesbian assured her that lesbians do engage in sexual relatamesme wonder if these
women did not have a different understanding of ‘lesbian’ than is comraaderstood
in America. Over the next few months, this bi-curious womanuented the lesbian
bars in the gay district and became a source of knowledge abauethéor this group of
women?® As Kamano & Khor (2008) found in their investigation of how lesbian women
meet in Japan, there was a range of types of relationships wwerenseeking, from
friendship to looking for a potential partner. However, through this pspcasne
women “developed a clearer lesbian identity [while] forminglationship with another
woman” (ibid. 164). The lack of lesbianism in the public eye and the difficulty wome
Japan have finding resources inevitably means that a clear tamdigng of their
sexuality and related identity cannot fully form until they entke gay/lesbian
community, something which is difficult for many Japanese women to Hais is
apparently the case with the bi-curious woman mentioned above.

Gay bars have been argued to be significant in providing a spadeveloping

and maintaining one’s identity as a member of the gay commundy, @&be 2004,

% To the best of my knowledge, however, she remasiragle, expressing interest only in friendshiphwit
other members of the community.
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Ootsuka 1995; Read 1980). In Japan, because the gay community islagtuelse
hidden from society, these bars become even more important. Taay'area, Ni-
chome® in Shinjuku, is relatively well-known, and contains the largest auration of
gay bars inside Japan. According to Abe (2004), when she did dddiv 1999/2000,
“there [were] 217 gay bars in Ni-éme. By contrast, there [were] 12 lesbian bars in Ni-
chome and one in San-éme in Tokyo, four in Osaka, and one each in Kyuushuu and
Hokkaido” (208). In terms of lesbian bars in the gay district ofydplat last estimate
there were about six strictly women-only bars and another sixstimaetime let in male
"friends of the establishment." There are other lesbian estai®nts that allow men in
for a higher cover charge and a few that are run by women wWieecientele is mixed—
approximately 15 total for these two grodfsMost bars | visited in Ni-dhme were
small, seating at most 15 to 20 people. Also, these bars araddfteunt to find without
help—there is a map available in Nische that lists many of them, but many are still
difficult to find without an introduction.

The majority of the lesbian bars | visited were strictly veoronly, although this
also included male-to-female transgendered individifalhere is also one outside of
Shinjuku that is open only on Wednesday evenings, and caters to a daigasfese and

foreign expatriate lesbians. It is here that | made th@nity of my contacts during my

2 Literally ‘Second Block’.

%0 This information is based on personal communicatiith an informant who works in one of the lesbian
bars in Tokyo.

31| never experienced a man trying to enter oné@seé establishments, so | am not clear how thisdvou
be dealt with. When | tried to enter a ‘men-orggy bar, however, | was stopped at the door arnd tol
explicitly no women were allowed. This sort of sgation is not unusual in Japan, at least from my
perspective as a foreigner. | have had similaeggpces trying to go into a bar and being told ‘no
foreigners allowed.’
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fieldwork. Tokyo has a bigger gay community than any of the ddéinge cities in Japan,
which is one reason given by many gay and lesbian Japanese yfah@hmoved to
Tokyo.

In my experience, as Abe (2004) found, sexuality was oftencgtkplieferenced
in these bars. Straight girlaqnkg were allowed, but they were marked as such, either
in introductions, or as part of the information given when they weneg talked about.
Some members of the community also specifically asked whe#vercustomers liked
Japanese or foreign gifléwhether they weraeko(femme) ortachi (butch), and if they
were bisexual. One British woman | spoke with said she was undabi®having her
sexuality questioned so explicitly, something which she had not exped in the gay
community in England.

The classifications aiekoandtachi, which have lost some of their importance in
Western lesbian culture, still seem important to the lesHianterviewed. However,
when | asked these women to specifically define these temmsd, | was given a range
of answers, from sexual roles like ‘topta¢chi) and ‘bottom’ (ekd, which come
originally from gay sexual roles, but take on the meaning of domiashtpassive for
lesbian couples, to a categorization of appearance tadth appearing more masculine
andnekomore feminine. Indeed, when asked if they could easily ideotiifgr lesbians
on the street, most said thchi were easy to pick out, based on their masculine

appearance or language use, but tiekbblended in with heterosexual women.

32 This question was common in the more internatitestlian community, but | heard it asked in other
bars as well, perhaps prompted by my presence.
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3.2.2 Japanese Lesbian Identity

Based on early interactions | had with Japanese speakers apoasearch, |
began to question whether understandings of lesbian identity in Northmicanwere
comparable to that of Japan. The community | participated inglamnfieldwork had
an international component to it, which made me wonder if it waerdift from the
‘typical’ Japanese lesbian community. Although undoubtedly some gfarticipants,
such as those who had been dating foreign women or who had studied abroad, might have
had a slightly broader view on some of the issues related to sexual minbfdiesd that
there was a large international slant throughout the gay communitpkyo. One
example of this is the use of foreign terminology to refesetaual orientation. There is a
wide range of non-foreign terminology that has been used to meamodexual’ in
general—dooseiyoku'same-sex desiredoosei no ai/kqiboth meaning ‘love of same
sex,” anddooseiai‘'same-sex love’ (Furukawa 1995, 1994; Hiruma 2003, as cited in
Curran & Welker 2005; Valentine 1997a). For lesbians, though, terminaotogy
foreign origin, shifting fronresubosu a{Lesbos love)resubianandrezubian(lesbian),
to the shortened formezuthat began to be used in the 1970s (McLelland 2005). Both
rezubianand its abbreviated formezuare commonly understood to refer to women who
perform same-sex sex scenes in pornography (Ishino & Wakabayashi 1©8&)mers
(2002) found that many lesbians preferred the warku (dyke), which, according to one
woman she spoke with, is easily used to refer to lesbians wheadeoldsbian circles

because to the majority of Japanese, it has the meaning of ‘@fpand because it
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carries no negative connotation. | observed many lesbians openlythesiggmdaikuin
a playful manner, supporting Chalmer’s findings.

The majority of the heterosexual women who participated in mgrvigws
suggestediooseiaj rezubianor rezu as the most common terminology used to refer to
lesbians. The lesbians | spoke with for the most part agrebdugh a large number of
these women also listdalan (the second half ofezubiar) as the term they commonly
use to refer to themselves. The terms | commonly heard uged Tommunity were
bian anddaiku (dyke)®* None of them discussed the pornographic readimgznfbian
or rezu This may not be as salient for either these women in plnticor the

terminology may be shifting in nuance to a more neutral meaning.

3.2.3 Stereotyping of ‘Lesbians’ in Japanese Culture

Overall, there seemed to be a lack of a clear stereotypshafibésm by either the
lesbian or heterosexual women | spoke with. There was no stecabtgiparacterization
of speech, appearance, or attitude, in contrast to Japanese gag, eutich was easily
stereotyped by all participants. This is not to say that tepresentations of gay culture
in Japan were accurate, but these speakers had an eassildecenderstanding of how
gay men behaved, spoke, and looked, as well as typical occupati@ysmén were

characterized as feminine, speaking with a high pitched voice, apigy kotobA* and

33| suspect there is some nuance difference in ushliyegeneral impressions are thtgiku has a more
tachi (butch) component to it, wherebisin is more neutral. However, as both come from Bhglvords, it
is difficult to be sure. When | contacted one gofimformants about this question, she admitted shat
did not really understand hostaikuwas used in Japanese, preferring the ‘generici béan.

34 Onee kotobias described by Maree (2004) as “drag queen taik’\4alentine (1997a) labels it ‘sister
language’ or ‘sissy speech’ (105).
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working in occupations such as beautician, or in the theater or @Herrping arts. The
majority of speakers were able to mimic ‘gay men’s speesgeaking in a high voice
with a wider pitch rang® and using sentence-final particles that are considered totbe par
of women'’s speech. One participant said that she felt gayspeke more likebaasan
‘grandmothers’ than typical women’s speech. Another woman dfaéday men have

a speaking style similar to that of girls, using stereotypiealinine features such as
~shichyatta nop~na no yoneand~na noo She also emphasized the lengthening of the
final vowel, one feature that is marked anee kotoba Generally, participants who
mimicked what they considered to be gay speech did so with arialtiifielevated
pitch*° using stereotypically effeminate gestures.

When the same question was posed about lesbians, the only heterosexual
participants who could provide any sort of stereotype were thheehad met someone
who was openly lesbian, and they admitted they were basing thegpgiens on this one
person, or on something they had seen in a television drama or m@vieen pressed,
heterosexual women generally suggested that lesbians whohtakokoyaku no hito
‘male role’ used extremely masculine, often coarse, forms, ssiohedl (deprecatory,
masculine)’ and sentence-final particles (SFPs) that actoigieally masculine, such as
da zeandda yone Lesbians | spoke with also had trouble identifying Japanesanesbi
stereotypes. It is possible that they were more hesitarteteosype the group, being

aware of a range of personalities and types who identifyeabidn,’” but they too were

% Because these were single utterances, | did nasune the pitch height or range, but based onrogth
own perceptions and what participants explainedepthey were both raising their pitch and widening
their range for their impressions.

% This is based on my perception, not phonetic nreasent.
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able to provide a cohesive representation of Japanese gay nmenwdman said that
most futsuu ‘regular’ lesbians would not use masculine speech patterns, antertiat
‘femme’ lesbians are indistinguishable from straight gifiis suggests a lack of a clear
stereotypical understanding of ‘lesbian’ in Japanese sotiegsulting in a lack of
‘group identity’ with while these women can identify.

Lunsing (2005) argues that Japanese women may have fewer probitms
appearing masculine, a typical western representation of msskilzan some gay men
have with being seen as feminine. He argues that this mehelresult of sexism still
present in Japanese society, causing masculinity to be evaluatedpositively than
femininity. However, based on the hegemonic norms given by allimeyview
participants, which show a clearly defined traditional genderfaslegomen, as well as
the negative experiences some lesbians described related to ‘imsipgropriate’
masculine language when they were growing up (e.g., Lunsing &evia004), |
guestion whether this is an accurate representation.

Lesbians do seem to pass unnoticed much more frequently than gayMaeay
Japanese | spoke with were aware of, or suspected, a primaryoodagy school male
classmate who was gay, although their bases of these judgmeata/idespread—from
‘effeminate’ language use and behavior to a lack of maledsie The only interviewees
who identified someone as lesbian did so based on the admission of the pers

guestion. Kamano & Khor (2008) note that because of the appardlarisies between

3 This is in contrast to the West, where there seerbe a common impression of both ‘leshian’ araly
although more people offer two opposing stereotypekesbian, describing both the stereotypicatébu
and ‘femme’ personas, something which is not asudised for gay men.
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lesbians and (heterosexual) single women, especially since Japem@en are waiting
longer to marry, lesbians often go by unnoticed. One lesbian panticgfarred to this,
shown below in (1), saying that it was easier for two women ®watoticed by society,
whereas Japanese men could not get away with this.
(1) kawaisoo na no ga,

onna no ko wa futari de dizuniirando ni ikeru kedo,

otoko ga futari de dizuniirando ni ittara zettai gei da to iwareru.

kawaisoo da ne.

(Raiko, L7)

What is sad is that two women can go to Disneyland together but if two men
go to Disneyland, [people say] they are absolutely gay. It's sad.

Lunsing (2005) found that there is also a perceived shift in both therappeaand
attitude of women who identify as lesbian in Japan, at leasr@iag to his informants.
One lesbian he spoke with criticized younger lesbians for only gjatileing lesbian,
by which she meant that they “looked and behaved in too feminine renidibid. 90),
which could make it easier for these women to pass unnoticed inysoete older
lesbian | spoke with seemed to agree with this view.

As discussed in Chapter 2, the women | spoke with, both lesbian and &etetps
showed little flexibility as far as what counted as a famiiyt. | found this surprising,
having expected lesbhians to have a broader understanding of the corntapilpf but
the heterosexual norm still seemed pervasive for the women Viewed. It seemed
these women were not interested, or could not imagine, having the eqtizdla
‘marriage’ with another woman. Even when | asked women who wemn@ term
relationships if they were thinking about marriage, many respondie tguestion with

the assumption that marriage meant male-female and so did nottapplgir current
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relationships. However, as discussed in Chapter 2, women aragnaitiger to marry
and have children, so this is not unique to lesbians. Kamano & Khor (200®) that
while these changes in marriage ages for women and wometigedtiowards marriage
‘may show a weakening of some core heterosexual norms, other dbastnership or
ways of forming a family, such as cohabitation and lone-parentho®dicdrgaining in
popularity” (162). Chalmers (2002) found that lesbians she interviewedtddke the
idea ofkazoku‘family’, which implies blood relationship, and are shifting awepni this
norm to form ‘family-type’ living arrangements, although theskrtht seem to be based
on the traditional ideas of marriage.

In his study of lesbian magazines in the 1970s, 1980s, and 1990s, Welker (2008)
found that lesbians were placing personal ads looking for a vafetglationships—
“seeking an ‘older sister’ sometimes explicitly requested witleng to ‘spoil’ them, to
‘hold’ them, or—particularly among advertisers who described thieeses a ‘cat’
(nekg or ‘kitten'—to ‘rear’ them” (54). He suggests that thejonidy of these women
were looking for someone to ‘take the lead’ because they thezaslead little sexual
experience of their own. These women did not seem to be lookihgnfipterm stable
relationships, perhaps because of societal pressure for aommatitnarriage, or because
there was no possibility of same-sex marriage in J&barhe pairing of an older, more
experienced lesbian with one who is younger and looking for someonketadee of
them is not uncommon. At the firsfukai ‘offline party’ | attended, there was one

lesbian couple that exemplified this. Ttaehi ‘butch’ half of the couple was a woman

3 Maree (2001) gives an interesting account of kpegences creating a legal arrangement with her
Japanese partner as a way to bypass marriagerialapan.
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who was comparatively older than the rest of the women, probably miti¢o late 40s.
She was dressed in pants and a shirt that could be considered,ligsfoeclapan, very
masculine. Throughout the party, she remained sitting on the couch, lgpuragk,
observing her girlfriend socializing. ThHemu‘femme’ half of the couple was a young
woman in her early 20s. She was very feminine looking, with lomgama wearing
makeup, dressed in such a way that her body was on display, in verglsties and a
tight tank top. The appearance this couple projected was stoianat Welker (2008)

discusses.

3.3 Sexuality and Language

3.3.1 Overview

Studies on language use have found systematic influences of awgter,ge
ethnicity, and socioeconomic status on variation in speech productionQjedaperty &
Foulkes 2005), with listeners using variation to ascertain a wi&dmicity (e.g., Purnell,
Idsardi & Baugh 1999), regional dialect (e.g., Clopper & Pisoni 2004 B&zooijen &
Gooskens 1999), and sex (e.g., Lass, Almerino, Jordan & Walsh 1980). Aloseyriee
lines, researchers have begun investigating both perceptions of seemgation and
production of gay/lesbian/bisexual (GLB) speech. Looking spetiifiat GLB speech
enables linguists to better understand how speakers utilize langoags to construct
identities, in this case GLB, and negotiate their position withéinstream society. It
also reinforces, especially for Japanese, that ascribingdgegifferences based merely
on the sex of the speaker is not sufficient for understanding tlthamiem behind

linguistic forms.
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Even for English speakers, much more attention has been focused spegai
than that of lesbians. Topics studied include pitch and contour (e.g., Gaudio 1994; Smyth,
Jacobs, & Rogers 2003), speech production (e.g., Munson 2004, 2006; Piegdhaetmb
al. 2004), and speech perception (e.g.; Munson 2007; Gaudio 1994). Imeskpa

linguistics, however, this is a neglected area of study for both gays andhéesbia

3.3.2 GLB Language Research on English Speakers

Overall, research has found that males tend to use lessmfdh@ange available
to them and to shift their pitch less frequently than fem@es, Fichtelius, Johanson, &
Nordin 1980; Gilmore et al. 1992). However, Avery’s and Liss’s (1996) analysisraf m
versus less masculine-sounding speech indicated no differences in fundéreeaéacy
between their groups. Their findings suggest that pitch alorerddeprovide sufficient
cues to allow listeners to infer sexual orientation or degree of masdiféimitginity.

Anecdotal reports claim that listeners can determine sexiaitation just by
listening to someone speak. Gay speech is said to often exhighex ksbntour pattern
or ‘more dynamic pitch range,’” higher pitched voices, and lispingeireral, sounding
more like women. Gaudio's (1994) study examined the meaning behiniehiof
"sounding gay." His experiment indicated that, though most pamisipexhibited
"gaydar," correctly identifying gay speakers, gay andgitanen did not differ in terms
of pitch range (FO) or fluctuation frequency, measured by cailcglthe mean, median,

maximum, and minimum fundamental frequency (F0) values. Though subgretsable
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to identify the gay speakers, the lack of differences in thessumements indicates that
there is some other factor that is responsible for a man "sounding gay."

Other production research has shown differences between GLB andsérteio
speech (e.g., Linville 1998; Munson 2007; Munson et al. 2005). Pierrehumladrt et
(2004) investigated difference in vowel space between GLB and heteabspeakers,
showing that gay/bisexual men exhibited a general hyperatiimalof F1/F2 acoustic
vowel spaces and lesbian/bisexual women retracted variants ro¢ufza vowels.
Munson et al. (2005) also showed differences in vowel production between GLB
speakers and their heterosexual peers, with gay/bisexual men produbigher F1
frequency and lesbian/bisexual women a lower F1 and F2 frequencgrtain vowels.
Their study also included a perception experiment showing that\®id&és were more
likely to be judged as sounding GLB than heterosexual voicesthéy of these studies
found English-speaking GBL and heterosexual speakers to diffeher emean FO or FO
range, suggesting that the differences are instead somwallyentional ways of speaking
that convey sexual orientation, learned by members of the community.

Smyth et al. (2003) also support the notion that listeners can idémifgexual
orientation of a speaker from speech and make judgments of maggcublinithey did not
find significant correlations between mean FO and these judgmelawever, they did
find that sexual orientation and masculinity/femininity highly etated for listener
judgments. They hypothesized that vocal pitch played a rolestenérs when making

judgments of masculinity/femininity, but not sexual orientation.
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Munson (2007) supports this claim that perceived sexual orientatioot ithe
same as perceived masculinity in men’s speech for Englesikers. Overall, gay men’s
speech style does not appear to be a globally feminine speakimgy styl does
lesbian/bisexual women’s speech appear to be globally masculareetRimbert et al.
2004; Munson 2007; Munson et al. 2005; Smyth et al. 2003). Munson (2007) found that
judgments of women’s perceived sexual orientation correlate sgrovith perceived
height, perceived speech clarity, and perceived femininity, wdupiports Smyth et al.’s
(2003) hypothesis that visual cues interact with phonetic markeesnfonce judgments
of sexual orientation (346). Munson (2007) also determined that percegvedil
orientation in men significantly correlates with perceivedenénity, but this correlation
is weaker than the correlation between sexual orientation andiféwyifor women. In
Chapter 5, | present the results of a similar perception study for Japanese.

Although there is more research done on gay speech than that ah&gbpics
of lesbian speech patterns in English have included analyses ofgeouatistories (e.g.,
Wood 1997; Liang 1997), voice characteristics (e.g., Moonwomon-Baird 1985, 1997,
Pierrehumbert et al. 2004; Queen 1997; Waksler 2001), and identity caostriecy.,
Liang 1997, 1999; Neumann 1997). Lesbian speech has fewer sterebimpegy
speech, but it is generally categorized as being more monotonieetigaosexual women,
more resembling typical male speech patterns.

In her study examining lesbian voices, Moonwomon-Baird (1985) found that
native English-speaking heterosexual women tend to use highetepith than lesbians,

with the average height of peak pitch for lesbians being lowaer ttiet of heterosexual
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women. Further, heterosexual women use a greater pitch ozegal, with lesbians
utilizing a "tighter" pitch range, indicating less distamtehe peaks and valleys of the
contour. However, her results are limited as she analyzed onlgpgeakers' speech in
total. Queen (1997) also found that stereotypical lesbian speegtiéda “narrow pitch
range and generally ‘flat’ intonation patterns” (240). This seémindicate a pattern
opposite to that of gay men. In other words, gay men are assumedakonspe like
women and lesbian women are reported to speak more like men, at liesists of pitch
and contour. However, Waksler's (2001) findings show that lesbians aightstvamen
did not show any significant difference in pitch, and in fact, lesbiaad a slightly
greater mean pitch range than straight women. This indicatesathAvery and Liss
(1996) found, something other than pitch is providing cues to determingalsex
orientation. The methodology for these studies did not vary drfsticaicating that
more extensive research is required to clarify these conflicesults. As mentioned
above, Pierrehumbert et al. (2004) found that GLB speakers of Epghdhced vowels
differently than their heterosexual counterparts. Their styms to indicate that
homosexual and bisexual speech patterns reflect "learned maoipwéthe phonetic
space" (1908). This finding seems to be consistent with the percepéntioned above
that homosexual speakers learn to model the speech of the oppositd sekiGates that
speech patterns do not reflect a direct biological impact on speedhction. Munson
& DeBoe (2003) also found that lesbian/bisexual women produced moreatedtr
vowel spaces than heterosexual women and gay/bisexual men produce&panced

vowel spaces than their heterosexual counterparts.
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3.3.3 GLB Language Research on Japanese Speakers

As discussed in Chapter 2, Japanese has a wider range ofesb-gatider-
specific features available than English, including morphemes sudergence-final
particles (SFP) and pronouns. These elements that make up ‘wdarggisige’ and
‘men’s language’ in Japanese continue to reinforce contemporaignsaif gender-
appropriate speech (Maree 2008). Although these features have bemivektestudied
for a variety of groups of Japanese speakers, there have beenewestuidies on
Japanese language and sexuality (see, however Lunsing & 2@0de Maree 1997;
Ogawa & Smith 1997; Valentine 1997a, 1997b).

Japanese gay men’s language is often characterized asineffeyrwith gay men
generalized as usingnee kotobdolder sister speech’ which is accompanied by wider
intonational contours and ideologically feminine language, such reanc&FPs (e.q.,
rising-intonationwa) and pronouns (e.catashiand even the more neutwatashi,which
is more commonly used by women than men in casual settings). Ntyathen employ
this speech style, with some gay men intentionally using ufiascpronouns to keep
from appearing feminine (Lunsing & Maree 2004). Ogawa & Bi(li®97) also found
that gay Japanese men, although they used a wide range of gendergddid utilize
some pronouns that are considered feminine and used SFPs that areetirelddively
feminine’ by Japanese speakers. Although they examined only tvakespge they
hypothesize that SFPs seem more likely to be playing arp#reidevelopment of ‘gay

male’ language conventions than other features such as pronoun use.
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As discussed previously, participants in the current study were w@dage to
stereotype Japanese gay men’s language patterns than theskiarid. When asked to
mimic gay speech, | perceived the majority of speakeraigsisg their pitch higher than
their normal speaking voices, and speaking with a distinctly wider contour.

Recently, there has been an increased investigation into leshgaratge in Japan
(e.qg., Abe 2004; Lunsing & Maree 2004; Maree 2008; Welker 2008). Abe’s (2004) study
of lesbian language in bar settings suggests that lesbiaize ditist person pronouns
previously argued to be masculine, suclitas, boky andore. However, she contends
that this does not indicate that the speaker identifies with mers aot*appropriation of
masculine resources” (213). Further, these women do not exclusselimasculine’
language, but in fact appear to be manipulating these gendesstdh spirms in different
contexts. This may be an indication that they are utilizing thegaistic features to
overtly express or hide their identity in given situations. Youhgeremployees in their
early twenties exclusively listegbun ‘oneself’ as their favorite first-person pronoun.
This runs counter to my experience, where only one lesbian partidigiok this as a
possible first-person pronoun. In reality, many did jsen during the interview (see
Chapter 4), but the fact that they typically do not mention itnaspéion suggests that it
IS not a conscious choice. As the heterosexual participants faetbe most part, not
utilizing this pronoun, perhaps the lesbian use is an appropriation ofyaalge norm
they picked up in the lesbian community. It is important to redlat Abe’s (2004)

study of first-person pronouns mainly focuses on workers in the tebhig where she
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conducted her fieldwork. In this context, speakers were likehetperforming a lesbian
identity—it is difficult to hypothesize how they would speak in different environments
Other studies have also investigated pronoun/self-referent use dmoogexual
speakers. Lunsing & Maree (2004) found that one speaker persistefeinng to
herself with her first name and the diminutielean typically attached to girls’ names,
“Marina-chan” even as an adult to avoid using the promeatashi—“to Marina, watashi
is not merely a first-person pronoun; it is an expression of hetasbgemininity...and
patriarchal space” (104). Welker (2008) found that one lesbian wrotallan,*® “| (ore)
am a female who wishes | had been born male” (55). This wonwdeaidy utilizing the
coarse masculine pronowne as a reflection of her gender identity. In Welker’'s survey
of advertisements for pen-pals in this magazine over a two{yeaod, the most
commonly used first-person pronouns weratashi(30 to 40 percent) antdoku (10
percent), with some tokens ofe and very few ofatashi (ibid. 55). This supports the
hypothesis that lesbian speakers are rejecting forms thatféleéyare too feminine,
instead adopting masculine or neutral forms. One employee frons &@04) study
says she usggun becausatashiandwatashiexhibit too much femininity. However,
this speaker noted, as did a few of the lesbians | spoke with, tingthgiu or other
‘masculine’ first person pronouns would mean they identified with nf@ne of lesbian
participants in the current study said “I'm not a man, so why wbulk boku or ore?

I'm a woman.” This is an interesting contrast to young het&uadegirls who

3 Allan (Aran; 1980-1984) was a magazine targeted atdastin Japan.
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manipulate these first-person pronouns to express their identity ‘evén the playing
field’ with male peers (see Chapter 2 for a discussion of this).

In addition to utilizing ‘male’ language forms, or at least cejgy overtly
feminine ones, Maree (2008) found that two lesbians had reapprdpiste kotobaa
form often employed by Japanese gay men. One speaker ckaimsd it in opposition
to the more masculine style of language used by many lesbiars.u$e includes
stereotypically feminine forms, but spoken in an exaggerated mawithr.extreme
intonation rising sharply—‘based on men’s parodying of stereotypical woreergsage”
(ibid. 71). It then becomes a parody of women’s language, nepmduction of
feminine norms. Another lesbians explained that she specificab/faminine pronouns
such asatashito emphasize that she is a women, although she does not “posargs ‘m
so-called feminine characteristicgogei-teki to iwareru yoo na yooso wa sukuhébid.

76). These examples show that not all lesbians consciously ttggefeminine language
norm or use masculine forms instead. Even utilizing mascumesfdoes not mean that
lesbians want to be identified as men. However, their languageesherhether it is the

use of masculine first-person pronouns, which Abe (2004) argues may be an
appropriation of men’s resources, or embracing feminine linguistas to offset their

own perceived distance from the feminine norms of society, shbets Japanese

speakers are aware of the implication of speech forms in terms of imagetiproj
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3.4 Conclusion

Although there have been linguistic investigations of variatione@lto a range
of factors, such as sex, age, and ethnicity, differences reétatkual orientation are a
relatively new area of research. Prevalent gendered and igedustereotypes of
language use in English generally mean that lesbians and gaymag alternately
embrace the existing stereotypes of “masculine lesbians” effehiinate gay men” or
remain invisible as sexual minorities to those who do not see Ipest stereotypes
(Valentine 1997a). For Japanese GLB speakers, who have a decideelgancrete set
of gendered language ideologies from which to choose, this seemappdess an option
of complying with mainstream stereotypes of homosexuality, wiaigh decidedly
lacking in Japan, at least for lesbians, but perhaps more aaejeftthe prescriptive
masculine/feminine norm. This seems to be more likely for deskpeakers since
femininity is generally viewed as relatively weak and pdegs, especially in Japanese
culture. Interview responses showed that lesbian women, in parteedsn more likely
to both view negatively and reject the feminine norms, such as appeaand behavior,
which might in turn result in a rejection of the normative feminine speecheaegist

The majority of studies on pitch variation for GLB speakers showed
measureable differences from those of heterosexual speakevgever, pitch has been
argued to be at least in part a cultural construct, with Japamemen exhibiting a higher
mean pitch than female speakers of other languages (e.gg@ezaoijen 1996), with a
higher pitch correlating with judgments of femininity. Therefat is possible that pitch

is more likely to be manipulated by Japanese speakers than sedhemcultures.
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Differences between lesbian and heterosexual women in terbmghofiverage pitch and
pitch range will be presented in Chapter 6.

This chapter has examined the treatment and status of gayilesdeaual (GLB)
Japanese in contemporary Japan, looking both at linguistic resektdd ® English
GLB speakers in the West, and the smaller subset of resedatbdrto GLB Japanese
speakers. Overall, GLB research in Japanese has focused mardcah differences
between heterosexual and GLB speakers than on phonetic diffeteeteeen the two
groups. Chapters 4 and 6 present the results of an investigabatmeninterview data
collected during my fieldwork, revisiting lexical differencé&hépter 4), and examining
phonetic differences related to pitch for lesbian and heterosexuagmw@@hapter 6),
while Chapter 5 presents perception differences of sexual orentatid gender-based

personality traits for Japanese speakers.
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4. GENDERED MORPHEMES

4.1 Introduction

In Chapters 2 and 3, | discussed the background of women’s language and
sexuality in Japan to give an overview of gender norms and soeigiattations of
women, both in terms of roles as well as language use, and Ydparese lesbians have
been situated within these norms. In this chapter, | examine #uye wf gendered
morphemes for both the lesbian/bisexual and heterosexual participamtg study. |
will first discuss my research question and hypotheses inosedt2, describe the
methodology for how tokens were coded (section 4.3), and then present arss die
results for pronoun usage (section 4.4) and sentence-final par(edeton 4.5).

Conclusions are discussed in section 4.6.

4.2 Research Question and Hypotheses

Although previous research has indicated that Japanese lesbia@smébculine
morphemes which heterosexual women do not use, the majority ofsthdses relied on
reported data from informants, not an examination of naturally oeguspeech (see
Chapters 2 and 3 for a discussion of these studies). Therefores ah#mter, | examine
the use of first-person pronouns and sentence-final particles {&&tR)ccur in natural
speech of Japanese women, both lesbian/bisexual and heterosexual, tor lactudl
differences in usage of feminine, neutral, and masculine morphetag=d to the sexual

orientation of the speaker. Based on previous research, my hypotheses aogvas foll
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1. Lesbian/bisexual speakers will be less inclined to use feminorepns than
their heterosexual counterparts. Further, lesbians will utilizescoline
pronouns, which heterosexual speakers will not do.

2. Lesbian/bisexual speakers will have less of a tendency to nseirie SFPs
than heterosexual women and a greater tendency to use mascisen8h

heterosexual women using very few masculine SFPs overall.

4.3 Methodology and Coding
All nineteen interview® were recorded, as discussed in Chapter 1, transcribed,

and examined for tokens of gendered morphemes related to pronouns andesénal
particles (SFP). | discuss the methodology for coding these takesestions 4.3.1 and
4.3.2 below. All data was analyzed using an ANOVA, with sexual atientof speaker
(lesbian/bisexual and heterosexual) as the between-subjeds f&wparate ANOVAs
were run for first-person pronoun use, overall usage of sentencesdéirtalles, and for

the usage of masculine, feminine, and neutral sentence-finallg@rticCorrelations
between pronoun and sentence-final particle usage and pitch measumm®elgsussed

in Chapter 6, along with results of the acoustical analysis.

“0 One interview of the twenty recorded was discatniechuse of excessive English use by the interéewe
Although | could still examine the Japanese pogifor tokens of gendered morphemes, because there
were not enough continuous Japanese utterancesgatby this speaker in a row, | could not phomdiic
analyze the data.
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4.3.1 Coding and Categorization of Pronouns

4.3.1.1 Coding of Pronouns

Although there are also gendered morphemes for the second-person pronouns,
speakers did not often use them during the interviews. Within thiedirtrokens in the
data, all occurred as a part of quoted speech and took thel fieutraof anata except
for one token ofintawhich was quoted as gay (male) speech andoomss which was
guoted as lesbian/bisexual speech. Because they appeared in quatbdtbpgelid not
fit within my criteria, discussed below. Therefore, | onlg@kned tokens of first-person
pronouns for this study.

| analyzed transcripts for all tokens of first-person pronouns whiete wot
produced as part of a quotation or in an embedded clause. This wasvdonié tee
speaker was quoting hersélfor giving a quoted example, such as when the interviewees
were discussing possible differences in lesbian/bisexual speecheveipwlthough they
were not counted in final tallies, interesting examples offiesson pronoun usage that
appeared in embedded clauses/quotations will be discussed separaselgtion 4.4
below. In all nineteen interviews, the only first-person pronouns wsether-directed
speech werwvatashj atashj uchi, andjibun. Although the null pronoun in an option for
Japanese speakers, unlike in English, | did not consider these allieg. t Example (2)

shows an example of typical null pronoun use in Japanese, with the rspesttieg both

“! Interesting cases involving tokens within quotasiavill be discussed in sections 4.4 and 4.5. Hewe
these were not included in the total counts offitts¢-person pronouns.
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‘she’ in the first intonational phrase, and ‘I’ in the second. t@umhiportions are noted in
the translation by the use of brack&ts.

(2) aa-

zettai soo da ne tte omotte toka.
sugoi otoko no ko ppoi.
(Raiko, L7)
[I] think "Oh,[she] has to be one."
Really like a boy.

The more common first-person pronouwstashi and atashi were generally
straightforward to code. All tokens of these that were not in quspedch were tallied.
Occasionally it was difficult to determine whether the token atashior watashi In
any questionable cases, | coded conservatively, labeling tokehg a®utralwatashi
rather than marked-feminiregashi Tokens ofuchi andjibun were less straightforward
to code and are discussed bel&w.

Eight participants utilized tokens athi, which were used to refer to one’s own
family or company, in the sense of ‘in-group’ usesuchi. All could be replaced with
watashi with no change in meaning, but for the most part, the usecbhi was
unnecessary because the sense of ‘in-group’ was inherent in wbatefdll In example
(3), uchi, which has been argued to mean ‘home,’” is used to magjifyome/family,

indicating that the speaker is specifically referring to d&n family in contrast to the

‘typical’ family she had just described.

“2 For a list of transcription conventions, please Appendix B.
3 During all steps of analysis, with any questioeatdses, | consulted multiple native speakershfair t
opinions on my judgments.
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(3) uchi no ie wa chigau no ne
(Toshiko, L8)

It's thatmy family is different, you know.

Example (4) also showschi being used to refer to one’s own family. Here, there is no
contrast set up. The speaker is just describing the makeup of her family.

(4) uchi no oneechan wa,

saikin yatto kekkon suru koto ni natta n da kedo.
(Ayumi, L2)
It's thatmy older sister finally decided to get married recently.
Finally, one speaker, from Tokyo, usechi to refer to the company she works for when
describing her job, shown in (5).
(5) uchi no kaisha ni kanshite ieba,
kekkoo oopun da to omoimasu.
(Kimiko, L3)
[1] think if you're talking aboutmy company, it's pretty open.
Tokens ofuchi only occurred in possessive constructions, followed by the genitive
particleno and a noun, never as the stand-alone subject of a sentence.

Tokens ofjibun were counted only if they were functioning as first-person
pronouns referring to the speaker, not in a quotatidounwas not considered a pronoun
if it was acting as a reflexive, a pronoun which refers ba@ntantecedent noun phrase,
even if it was being used reflexively to refer to the spediecause there is only one

option available to a speaker in this sense. Consider exampbasd(§§), from my data,

which show the reflexive usagejdfun.
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(6) minna mo rikai shiyoo to shitenai shi,
inai mono da to omotteru.
ite mo,
terebi no naka dake no sekai.
libun no tonari ni wa zettai inai to omottete,
itara sugoi kimochi warui to iu hito ga ite.

(Raiko, L7)
Nobody's trying to understand, and [they] think [we] do not exist. EVere]f
exist, it's just in the world of television. [They] think that there's no way [w

are right next tahem, and some people say that it would be disgusting if [we]
were.

(7) toku ni atashi no itoko mo,
libun no suteppu no musuko ga gei da to wakatte,
maa,
musuko dakara,

aishitai to omou.
(Raiko, L7)

And, especially, my cousin found out tteg stepson was gay, and, well, [he]
wants to love [him] because it’s [his] son.

In (6), jibun refers back to the group as a wholena‘everyone.” In (7), thgibun is
referring to atashi no itoko‘my cousin.” Both are clearly reflexive uses jdfun.
Because the subject, especially in pronoun form, is often omittedoandse, it was
occasionally difficult to determine whethdsun referred to an omitted antecedent or if it
was standing alone as a prondtinin unclear cases, | did not cogitun in my tally of
first-person pronouns.

In the following example (8)jbun is used to refer to a generic person, much as

we use ‘one’ or ‘they in English. The following is taken fratee Ayumi's (L2)

“*4 Native speakers | consulted often had difficuligking judgments ojibun tokens.
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response to the question, ‘what difficulties do modern women fac@am3daTlhe tokens

of jibun that are not highlighted are the standard reflexive usagauafdiscussed above.

(8) gendai no onna no hito tte,
libun ni,
sugoku kashiteru mono ga,
nanka,
mokuhyoo tte iu ka,
koo denakya ikenai tte iu fuu ni,
omotteru no ga,
sugoku kata sugite,
de,
sore wa,
libun ga honto ni koo jibun no naka kara kuru,
shoodoo ja nakute,
shakai toka,
media toka de,
torizata sareteru no ni,
jibun no zoo wo chikazukeyoo tte iu yoo na?
S00 iu kanji ga,
a_
un,
mirareru to omoul.

(Ayumi, L2)

For women today, what the biggest burderheam could maybe be is [their]
goals. Things like thinking [they] have to be a certain way. It's too rigid.
And them trying to approach the image of the self that is expected by things
like society and the media rather than something that comegtimtrue self?
[1] think it’s like that kind of thing.

In the following examples (9) and (10), the same speakeljibsesas a pronoun. When

asked whether she told her parents about her sexuality, Ayumréds@ypnded with the

following:
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(9) unto,

SO0 da nee.
setsumei,

shita to omou.
un.
mazu okaasan ni yutte no kanaa.
otoosan-
otoosan wa,
sugoi kowakatta kara,
itsu mo.
kowai,
libun ga kowai tte iu imeeji ga atta kara,
anmari,
otoosan ni wa.
demo,
otoosan wa sugoku,
sapootibu datta.
(Ayumi, L2)

Um. That's right. [I] explained [to them], [I] think. Yeah. First, [I] think [I]
told my mom. My dad...because my dad is really scary, always. Bdcause
have this scary image of him. [I] didn’t really [tell] my dad. But, my dad was
really supportive.

Another speaker used the pronoun in the same way when discussitgmdietd was
lesbian or bisexual.
(10) ima wa rezubian da to omou,
[ibun wa.
(Sachi, L4)
Now, [I] think I'm a lesbian.
In the following example (11), it is clearly being used &ss&person pronoun when the

speaker is describing the makeup of her family.

(11) haha tojibun desu.
(Kyoko, L6)

It's me and my mom.
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In (12), the speaker is offering a description of the stereotypical lesbiarh sie feels
resembles her own appearance.

(12) tenkeiteki na rezubian no imeeji wa,
kami no ke wa wariai mijikali,
shootokatto,
libun mo soo desu kedo.
de...
(Kyoko, L6)

The stereotypical image of a lesbian is relatively short hair, a short cut. The
same agnine but, and...

And finally, in the following example (13), Natsuko (L5) is désicig what she views as
her ‘gender’ role in her same-sex relationship.

(13) libun wa,
josei to tsukiatteite,
dochira ka to iu to,
dansei na no de,
watashi wa shyuunyuu ga nai no de,
shyuunyuu wa jibun no bun shika hataraitenai node,
toku ni kanojyo oyoshinatte wa imasen ga,
dochira ka to iu to,
seishinteki na men de,
tsuyoku attari toka,
sapooto shitari toka,
shiteimasu.
(Natsuko, L5)

Whenl| date a girl, if [I] had to say, [I have] the male role, but because | have
no income, because [I] only work enough to get enough income for myself,
[’'m] not really supporting [my] girlfriend. But, if [I] had to say, [I'm]
supportive and strong and the like on an emotional level.

In short,jibun was coded as a first-person pronoun in cases where it couéplaeed

only by a first-person pronoun likeatashithat does not allow a reflexive reading.
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4.3.1.2 Categorization of Pronoun Tokens

As discussed in Chapter 2, previous research has categorpadesea first-
person pronouns into feminine, neutral, and masculine. Aside from the us#gepof
there were no masculine tokens of other-directed pronouns in my détaughjibun
has been reported to be a ‘masculine’ pronoun (e.g., Abe 2004; Ide 1979, 19%&d as
within Japanese military ranks and other authoritative occupations,asuthe police
force, this usage gfbun has not been adequately discussed in previous literature to
clearly differentiate masculine usage from neutral usage. fdllogving is a constructed
example showing the typical masculine usaggboh.

(14) jibun  ga iku ssu y&

I’'m going (I tell you).

In the above example (14), multiple elements indicate a masapeaker—the first-
person pronoun use fbun and the contracted copudau However, without additional
masculine morphemes or other contextual clues, defijiiing as a masculine pronoun
seems problematic as there is no clearly defined differbet@een male and female
usage. First-person pronoun tokensjibtin that appear in my data are not always
coupled with additional masculine morphemes to help clarify categanz and all
Japanese informants consulted categorized typical tokefisuof as neutraf® It is

possible this pronoun is shifting in usage, but without a further in-depthieation, it is

“5 Constructed example provided by a Japanese infirma

“5 Native Japanese speakers had a very clear imtaitido what constituted ‘masculine’ and ‘non-
masculine’jibun tokens. However, it seems they were looking aosuiding context to give them
additional information before deciding. It seemosgible that it is not the pronojibun itself that is
masculine, but the topic or other grammatical elesé is coupled with. This requires further stud
definitively answer whethgibun is masculine or neutral.
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difficult to determine how it is shifting, or for which groups. Tdfere, in order to
reflect the prescriptive categorization of these prongimg) tokens were categorized as
masculine, as shown in Figure 4 below.

Similarly, upon consulting with native speakeushi as it is used in my data is
widely felt to be a neutral pronoun, although previous research @edlolr9; Miyazaki
2002, 2004) has indicated it to be a non-standard feminine first-person prombean.
difference appears to be the implied membership in a group (exakBpl rather than
reference to a single individual (example 16), as well asfabethat it is used in
possessive constructions rather than standing alone as a subjedjcated in the
following examples.

(15) uchi no haha mo,

chichi to kekkon shite,
otoko to kekkon suru ikooru shiawase de wa nai tte iu no wa,
kanojo ga sore wo shoomei shiteru wake dakara.

(Misao, L12)
My mom also, she married dad and [she] said ‘marriage to a boy doesn’t
equal happiness,’ based on the evidence of her marriage...

(16) uchi,

gakkoo ikitakunai nefy.

| don’t want to go to school.

As discussed in Chapter 2, Miyazaki (2002, 2004) categonmdil as a feminine
pronoun, although less so thamashi Therefore, for the purposes of this study, |

categorized all pronoun tokensuathi as feminine.

" Constructed example provided by a native speakéireckansai dialect.
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The masculine pronounsoku and ore were referenced in the interviews as
possible first-person pronouns that lesbians might use, but they were not usedkbgsspea
in the interviews. | included these, along with the second-person prombegoi/
shaded in Figure 4, because these tokens were also used in quotld lajethey were

not analyzed quantitatively.

Figure 4: Prescriptive gender categorization of first- and second-ga@oouns in
Japanese.

Categories Feminine Neutral Masculine
atashi watashi jibun
First-person uchi boku
ore
anta anata omae
Second-person

4.3.2 Coding and Categorization of Sentence-final Particles

For the purpose of this study, sentence-final particles (SFR) weded and
tallied for each speaker, and percentages of particle use sdpémateategory—
masculine, neutral, and feminine—were examined for differences lmeséide sexual
orientation of the speaker. Recent sociolinguistic research ome¥p&FPs clearly
shows that there is a shift occurring in women’s use of SFRdting in a tendency to
categorize a larger number of SFPs previously felt to be nias@sg neutral. However,
in order to examine patterns of lesbian/bisexual versus heterosesmdn’s language

use in terms of gendered morphemes, | adopted the more traditiosaligiree
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categorization that is found in second language textbooks and digmitfariThese
gender divisions are salient for all Japanese speakers. Evesyithemselves do not
adhere to them, they are aware of the image presented througsettr non-use of
particular forms.

Although some SFPs, such a®& can basically occur anywhere within an
utterance, in order to look at overall percentage use of SFRsnbtinclude these types
of particles. However, in this datag occurring within an utterance was relatively
uncommon, with only a couple of speakers producing utterance-intexr@afew times
each?® For this study, SFPs were only counted after final forms wheae listener-
directed. Final forms are defined here as having a finite werb Wwith intonation-final
prosody. SFPs were not counted if they occurred in direct quuateven if the
guotation did not have a final quotation verb form attached. An examiles @ shown
in the highlighted line in (17), below.

(17) watashi sugoku josei rashii to omotta onna no ko wa,

kono kappu kawaii ne (MASC?),
minna soo da ne (MASC),

soo da ne (MASC) tte iu kedo
kanojo wa soo yo ne (FEM).

nante kawaii n daroo to omotte,
dokidoki shichatta.

(Raiko, L7)

This girl who | thought was extremely feminine;
[when | said] this cup is cute, right(MASC)?’
Everyone [else says] ‘It’s [cute], isn't it (MASC)?’,

“8 For a complete list and description of SFPs odegrin this data, please see Appendix C.

9 This is most likely because of the interview-fotyras well as because the interviewer attemptdichto
vocal interaction with the native Japanese speakerder to get clean speech recorded with littla®
overlap.

*0 This form could be considered neutral since theifitne alternativéawaii wa néeit's cute right?’ is not
widely used anymore.
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[they] say ‘It's [cute], isn't it (MASC)?’,
but she [says] ‘it's so [cute] (FEM)'.
[1] somehow thought ‘isn’t [she/that] adorable?’
and my heart started pounding.
Although the utterance is missing a quotative verb, sudb asasu‘say,’ it is clearly
implied. Therefore, even though Raiko is quoting her own speech, thisolvasluded
in my tally. Nor were the subsequent two lines, which were qustations of reported
speech lacking a quotative verb.
| also did not include SFPs that occurred in embedded clauses, dven viere
not direct quotes, such as those that pret@denou Although it is likely that there are
differences in SFP usage in these clauses, there are additiottak that make them
incomparable to listener-directed SFP usage. Consider the following exaBjple (1
(18) ima wa kekkon shite mo,
shigoto o shiteiru hito ga iru tte sugoku shitta shi,

S00 yatte ikerunaa to omoukana to omoimashita.
(Mai, H3)

Now [I] really understand that there are people who work even though

[they're] married, and wondered if [they] think they can continue doing it.
In (18), the two SFPsjaa andkang which precede the quotative thought marteer
omouwere not counted because both were embedded. However, | did not cases cla
as embedded if they preceded forms suckoaste, to iu,to omoimasuwr desuwhich
were functioning as discourse markers. These differ from thedisoourse marker

usage of the forms because they are used to indicate the speakiisgover’ They are

*1 This usage ofb, tte, to iuto omoimastor desuas a discourse marker indicating that the spaaker
relinquishing the floor is often times unclear aaduires further study.
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also often marked by a pause between the preceding clause andbthimdolorm, pitch
contour reset, or a combination of the two. This indicates, in pattihtse forms are
functioning as discourse markers, not final verb forms, and therefore damha&d the
preceding utterances. Finally, | counted combinations of SFPs whioh lbeen
grammaticalized as a single SFP, suckeeandna(a) becomingkang as one token.
Because the null use of SFPs was also examined, | counted ain@uded
final forms as locations of possible SFP usage, including both direct and distadwesb f
Although speakers sometimes end utterances with a-figalvhich may be a technique
for avoiding SFP use, in the interview format, it was difficultligtinguish between final
—te forms, utterances that were interrupted by the speaker, and tokesedf-repair.
When the—te ending exhibits final prosody, it is easier to categorize &mah form.
However, some speakers who habitually used-teendings also produced tokens with
extreme boundary pitch movement (Maeda & Venditti 1998), which indhia was
frequently exhibited by an increase of pitch at the end of an mterarlherefore, it was
often impossible to distinguish between a fird form and a continuingte form. This
was occasionally the case with final finite forms as weith speakers utilizing rising
intonation han-gimon‘half-question’ prosody at the end of the utterance, but as they
ended in a final finite form, these were counted as possible SFP locatiarmisBef the
difficulty in clearly identifying final-te forms, | did not include them in my final count.
In cases of post-posing, or moving a sentence element out ohdsical word
order to follow the final verb, | did not count the post-posed element separate

utterance, instead counting the verb that preceded the post-posindinaltfoem of the
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utterance. Post-posing is clear by the continuing intonation contouredretthe
preceding finite form and the subsequent post-posed intonation uniteskn ¢ases, there
is no reset of pitch between the two phrases. An example oftpoped utterance is
shown in (19).

(19) watashi kurisuchan da shi,

michibiite ageta yo,
tengoku ni.

(Raiko, L7)

I'm a Christian, and [l] led [herlg_heaven

In cases where an element was repeated twice in quick sicecésr emphasis, | only
counted the finite verb form once as a possible SFP location, such as in example (20).
(20) shinai,
shinai.

(Raiko, L7)

[1] don't. [I] don't.

If the element was repeated after a pause, or repeatesponse to further prompting, |

counted each occurrence as a possible SFP location.

4.4 Results for First-person Pronouns

4.4.1 Quantitative and Statistical Analysis

In order to examine patterns, | took the averages of pronoun uselfosgzaker
(see Table 2) and averaged across speakers based on sexual orientali@olésbEe For
the analysis of pronouns, | did not consider the null option, so the spercantages for

each group/speaker totals one hundred percent.
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Table 1: Average first-person pronoun usage by gender category of pronoun and by
sexual orientation of speaker.

Feminine Neutral Masculing
atashi uchi watashi jibun
36.20% 0.40%
0, 0
Heterosexual 36.60% 61.61% 1.79%
— 11.96% |  5.78%
0, 0,
Lesbian/bisexual 17.74% 62.41% 19.85%

A clear overall difference in pronoun use related to sexual atientof the
speaker is apparent, as seen in Table 1 above. Figure 5 showtetieack between the
two groups in the use of masculine and feminine pronouns. On aversgyesarual
women utilized the feminine pronowtashi 36.2% of the time, while lesbian/bisexual
women only used it 11.96% of the time. This difference was statlgt significant
(F(1,18)=8.558, p<.01). This indicates a tendency of lesbian/bisexual wonasmid
using a pronoun that is markedly feminine, supporting the hypothesis tha
lesbian/bisexual speakers will move away from feminine morphefaeen considering
the possibility thatichi may be considered a feminine first-person pronoun, the effect of
sexual orientation on percent use of feminine first-person pronoursresithes
significance (F(1, 18)=4.465, p<.05).

Differences in percentages for the neuwatashiwere very similar between the
two groups, which is unsurprising since both men and women utilize this pronoun
However,

lesbian/bisexual speakers had a higher rate of usage for ubbt

(F(1,18)=4.918, p<.05) angbun (F(1,18)=6.015, p<.05) overall. Total counts and
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percentage usage of first-person pronoun separated by gender chbegagh speaker

are presented in Table 2, below.

Figure 5: Comparison of lesbian/bisexual and heterosexual women in termsagfeaver
masculine and feminine pronoun use.

40.00%
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30.00%
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20.00%
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Lesbian/Bisexual
10.00% -

5.00% -
0.00%  ——

Percent of Total Pronouns Used

Feminine Masculine

Gender Category of Pronouns

With the exception of speaker L1 (Aiko), the tendency for lesbianxibide
speakers to use a lower percentage of the feminine pros@ghi than heterosexual
speakers as a group (36%) holds true across the group. Further, hbifoste
lesbian/bisexual speakers did not use the feminine proatashi at all, while all
heterosexual speakers used it, although for two speakers (FujikoydHAamako, H5),

the overall numbers were low.
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Table 2: Total number of tokens and percentages of first-person pronoun by gender
category for each speaker, separated by sexual orientation.

Total Feminine Neutral Masculine

Pronouns| atashi uchi watashi jibun

H1 | CMkakol a1 101 40,00 0| 0.0% | 18] 60.0% | 0 0.0%
~|H2 F“jik_o 36 | 3| 83%| 1 2.8% | 32| 88.9% | 0| 0.0%
S|lpg | Ma 22 | 8| 36.4% 0| 0.0% | 14| 63.6% | 0| 0.0%
§ Ha |Michiko | o0 10| 41.7%)| 0| 0.0% | 11| 45.8% | 3| 12.5%
8l ys | Hanako)  on | 4 20,004 0| 0.0% | 16| 80.0% | 0| 0.0%
He | Seko 20 | 18] 62.1%| 0| 0.0% | 11| 37.9% | 0| 0.0%
H7 | Minako | gn | 57| 45.00| 0] 0.0% | 33| 55.0% | 0| 0.0%
L1 | Alko 23 | 13]56.5%|2| 8.7% | 4| 17.4%| 3 13.0%
Lo | Avumi 16 3| 18.8% 3| 18.8%| 7 | 43.8% | 3 18.8%
13 | Kimko | g 1 9| 0.0%| 1 56%| 10| 55.6% | 6 33.3%
|4 | SEchi 33 | 3| 9.1%| 0 0.0% | 16| 48.5% | 4| 12.1%
% L5 | Natsukop o, 1| 42%| 0 0.0% | 17| 70.8% | 6 25.0%
e | K% | 10 | o] 0.0%| 110.0%) 2 | 20.0% | 7| 70.0%
%‘ L7 | Rako 36 | 10/ 27.8%| 0| 0.0% | 23| 63.9% | 3| 8.3%
8l g |Toshikol 0 | | 0.0%| 1 7.1% | 13| 92.9% | 0| 0.0%
Lg |Shizuko) g 0| 00%| 0 0.0%| 5| 100.0% 0 0.0%
L1 | Yum 42 | 6| 14.3% 6| 14.3%| 23| 54.8% | 7| 16.7%
L1 | S| 5y 2| 5.9%| 0 0.0% | 24| 70.6% | 5 14.7%
L2 | Misao 70 | 0| 0.0%| 3 4.3% | 55| 78.6% | 9 12.9%
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Figure 6: Histogram showing the frequency of speakers based on pgecehuse for
the feminine first-person pronoun atashi, separated by sexual orientation.
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Only one heterosexual speaker usetli (Fujiko, H2) andjibun (Michiko, H4),
with percentages being low for both. Almost half of the lesbiaebms speakers
utilized uchi as a pronoun in the possessive form, although the percentages were
relatively low across the board, with five speakers producingte&ems. Utilization of
jilbun as a pronoun was much more common, with only two lesbian/bisexual speaker
producing zero tokens. One was Shizuko (L9), who only produced a total dirfive
person pronouns during her interview, all of which took the neutral vemtashi The
other speaker who did not ugleun, Toshiko (L8), also used onlyatashitokens, with
the exception of onechitoken.

What is interesting to note is that there seems to be arpnee for variety in

first-person pronoun usage in Japanese. Aside from the one speakenddubto avoid
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first-person pronoun use altogether, all speakers showed some varigigiri forms.
Heterosexual speakers typically switched betwat@shi andwatashj with more use of
the latter (neutral) form. Lesbian/bisexual speakers, evemwavoiding the use of the
feminine formatashi showed variety by usingchi andjibun much more often than their
heterosexual counterparts who were usatgshi For the most part, lesbian/bisexual
speakers who utilized botichi andjibun as first-person pronouns used the masculine
pronounjibun more than the feminingchi.

The frequency ofjibun usage for lesbian/bisexual speakers is interesting.
Although in theory, this higher usage plbun by the lesbian/bisexual participants
supports the hypothesis that lesbian/bisexual speakers would be mioredine utilize
masculine first-person pronouns, suchjiasin (e.g., Abe 2004), the fact that native
speakers | consulted labeled the tokens as neutral makes thisisapabfsdematic.
Unarguably, there is a clear pattern of higher percentagee uségibun for
lesbian/bisexual speakers, but no other masculine tokens, sumbkasr ore. This
seems to suggest there is some additional reason for lesbiandbispeakers to use
jibun.

One possible explanation is thddun is being used to speak about oneself in a
more detached sense. Although, to the extent possible, comparable quwesteopssed
to both lesbian/bisexual and heterosexual participants, the underbpig df sexual
orientation was undoubtedly more sensitive for the lesbian/bisexuaipents. One

speaker utilizegibun heavily when discussing her coming-out story, perhaps lessening
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the emotionality of the topic for this speaker. However, it Wss ased by participants

when discussing their family, a usage that heterosexual participants dichret s

4.4.2 Notable Pronoun Usage
Although 1 did not count tokens that appeared in a quotation, even when the
speaker was quoting herself, the following example shows an inmerase of the
feminine pronoun by a lesbian/bisexual speaker in response to beingraskeat ways
she might hide her sexuality.
(21)dakara
minna de otoko no hito no hanashi ni nattara,
atashi koo iu hito taipu toka yutte mitari.
kareshi nani shiteru tte kikaretara,
kanojo nan da keredo,
un,
atashi no kareshi wa ne tte yuttari toka.
(Raiko, L7)

So, when everybody starts talking about guys, [I] try saying things likis "T

ismy (FEM) type," and if asked what [my] boyfriend does, it's actually [my

girlfriend, but [I] say things like "Wellmy (FEM) boyfriend, you know.”
While Raiko did utilizeatashiapproximately 28% of the time, the specific repeated use
of the feminine pronoun in example (21) seems marked. Her respotis goestion
was meant to convey that she would refer to her girlfriend ‘beydriend’ as a way to
hide her sexual orientation. She would also provide general response, thathe
specifically indicating that her ‘type’ is a woman. By usthg very feminine pronoun
atashj she suggests that her language shifts towards the femidgénefghe scale when

hiding her sexual orientation.
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The same speaker utilized markedly masculine speech whenkmigniehat a
lesbian speaker might sound like. Asked how she might recognize lesiéans in
society, she answered with the following example.

(22) saikin wa tsutaya ni iku to,
eruwaado no mae ni iru hito toka,
aa-
gei da ne to omottari toka,
yappari tachi no ko ga iru to wakaru nanka,
tabun onna no ko toka gaarufurendo to denwa shitete,
omae ga inakattara sawatashi dooyatte ikiteikun da yo tte yutte,
aa-
zettai soo da ne tte omotte toka.
sugoi otoko no ko ppoi.
(Raiko, L7)

Recently when [I] go to Tsutaya, sometimes [I] think "Oh, that person's gay"

when [I] see someone in front of the “L Word” (display), or when there's a

butch girl, talking on the phone to probably a girl or a girlfriend, saying

"How couldl (NEUT) live withoutyou (MASC)?" [I] think "Oh, [she] has to

be one." Really like a boy.
Here, her specific use efatashiis probably not a word-for-word quotation of what the
woman said, but a representation of speech that features that akersRaiko feels are
‘lesbian.” The sentence-final particles in this example balldiscussed below, but it is
interesting to note her use of the second-person pramoae a clearly masculine form.
This speaker also said later that she felt only women whoeddatbecome men would
usebokuor ore, and that even very ‘butch’ lesbians would not use these forms because
they are women. It is also notable that this speaker used thal rotrounwatashiin

clear contrast to the feminine foratashishe used in her quoted example of how she hid

her sexual orientation from others.
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4.5 Results for Sentence-final Particles
4.5.1 Quantitative and Statistical Analysis

Sentence-final particle (SFP) use averaged by group and forimdigidual is
presented below in Tables 3 and 4, respectively. The numbers foa#weline, neutral,
and feminine categories are also presented as percentages tdtdl number of
sentence-final particles used by speaker. Because oktiteenely low number of SFPs
that fell into the ‘strongly feminine’ categories, | included bdté tvery feminine’ and
‘moderately feminine’ tokens in the ‘feminine’ category. The&rere no tokens of
‘strongly masculine’ SFPs in my data. These numbers were aermaged together,
across speaker based on sexual orientation, to get an overall pictioeepattern of SFP
use between lesbian/bisexual and heterosexual women, as shown belableir8,Tand
also shown in Figure 7.
Table 3: Averages of percentage of feminine, neutral, and masculine sefitahc

particles (SFP) used and overall SFP usage (total, masculine, reudréminine),
separated by sexual orientation of speaker.

Percentage of
overall SFP use| FeminineNeutral| Masculing

Percentage out
of all final forms
Percentage of
total SFP

2.18% | 30.60% 1.53%

Heterosexua 34.31%
6.77% | 88.59%| 4.64%

. 077% | 20.349% 3.78% | ercentage out
Lesbian/ of all final forms

bisexual 24.89% Percentage of
3.44% | 80.91%| 15.65%
total SFP
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Figure 7 Comparison between lesbian/bisexual and hetevasexomen foisentence-
final particle (SFP) use, bc for overall SFP use and separated by gender cat
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As seen in Table above, heterosexual women use sentfinal particles
approximately 10% more often than lesbian/bisexmaimen, a significant differenc
(F(1,18)=4.521, p<.05). When considering the paiage of senten-final particles tha
were feminine, neutral, cmasculine, both groups overwhelmingly used nelsi@Ps,
although heterosexual women used neutral SFPs xpmately 8% more often the
lesbian/bisexual speakers. It is unsurprising bwih groups used a high percentag
neutral SFPs, as marked fenne or masculine SFPs have been found to occuofess
in natural conversation (e, Okamoto 1994). However, there is a very clearedé#ihce
in overall use of masculine and feminine SFPs betvtbe two groups. The average
of feminine particlesdr heterosexual women was 6.77%, while lesbiand tresm only

3.44% of the time, although the effect was notigiaally significant. Similarly
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lesbian/bisexual speakers used more masculine SFPs than hetdrsgeaklars, 15.65%

compared to 4.64%. This difference was significant (F(1,18)=8.61, p<.01).

Figure 8: Histogram showing the frequency of speakers based on pezcalhtage of
sentence-final particle use, separated by sexual orientation.
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Examining the breakdown according to speaker, there seems toaber gagiety among
heterosexual speakers related to total percentage of SFPs iikesl standard deviation
of 11.2. Lesbian/bisexual speakers had a much lower standard devia8dh of his

trend held true for both overall percentage use of neutral andifensentence-final
particles—heterosexual women exhibited an 8.7 standard deviatioenfimiie SFPs
and 13.1 for neutral SFPs, while lesbian/bisexual speakers showey lawestandard

deviation of 3.3 for feminine SFPs and 10.7 for neutral SFPs. This stwws
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heterosexual women vary more in overall usage of SFPs, as svpreent usage of

feminine and neutral SFPs, depending on the individual speaker.

Table 4: Percentages of sentence-final particle (SFP) usaébr speaker, as calculated
from the total percentage of final forms that contained SFPs.

Percentage of | Percentage of actual SFP us

overall SFP use Feminine| Neutral | Masculine

Hy |~ Chikako 29.33% 1.64% | 86.89% 11.48%

~ | H2 F“jik_o 50.17% 4.86% | 93.06% 2.08%
= w3 M 21.38% 5.88% | 94.12% 0.00%
% Ha | Michiko 47.87% 1.37% | 97.26% 1.37%
g pg Hanako 34.76% 0.00% | 98.77% 1.23%
He =~ Seiko 23.33% 8.16% | 89.80% 2.04%

Hy ~ Minako 33.33% 25.47% | 60.25% 14.29%

L1 | Alko 29.26% 253% | 75.95% 21.52%

Lp | Avumi 27.48% 3.70% @ 67.59% 28.70%

L3 | Kimiko 24.32% 3.70% @ 87.04% 9.26%

| La | Sech 15.38% 6.52% | 71.74% 21.74%
% L5 | Natsuko | 12.70% 0.00% | 93.55% 6.45%
g e | fYoke 27.78% 0.00% | 89.00% 11.00%
g 7 Rake 14.05% 8.47% | 81.36% 10.17%
8 g Toshiko 24.50% 10.20% | 63.27% 26.53%
Lg | Shizuko 34.58% 3.43% | 88.00% 8.57%
Lo | Yum 39.76% 0.00% | 96.32% 3.68%
L1 | SAYUK 21.21% 1.79% | 71.43% 26.79%
L1p ~ Misao 27.63% 0.95% | 85.71% 13.33%

e
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As shown in Table 4, above, one heterosexual speaker Michiko (H4alnsestt
no feminine SFPs (1.37%). However, the same speaker also ugefdwemasculine
SFPs, although a very high percentage of SFP use overall (47.8F6) was the
second highest among all participants. Lesbian/bisexual spealghts ba exhibiting
fewer differences in their patterns because they are moae of the hegemonic
representation of women in Japanese society, including the cate@yfie behavior
often expected of relatively younger women, and are more awareynoa lgvel, of
rejecting these norms. One lesbian/bisexual speaker, Raikoc{eédly indicated during
her interview thabnna rashii‘feminine’ behavior was related to speaking like a ‘woman,’
not just feminine SFP use, which she mentioned, but also use of elevateavpith she
claimed to be incapable of mimicking, shown in example (23) below.

(23) onna rashii?
nani kanaa.
ippanteki ni wa,
kotoba zukai toka shigoto toka,
kanaa.
kotoba zukai toka, ugoki toka.

kotoba zukai wa,

tabun otoko no kotoba o tsukawanai toka.
atashi sugoku josei rashii to omotta onna no ko wa,
a_

kono kappu kawaii ne,

minna soo da ne,

soo da ne tte iu kedo,

kanojo wa soo0 yo ne.

nante kawaii n daroo to omotte,

dokidoki shichatta.

bikkuri shita.

a_

onna no ko rashii tte,

koo iu koto kana toka.

ato nanka,
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atta toki no odoroita toki no koe toka.
[interviewer: tatoeba?]

dakara watashi wa dekinai.

yatta koto mo nai.

(Raiko, L7)
[What is] feminine? [I] wonder what [it could be]. Generally, things like
language use and occupation, (I suppose). Language use and [how they]
move, and that sort of thing. This girl who | thought was extremely feminine;
[when | said] ‘this cup is cute, right (MASC)?’ Everyone [else] says dtite,
isn’t it (MASC)?’ but she [says] ‘it's so cute (FEM)'. [I] somehow thought
‘isn’t [she/that] adorable?’ and [my heart] started pounding. As for a
feminine girl, it's probably this sort of thing and also things like the voice

when [they] are surprised. [Interviewer: For example?] | can’t did've]
never done it.

However, when examining the standard deviation for the masculineuSkge
between the two groups, the opposite patterns holds true. Leshexiddi participants
have a standard deviation of 8.8 while heterosexual women only ahetandard
deviation of 5.7. There is only one heterosexual speaker,(N®@), who used no
masculine SFPs. This speaker was also below the averdysdorsexual feminine SFP
use. One heterosexual speaker, Minako (H7), who used masculind &BP% of the
time, mainly used thda+yo/ne/yoneoattern (65% of her masculine SFP usage was of
this form). A typical example is shown below in (24).

(24)itsu kazoku ni naru ka?

il shitsumorda nee (MASC).
muzukashii nee.

(Minako, H7)

At what point do [you] become family? Good questign;t it (MASC). [It's]
difficult, isn’t it?
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However, this speaker had the highest percent use of feminine &hRbsg all
participants, almost double that of her masculine SFP use, sdlolieraspeech style
still seems relatively feminine compared to other speakers.

The one lesbian/bisexual speaker who used masculine SFPs thaftkrastf the
lesbian/bisexual group, Yumi (L10), used no feminine SFPs. Therefore, it is pdhsibl
her low use of the form is a result of her tendency to rejectdiadb of the scale. For
overall SFP usage, she was at the higher end of the lesbiandlispeakers at 39.76%.
The majority of Yumi’s SFP use took the relatively common fornmegfyo/yone It is
also interesting to note that this speaker in particular askelddaoesults of this research,
in order to learn how lesbian speech differed from the ‘norm’ sacshlel then modify
her speech so she would not stand out in society. It is possiblenéh& purposely
avoiding masculine morphemes as a way to remain ‘closeted.” The othanlb&axual
speaker at the lower end of masculine SFP usage, Natsuko @dbgxdlibited the same
type of pattern. Natsuko (L5) used very few SFPs overallaigtshowing a lower total
percentage use than all other participants (12.7%), and used no feR@k#se This
shows that this speaker also is avoiding marked SFP usage on both ends of the scale.

Also, the majority of heterosexual speakers used almost twiceaay feminine
as masculine SFPs. Two speakers exhibited very little or fevedite between feminine
and masculine SFP use, showing very low numbers for both. Only onmesesisl
speaker, Chikako (H1), showed both a markedly higher use of mascubse(EE48%)
and lower use of feminine SFPs (1.64%). Chikako explained in heviewethat she is

often told she is not ‘feminine,” mainly related to her relativéigh level of
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independence. She often travels internationally alone and one of thiegghe values
in a relationship is that her boyfriend be accepting of her indepeerdand also show a

strong independent streak himself.

Figure 9: Histogram showing the frequency of speakers based on pezcalihtage of
masculine sentence-final particle use, separated by sexual ooentati
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Conversely, all lesbian/bisexual speakers showed a higher usagasofilime
over feminine SFPs. in almost all cases markedly so. Alththegk is greater variety in
the amount of masculine SFPs used by the speakers, the patany shows that

lesbian/bisexual speakers are utilizing more SFPs from the masculineteedsoéle.
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4.5.2 Notable Usage of Feminine Sentence-final Particles

Sentence-final particles that are considered to be ‘very fealiniere rarely used,
even by heterosexual speakers (e.g., Okamoto 1994; Okamoto & Sato T8 )xwo
speakers used the ‘very femininkashirag and as expected, both were heterosexual
speakers (Fujiko, H2 and Minako, H7). When asked what the typicdbag®men to
marry is, Minako responded:

(25)ima osoi n janakashira (FEM).
inaka no hoo wa hayai to omou kedo.

(Minako, H7)

[1] wonder (FEM) if it isn’t that it’s later these days. But [I] think (the agg i

the rural area is earlier.
However, this speaker also uskaha(a) which is a neutral formn other utterances.
Interestingly, of all the interviewees, Fujiko (H2) and Minako (lg@@sented the most
traditional ideas of women’s roles and status in modern Japanesty seaih the focus
being on the home and child-rearing. Within the heterosexual spedi®mange of
feminine SFP use could be accounted for in part by the age/status of thipgaidi The
four speakers who used the highest percentage of feminine SFPgmaduated from
college, and were in graduate school, working, or raising a fanfihey were also the
four oldest participants among the heterosexual interviewees. e€Fhaining three
participants were university students, ranging in age from eighteen ttytwen

Fujiko (H2), who used the extremely feminikashirg also usedla wain a self-

guotation, shown in (26), explaining how her interest in members oathe sex differs

from an interest in men.
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(26) tatoeba fuku toka mitemo,
kawaikute,
aa-
kono ko itsumo kawaii sutaida wa (FEM) to omottara,
chotto mane shiyoo kana toka,
sonna kaniji kana.
(Fujiko, H2)

For example, if [her] clothes are always cute, and [I] think "Oh, [she's]

always wearing a cute styldawa (FEM))," [I] think about copying it. That

kind of thing, (I guess).
The use of the extremely feminim& here could be a subconscious effort to reinforce her
femininity when being challenged as to whether she has ever Hadper interest in
other women.

None of the lesbian/bisexual speakers used forms that are consdéedely
feminine. Also, in comparison to the heterosexual speakers, all buhad already
graduated from university and were working in professional positienthesargument
that some of these feminine forms are more related to age dodwsldotrue with
lesbian/bisexual speakers. Although none of the lesbian/bisexu@igzarts felt they
changed their language use to hide their sexual orientatiopo#sility remains that
they might subconsciously shift toward the feminine end of thie staituations where
their sexual orientation would cause problems for them, if it \Weosvn. Because the
interview topic was known to them from the start, and because the interviesvarnea-
native speaker of Japanese who was fully aware of their sexeadadion, they may not

have felt pressured to present a more socially accepted feminine persona.
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4.5.3 Notable Usage of Masculine Sentence-final Particles

In the same example discussed in the section on first-person pronoikas(LR3
in reporting ‘butch’ fachi) lesbian speech she had witnessed, used a number of masculine
morphemes, shown in example (27) below.
(27) omae ga inakattarga (MASC),

watashi dooyatte ikiteikuda yo (MASC) tte yutte,

af(le-ttai soo da ne tte omotte toka.

sugoi otoko no ko ppoi.

(Raiko, L7)

[She’s] saying "How could I live without yould yo (MASC)?" [I] think

"Oh, [she] has to be one." Really like a boy.
In addition to the use of the masculine second-person pronoun discussedaabwed
as the use oivatashj which, according to this speaker’s interview responses, was the
furthest away from feminine that is acceptable for women tQ wsealso see two
masculine SFPssa andda ya Although the direct copulda coupled with the SFPs
yo/nelyonedid come up in the data, with even one heterosexual speaker uttlzsng
pattern,sawas not something that was used during the interviews. Howdhwang one
interview, the participant took a break to make a phone call to anettgah she was
planning to introduce me to. She explained before the phone cahéhaerson she was
calling was ‘famous’ within the lesbian community in Tokyo—sheelveld there was no
one who did not know this woman. Although only one side of the phone call was
recorded, Misao (L12) increased her use of masculine SFPs durengptione

conversation. As shown in example (26) above, Misao used the direct dapuia, a

masculine combination. In addition to this, she used the contracted ,cefwlaften
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suggested to be a very masculine/salaryman speech?tylether, she used two tokens
of sa also considered to be highly masculine. It seems likely thabime $evel this
speaker was performing her lesbian identity to a higher extemtgdilne phone call, the
purpose of which was to set up contact between me and a person stlersdosbe the

center of the Tokyo ‘dyke’ community.

4.6  Correlations between Pronoun Use and Sentence-final Particles
Interestingly, there were no significant correlations betwihe use of gendered
first-person pronouns and either gendered sentence-final particleseaall use of
sentence-final particles, for either the group as a whole, or sepayategual orientation.
As hegemonic ideas of gender are argued to be reflected in lantha@ge, such as with
gendered morphemes in Japanese, | would expect speakers who use penggrgage
of feminine sentence-final particles to also use more femprim@ouns, and the same for
masculine morphemes. Since this was not the case, it suggestisedetwo sets of

gendered morphemes are being utilized by speakers in different ways.

4.7 Conclusion

Overall, the majority of the hypotheses held true, though ndtet@xtent that |
expected. Heterosexual women exhibited a greater tendency theusaminine first-
person pronouratashi than lesbian/bisexual speakers. Lesbian/bisexual speakers also

used the masculine first-person prongiban, although there were no other-directed uses

*2 This form, although it did not come up in the intew format, perhaps due to the semi-formal natire
the speech event, was something | observed in tagaictions with lesbian/bisexual speakers throughou
my fieldwork. In fact, a Japanese friend of mintgow had not seen in a couple years informed mel tha
was speaking like a ‘salaryman,’ pointing out mg 0§ the contracted form as an example. It igelyti
possible this is a habit | picked up from parti¢ipg in the community during my fieldwork.
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of bokuor orein this data. There are a few possible explanations for Tiis. first, and
most likely, is that the lesbian/bisexual speakers interviewe@ wlightly older, more
established women. The majority of these women have professanears, and were
relatively comfortable with their sexual orientation, enough sothtieat were willing to
participate in this study. It was explained to me that teeestypical Japanese lesbian
who completely rejects the feminine norm in favor of a mascuhmage, including
extreme masculine language use, would generally be a younger lesbianopbn about
her sexuality. These are the women who would be inclined tbalaeor ore as first-
person pronouns, and possibly the masculine versipbuni, not the type of woman who
participated in my study. |did meet a group of younger women who identifggdyasr
were questioning their sexuality, and they had a tendency towatdger, more
masculine language. However, as these women were young, alltwedey, | did not
interview them for this study?

Although the majority of interviewees, both lesbian/bisexual and deseunal,
felt there was no difference in how a lesbian might speak, whéerafites were
suggested, it was usually use of gendered morphemes sbakwasr ore, or avoiding
the use of first-person pronouns altogether by referring to orleselame>* However,
when | asked the lesbian/bisexual participants if they would evebalaeor ore, the
majority answered negatively, with only two older participantsrgjahat they probably

did so when they were younger but would not do so now. One participanstegssed

>3 This was done for ethical reasons. | felt thasthyoung women were too young and were just
beginning to explore their sexuality.

> |n fact, others have reported to me of very ‘desbians usingokuandore when interacting outside the
lesbian community. However, these speakers we@rted to be younger and still in school, and $ th
language use might change as they enter adulttgocie
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that she would not use those words because she was not male. drfgsrajgection of

these masculine first-person pronouns actually contrasts with respdram the

heterosexual participants, a few of whom pointed out that school adgedfgen use

boku to put themselves on the same level as their male classmhtes possible that
because the lesbian lifestyle is not accepted in Japanesty stwse lesbian/bisexual
women are more sensitive to people misconstruing their sexwdtit seidoo itsusei

shoogai gender-identity disordeP?

Another possibility is related to thachi (butch)heko(femme) dichotomy that is
salient in the Japanese lesbian community. It seems morg thietl Japanese lesbians
who embrace th&chirole would be more inclined to use masculine speech. In my time
spent in the community, | often heard lesbians ask someone they hatkjustiestions
such as ‘Are you butch or femme?’ or ‘What kind of girl do you likechwur femme?’.
When | asked lesbian/bisexual participants to defashinekq | received a range of
responses. Some felt that the distinction was related to appeana attitude, while
others felt it was related to the role in the bedroom—a seeyri@glinine woman could
be dominanttachi, in the bedroom. However, for the most partaehi lesbian was
stereotyped as being boyish in both appearance and mannerismdinme¢he use of
more masculine speechNeko ‘femme’ lesbians were described as feminine, almost
indistinguishable from heterosexual women, including speech.

Finally, as this data was recorded during interviews, ppaints might have been

more formal and less inclined to use non-standard language thamitjetybe when

% Two of the interviewees explained that at firgititonsidered gender-identity disorder as an exgitam
for their feelings related to their sexuality, tnath finally realized they were lesbian.
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interacting with others in the lesbian community. Howeveaqritinued to interact with
many of these participants after the interview, in a variétgettings, and | did not
witness a marked difference in their speech in terms of pronoun use.

In terms of sentence-final particles, there was a tendemcyes$bian/bisexual
speakers to use more masculine and fewer feminine SFPs thaosértal speakers,
although the difference in feminine SFP use was not significlritas been suggested
that the increased use of so-called ‘feminine’ SFPs is neda¢ed to age than gender
(Okamoto & Sato 1992). However, although the heterosexual speakers @hdhas
very feminine SFPs were in fact older, similarly aged lesbisexual speakers did not
show the same pattern.

Finally, heterosexual speakers did tend to use SFPs at a gatateverall, which
mirrors the pattern that women use SFPs more often than mmamevilr, this result did
not reach significance at (p<.08). As discussed in the methodologgnsdatal —te
forms were not counted because of the difficulty involved in idengf{liem. However,
at least two lesbian/bisexual speakers, Aiko (L1) and Sayuki (Lifljedtthis form at a
high rate. If theseteforms had been included in the total count, percents of overall SFP
use would have decreased, perhaps increasing the probability thdiffdrisnce would

be significant. The use of finateforms was not as apparent in heterosexual speakers.
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5. PERCEPTION EXPERIMENT

5.1 Introduction

As discussed in Chapter 3, although cross-cultural research hasibee on
pitch levels, as well as the personality traits that accoynibeam (e.g., Smith 1980)—the
latter focusing primarily on female voices—uvery little resbahas been done on the
perceived pitch of Japanese gay and lesbian voices, or on the accmgpeamance in
intonation patterns. Further, even studies on English-speaking gaesinan voices
have been too small to provide any conclusive results. This chaplteatte@mpt to
partially fill this gap by not only examining perceptions of pitch level—ingathg both
perceived sexuality as well as perceived personality trditg also by examining the

effect pitch width has on these perceptiths.

5.2 Research Question and Hypotheses

This experiment is designed to answer the question of how pitch hayipitah
width, determined by the difference between the maximum andnuoamnipitch of an
utterance, affect perceptions of personality traits and sexuahtation for native
Japanese speakers. Previous research indicates that Japanesepveaimee a higher
fundamental frequency (FO) within their biological range thanr tReglish-speaking

counterparts—which in turn signifies certain physiological andopetgy traits more

*% This investigation will not consider other acoasfeatures that Loveday (1981) notes accompany
variations in intonation, such as loudness, rhydatity and tempo, as well as voice quality (breathy
creaky, nasal, tense, etc.).
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accepted as feminine in Japanese society (e.g., Ohara 1992; SmithvE®OBazooijen

1996). There are also findings that English-speaking lesbian woradunge lower, less
contoured speech than heterosexual women and English-speaking gay mugtera

more contoured utterance than heterosexual men (e.g., Moonwomon-Baird 1985, 1997;
Queen 1997). Therefore, | hypothesize that the following will hold truean
examination of pitch height and pitch width/contour for Japanese male@ale speech

as perceived by Japanese listeners.

1. Overall, the higher the voice, the more feminine the perceived pedtgonal
traits will be for both sexes, and the lower the voice, the masculine the
perceived traits.

2. In terms of sexuality, pitch and contour will have an effect ongpdian of
homosexuality — lower pitched and flatter contoured female voideshare
likely to be perceived as lesbian; higher pitched, more contouredvoiaks
will be more likely to be perceived to be gay.

3. Certain personality traits that are viewed to be more masguk.g.,
assertiveness and calmness, will accompany perceptions ofnieshiaThe
same voices that are judged lesbian will be perceived asghavore
masculine personality traits. The voices perceived to be ghpevierceived
as having more feminine personality traits.

It should be noted that the study described in this chapter doestemap@ato

make acoustic measurements to determine what lesbian or gay tralgesound like,

nor does it investigate what characteristics go along with hormabgx This chapter
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merely focuses on cultural perceptions of homosexuality, for both \piaeéty and
personality traits, and how perceptions of personality traitseleder with these
perceptions. As discussed in Chapter 3, although Japanese speakera refatively
uniform cultural stereotype of gay men, both in behavior and spéechame is not true
for lesbians. This experiment is designed to investigate subconstarastypes, if any,

of both lesbians and gay men in Japan, in terms of both personality and pitch.

5.3 Methodology
The above hypotheses were tested by analyzing the perception déty wh

Japanese utterances by native Japanese speakers, both male and female.

5.3.1 Stimuli

5.3.1.1 Speakers and Recording Methodology

| recorded two native Japanese (NJ) speakers, one female amdatme Both
speak "standard" Japanese, Tokyo dialect. They were recordedannd protected
booth at 44.1 kHz and 16 bits using a high quality freestanding microphorechgithl

CD recorder.

5.3.1.2 Speech Materials

Each speaker was asked to participate in two tasks designdttitonative
Japanese speech samples. First, they were required to introduselttes in Japanese,
including information such as their name, hometown, and details aboutfahely,
research, and studies. Next, each was asked to read a sipgrleskastory aloud then

retell the story in their own words. Two different stories watized for this task.



118

Participants were given as much time as they wanted tooreadhe story before being
recorded, and again to look over the story before retelling it. hecfirst story, pictures
were provided for clues, though the subject was not able to see the text of tlueistayy
the retelling. For the second story, there were no picturesdph nor was the subject
able to see the text during their retelling.

Ten one-to-three second utterances were chosen for each speakénd total
recording. Samples were chosen for clarity of speech, obviousatitn contour, as
well as appropriateness of content. This last constraint inclutiag put quoted speech
or obvious gendered vocabulary or grammar. As each utterance hablétwieen one
and three seconds in total length, when considering the above constrergswere

fewer than fifteen options for each speaker overall.

5.3.1.3 Manipulation of Tokens
Using the PSOLA (Pitch Synchronous Overlap and Add) algorithm as

implemented in Praat (Boersma & Weenink 2005), each short samplenar@pulated
for both overall pitch height and pitch width. The PSOLA algorithnoval a
manipulation of pitch resulting in a high quality resynthesis, whish often
indistinguishable from naturally recorded speech (Moulines & Chagoeb®90; van
Bezooijen 1996). All measurements were made using semitones. edser of
manipulation, the pitch for each was stylized by retaining only pahsudden slope

change in the contour and interpolating between these points. Thidowasising the

" An utterance where there were clear changes ind&0necessary so that there would be high and low
pitch points that could be manipulated to make dewand narrower pitch width. A flat contoured
utterance would show very little difference, evéamincrease and decrease of 75%.
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stylize command in Praal. For each contour pattern, as discussed below, the normal
pitch height® (normal) was utilized, increased by three semitones (high), amdaded

by three semitones (low) from the original level, as shown below in Figure 10.

Figure 10: Sample pitch levels for experiment utterances.

12.77 s.t.
High: +3 semitones
Normal: no change
9.77 s.t.

@ Low: - 3 semitones

. 6.77 s.t.

0 0.917868
Time (s)
dare mo inai to omotte

Contour width, using Praat, was also manipulated from the original Suorle
of each speaker—natural, wide, and narf®wkor each original sample the natural peaks

and valleys of the intonation contour were increased by 75% to procueedé sample,

*8 Though such stylization did not audibly affect theonation of the utterances, for the sake of
comparability, each normal pitch/contour was atgtized using the PSOLA algorithm with a one
semitone frequency to control for any variation.

%9 The manipulations of pitch heights did not affleetv natural the resulting utterances sounded.

% In comparison to the regular pitch width, the wadel narrow pitch widths sounded slightly unusual,
although the narrow sounded more natural than tHe.wit is possible that stretching out or compieg
the pitch widths in a such a uniform manner dog¢sanourately reflect what native speakers are doing
when they utilize a wider or narrower pitch widtinstead speakers who utilize a wider pitch rangg bre
producing sharper peaks and valleys, instead aflgtancreases and decreases in pitch (see Yuaga@00
a discussion of pitch peaks and valleys in Japauseances).
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as measured in semitones. To do this, the baseline for eacmaedtevas calculated
individually by finding the mean FO. Then, for each pitch pointradtglization, the
difference between the pitch point and mean FO was increaséobhy To "flatten” the
natural intonation contour and produce the narrow sample, the differemesehesach
pitch point and the mean FO of the utterance were decreaséf8%y This faithfully
maintained the overall shape and timing of peaks and valleys in theucomhile
increasing or decreasing the overall size of pitch width ofuttexrance. Examples of
these can be seen in Figure 11, below. Each utterance wasdmgiulated for pitch
width and then each width was manipulated for pitch height. This resulted in moé sti
for each utterance. Ten utterances were used for each voudénges a total of 180

stimuli.

Figure 11: Sample pitch widths for experiment utterances.

Wide +75%
Regular 100%
Narrow -75%

0 0.917868
Time (s)

dare mo inai to omotte
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5.3.2 Perception Experiment

All 180 stimuli were presented to each participant in a differandomized order
for each scale, with one scale being completed before moving dre toekt. Each
participant was asked to provide judgments for each stimuli for Jeparate scales,
discussed below. These scales were also randomized usino aduwre, resulting in
five experiment designs which presented the five scales in afhffeorders. The

experiment took approximately one hour to complete.

5.3.2.1 Participants

Fifteen participants took part in the perception experiment, all native Japjiid¢se
speakers who were raised in Jaj@md considered Japanese to be their native language.
There were nine female participants and six male participaritdal. Dialect was not
controlled for, only home country and native language. Bilingual spakesre not
included in order to control for cultural background—speakers raisgéapen speaking a
language other than Standard Japanese in Japan might have diftéreral @morms
regarding gender, which would be impossible to account for. The rdataohe female
speaker was not included in the analysis due to her inability to perfornskheTiae data

for the remaining fourteen participants was analyzed as discussed in section 5.4.

%1 One participant left Japan at the age of fiftekaugh the remaining fourteen (thirteen of whosia deas
analyzed) lived there until at least age eighteEhis participant did not pattern differently thidue
remaining thirteen so was not excluded.

%2 Here, | define bilingual as being raised speakiwg (or more) languages fluently. Therefore, soneeo
raised in Japan but speaking English at home witiatize English-speaking parent would be disquedifi
from participating.
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5.3.2.2 Procedures

Participants were asked to listen on headphones to each stimuluseorsmale,
and make a judgment from one to seven based on five different sgabeessing the
number keys on the keyboard. Each scale was presented in full ivefaireg on to the
next scale. Four of the scales related to perception of petgenatiractiveness,
emotionality, assertiveness, and femininity/masculinity—whilerémeaining scale asked
for perception of sexual orientation, as shown in Figure 12. Thif setles was based
on those used in van Bezooijen’s (1996) and Biemans & van Bezooijen’s (1989&ss
of personality traits and gender, as well as Gaudio’s (1994y stsking listeners to

judge sexuality (gay-straight) of speech samples.

Figure 12: Perception scales presented to listeners during the exgerime

Less Attractive More Attractive

Calm Emotional Personality Scales

Masculine Feminine

Unassertive Assertive

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Heterosexual Homosexual Sexuality Scale
(Gay/Lesbian)

Subjects performed the tasks either in a quiet room, at mostdtbgects to a
room, though usually alone, or in an isolated sound booth. E-Prime watysedent

the stimuli, which subjects listened to on headphones, and to collemtgbenses for
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each participant. Between each scale, participants weea gi chance to take a break,
view the subsequent scale, and ask questions if né&dadditional non-manipulated
stimuli were utilized for a short practice set precedingetkygeriment. These stimuli
were not used for the actual experiment but were produced bwrie speakers. This
was to allow participants a preview of what types of taskg toeild expect. At this

point they were able to ask for clarification and adjust the headphones and volume.

5.4  Results

All data was analyzed using a four-factor ANOVA, with Pitchighe (high,
normal, low), Pitch Width (narrow, regular, wide), and Voice (fematale) being
within-subject factors, and the Sex of the Participants (fermadde) as a between-
subjects factor. The data was averaged over the ten itemgarfode within each
condition, resulting in one measurement for each combination of pitchithegitgh width
and voice for each participant. Judgments of each of the scalestwwated as a
dependent variable and analyzed separately. The scales weranalyzed using a
bivariate correlation to examine the relationship between eadheofour personality

scales and the scale indicating perceived sexuality. All significartsese reported.

8 All scales were given in English because the érpart had originally been run with both Japanesk an
American participants in order to also investigatkural differences. All NJ students for both
experiments were studying at an American universityl had sufficient language ability to understtoed
items. A few NJ participants asked for clarification vocabulary at these points in the experim&he
only item that presented a problem with the NJ kpesawas assertive/non-assertive. Assertive was
explained agk23 7\ > (ga ga tsuyoi) or in one instancesasy 1D [ %t (ukemiteki no hantai).
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5.4.1 Personality Scales

5.4.1.1 Attractiveness

Figure 13: Ratings of perceived attractiveness ('7'= more attractess attractive),
separated by sex of listener and sex of voice of stimuli.

Attractiveness
Sex of Listener Pitch Width
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Pitch Height Pitch Height

For the scale measuring level of attractiveness, there gamidicant effect of
Pitch Width (F(2, 24)=13.755, p<.001), with narrow contours being perceived as less
attractive than regular and wide for both male and female vbicbsth male and female

participants. The interactions of Voice by Pitch Height (F(2,2499%; p<.05) and Voice
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by Pitch Width (F(2,24)=5.376, p<.05) were also significant. For the voate, there

was very little difference between perceptions of attractigerfor each level of pitch.
However, the narrow contour was considered the least attractitre perceptions of

attractiveness increasing as the contour widened. Overalllisigleers perceived the
female voice to be the most attractive at the higher pitch, ywélception of

attractiveness decreasing as pitch decreased. In termgchf Width, the narrow
contour was viewed as the least attractive, though the differetaedre regular and
wide contours was less apparent. Two of the three-way interactVoice by Pitch

Height by Sex of Participant (F(2,24)=4.321) and Voice by Pitclghidsy Pitch Width

(F(2,24)=3.265), were significant, both at p<.05.

The female voice showed a significant effect of both the maactsffof Pitch
Height (F(2, 24)=7.035) and Pitch Width (F(2,24)=13.049) (both at p<.005). Tvhe of t
two-way interactions were also significant (Pitch Height gx of Participant
(F(2,24)=7.255, p<.005) and Pitch Height by Pitch Contour (F(2,24)=3.48, p<.05).
Analyzing the data for each group of participants separatelyefoale participants the
simple effect of Pitch Width was significant (F(2,14)=5.022, p<.05), with narrow
contour perceived as the least attractive overall and the wide contourpdrasgislightly
more attractive than regular at low and high pitches and morblynsi@a at normal pitch.
Male participants found both simple effects of Pitch Height (F(28.6p9, p<.01) and
Width (F(2,10)=3.948, p<.005) to be significant, though the interaction did ndt reac
significance. The higher the pitch, the more attractivevthiee was perceived to be

overall. In terms of Pitch Width, the narrow contour was considbetkbast attractive,
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but there was no apparent difference between the regular and widersonThe male
voice showed a significant simple effect of Pitch Width (F(2,24)=13.0400@% Both
male and female participants considered the level of attraesgeto increase for wider
contours, with the greatest difference between the narrow andmreguataurs. No other

interactions or simple effects were significant.

5.4.1.2 Emotional versus Calm

Figure 14: Ratings of perceived emotionality (‘7'= emotional 'Im)¢c@eparated by sex
of listener and sex of voice of stimuli.
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In terms of emotionality, the main effects Pitch Heigh2(#4)=32.561, p<.001)
and Pitch Width (F(2,24)=7.505, p<.005) were significant, with the wide contauy be
perceived as more emotional overall. The higher the pitch, the @mootional the voice
was perceived to be as well. The two-way interactions, PitdghHéy Sex of
Participant (F(2,24)=4.946, p<.05) and Voice by Pitch Width (F(2,24)=5.789, p<.01)
were significant. The three-way interaction Voice by Pidldth by Sex of Participant,
was also significant (F(2,24)=3.78, p<.05). For the female voice, fepaateipants
perceived the wide pitch to be more emotional, with no apparentatiferbetween
regular and narrow contours. Male participants perceived nacavtours to be
significantly calmer than regular contours, and wide contours thédenost emotional
overall. For the male voice, male participants found the narrow contour to e tadm
wide, but female participants showed no clear overall pattern. Npiotamctions were
significant. Although pitch height had an effect, because it did mbicipate in any
significant interactions, this factor was averaged acrossttendesults were analyzed
with a three-way ANOVA.

The main effect of Pitch Width was significant (F(2,24)=7.505, p<.08&h
narrow contours being perceived as calmer than wide. Both thevayonteraction of
Voice by Pitch Width (F(2,24)=3.78, p<.05) and the three-way Voice toh RVidth by
Sex of Participant (F(2,24)=3.780, p<.05) reached significance. Eadhole@ex of
Participant was analyzed separately, using a two factor ANOWAale participants
exhibited a significant main effect of Pitch Height (F(2,20085, p<.005), with narrow

contours being perceived as calmer than wide, as well as dcgighihteraction between
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Voice and Pitch Width (F(2,10)=5.329, p<.05). After analyzing the nadefemale
voices separately, the female voice showed a significant sieffdet of Pitch Width
(F(2,10)=19.761, p<.001), with the perception of emotionality increasingitak

widened. Neither the simple effects or interactions for the2 maice nor the simple

effects for the female participants showed any significant effects.

5.4.1.3 Masculine versus Feminine

Figure 15: Ratings of perceived femininity (‘7'= feminine 'lasouline), separated by
sex of listener and sex of voice of stimuli.
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The main effects of Voice (F(1,12)=61.778, p<.001), Pitch Height
(F(1,12)=45.899, p<.001) and Pitch Width (F(1,12)=3.935, p<.05) were significant.
Overall, higher pitches were perceived as more feminine and wal#ours as more
feminine than narrow. The female voice was perceived as muchfemoirgne than the
male voice. The two-way interaction, Voice by Pitch Width vedso significant
(F(2,24)=5.242, p<.05). No other interactions were significant. Becaudid not
participate in any significant interactions, the factor SexXPaiticipant was averaged
across. All three main effects were significant (Voic€l(E3)=63.807, p<.001), Pitch
Height (F(1,13)=45.338, p<.001), and Pitch Width (F(1,13)=4.03, p<.05)). The two-way
interaction, Voice by Pitch Width, also reached significance,P6(=5.483, p<.05). The
female voice showed an effect of Pitch Width, while the male witenot. Because it
did not participate in any significant interactions, Pitch Height wasaged across, and a
two-way ANOVA was run on the remaining data. Both main efd¢dfoice and Pitch
Width were significant (Voice (F(1,13)=63.807, p<.001) and Pitch Width (F4283,
p<.05)), as was the interaction Voice by Pitch Width (F(2,26)=5.483, p<Ip&i).the
female voice, the simple effect of Pitch Width was signmfiod(2,26)=9.456, p<.005),
with the voice being perceived as more masculine the narrowebotiteur. This effect

was not significant for the male voice. No other interactions were sigrtifica
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5.4.1.7 Assertive versus Unassertive

Figure 16: Ratings of perceived assertiveness ('7'= more assEriless assertive),
separated by sex of listener and sex of voice of stimuli.
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For perception of assertiveness, the main effect of Pitch Widgh24)=18.498,
p<.001) was significant with narrow contours being perceived asak=ertive than wide
overall. The three-way interaction Pitch Height by Pitch Wintlsex of Participant was

also significant (F(4,48)=2.795, p<.05). After averaging across Voib&hwdid not
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participate in any significant interactions, each level of &eRarticipant was analyzed
separately. For female participants, both Pitch Width (F(2, 14)=985305) and the
two-way interaction Pitch Height by Pitch Width (F(4,28)=4.743, p<.00&ye
significant. Overall, female listeners perceived voices tonbes assertive with wider
contours at all levels of pitch height. After analyzing eaeVvell of Pitch Height
separately, all three showed a significant effect of PitatitM{iow pitch (F(2,14)=9.825,
p<.005), regular pitch (F(2,14)=9.133, p<.005), and high pitch (F(2,14)=9.075, p<.005)).
For male participants, only the simple effect of Pitch Width feasd to be significant
(F(2,10)=11.959, p<.005)—the wider the contour, the more assertive the vage w

perceived to be. No other simple effects or interactions reached significance.

5.4.2 Sexuality Scale

When considering perceptions of sexuality, the main effect twh RHeight
(F(2,24)=5.493, p<.05) was significant, as were the two-way intengctVoice by Pitch
Height (F(2,24)=17.133, p<.001) and Voice by Pitch Width (F(2,24)=10.138, p<.005),
indicating that a different trend exists for the male and femalce. No other main
effects or interactions were significant, so each level of Voice nayzed separately, as

seen in the follow section.
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Figure 17: Ratings of perceived sexual orientation ('7'= homosexuakterosexual),
separated by sex of listener and sex of voice of stimuli.
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5.4.2.1 Straight versus Lesbian

The female voice showed a significant effect for both Pitchighiie
(F(2,24)=8.384, p<.005) and Pitch Width (F(2,24)=9.96, p<.005)). As shown in Figure 9,
the lower the pitch, the more likely the voice was to be judged restwerall.

Additionally, the narrower the contour, the more likely the voice perseived to be
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lesbian, though this trend was more apparent for male listeiNggher the main effect

of listener sex nor any interactions were significant.

Figure 18%** Ratings of perceived sexual orientation for the female voice ('7'= lesbian
'1'= heterosexual), separated by sex of listener.
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5.4.2.1 Straight versus Gay

For the male voice, only the simple effect of Pitch Heighthedcsignificance
(F(2, 24)=13.332, p<.001). The higher the male voice, the more likelpstto be
perceived as gay. Women perceived more of a difference tharetatad to pitch width,
with the perception of homosexuality increasing the narrowerdhsur. However, this

difference did not reach significance ((F(2,24)=2.601, p<.1).

% Figures 9 and 10 are reproductions of Figure &seed by voice of stimuli, presented again foeeafs
reporting.
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Figure 19: Ratings of perceived sexual orientation for the male voready '1'=
heterosexual), separated by sex of listener.
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5.4.3 Correlations between Personality and Sexuality Scales

In order to explore perceived relationships between homosexuatity a
personality traits, correlations were considered for the nmaldeanale voice separately,
delineated below in Table 8. This is because | anticipated that for many of the
correlations, there would be an opposite trend for the male and feaieds, which was
indeed the case. Correlations between each scale were alsdeoedisin order to
investigate which personality traits Japanese listenersipedce be associated with
each other. These correlations will show overall stereotypemfve Japanese speakers:

those with homosexuality will indicate personality stereotyp@ankse speakers may

% Correlations presented to the left of the greydsoare the results from all listeners for the femalice,
those to the right are for the male voice. Thertomber in each box is the correlation ratio witie
number below represents statistical significanCerrelations that are statistically significant atelined
in black.



135

have about gay and lesbian speakers, while correlations betweerrdbeafiey scales
themselves will indicate what traits are considered mascuwinéminine for these

participants.

Table 5: Pearson correlations between personality and sexuality, seglasated by
voice. Information to the right of the white boxes shows probability levels and
correlation rates for the male voice. Information to the left of the Wbites shows the
same for the female voice. Statistically significant result®aleed and highlighted in
grey and those that near significance are bolded and italicized.

Homosexuality | Femininity] Emotionality  Attractiversees Assertiveness
Homosexuality .858 133 -39 -.251
p<.005 p<.05 p<.5 p>.5
Femininity -913 .827 -.18 -.035 §
Emotionality - 712 -.834 .29 426 S
p<.05 p<.01 p<.5 p<.5 &
Attractiveness ~-656 493 .689 .964
p<.06 p<.5 p<.05 p<.001
Assertiveness -37 311 634 .866
p<.5 p<.5 p<.1 p<.005
Female Voice

5.4.3.1 Female Voice

For the female voice, two of the four personality scales showsidnaficant
correlation with perception of lesbianism—femininity and emotionalifyemininity
showed a strong inverse correlation with sexuality, with the tokemseived to be
feminine also being perceived to be straight. Additionally, emdtigrshowed a strong
negative correlation to lesbianism, with tokens perceived to be ¢sdnib@ng perceived

as being more lesbian. Both of these trends were significanéxamining femininity,
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overall there was a significant correlation with emotionalithe more emotional the
voice, the more feminine it was perceived to be. Finally, thexge a strong positive
correlation between assertiveness and attractiveness for tladefeoice. The more
assertive tokens were perceived to be more attractive ovétatl.male listeners only,
emotionality and assertiveness showed a strong positive correfatiothe female

voice—the tokens judged as more emotional were perceived to be more assertive.

5.4.3.2 Male Voice

For the male voice, overall perceptions of homosexuality showed isagiif
correlations with femininity and emotionality. Femininity showedteong positive
correlation with sexuality—the more masculine tokens were pextéo be heterosexual
while the tokens perceived as gay were also perceived as more feminine.

Overall, there was also a clear correlation between emotpnalnd
homosexuality. Perceived gay tokens were also viewed to be mot®eah and tokens
judged to be heterosexual male more calm. The correlation befeeémnity and
emotionality was significant for the male voice. Masculine tokens wereipedcto be
more calm and feminine tokens more emotional. Finally, as found fdeitiede voice,
the male voice shows a correlation between attractiveness sediesiess—the more

assertive the voice, the more attractive the perception.
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Figure 20: Scatterplot showing the Figure 21: Scatterplot showing the
correlation  between perceived sexualcorrelation between perceived sexual
orientation (‘1'=straight ‘7’=gay) and orientation (‘l'=straight ‘7’=gay) and

femininity (‘1’=masculine ‘7’=feminine) for
the female voice.
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Figure 22:  Scatterplot showing the

correlation between perceived femininity
(‘I'=masculine  “7’=feminine) and
emotionality (‘1'=calm ‘7’=emotional)
for the female voice.
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Figure 23: Scatterplot showing the

correlation between perceived assertiveness
(‘l'=less ‘7’=more) and attractiveness
(‘I'=less ‘7’=more) for the female voice.
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Figure 24: Scatterplot showing the Figure 25: Scatterplot showing the
correlation between perceived sexual correlation between perceived sexual
orientation (‘l'=straight ‘7'=gay) and orientation (‘1'=straight ‘7’=gay) and

femininity (‘1’=masculine ‘7’=feminine)
for the male voice.
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Figure 26: Scatterplot showing the
correlation between perceived femininity
(‘I'=masculine, ‘7’=feminine) and

emotionality (‘1'=calm ‘7’=emotional)

for the male voice.
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Figure 27: Scatterplot showing the
correlation between perceived
assertiveness (‘l'=less ‘7’=more) and
attractiveness (‘1'=less ‘7’=more) for
the male voice.
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5.5 Conclusion

As Moonwomon-Baird (1997) found in her study, participants seemed to be
reluctant to designate the female voices as lesbian. Thesngtiat is based on comments
by participants after the experiment had been completed. Thecsemmeents were not
made about the male voice. However, overall, more female voices hakeled
lesbian—indicated by a seven on the sexuality scale for fearnales—than male voices
were labeled gay. Out of 1260 stimuli, 501 were assigned a one orcdle s
corresponding to 'totally straight’, and only 59 voices were assigneglen, 'totally
homosexual." This may be an indication of the unmarked case herghs Without
strong conviction that the voice is lesbian or gay, perhaps panisipgere less likely to
make that judgment, indicating that either so-called "gaydeg€s not function strongly
in Japanese society or there are other features at play mnutetg the sexuality of
speaker, such as vowel space, lexical choice and other intond#ictoas, such as those
investigated by Munson & DeBoe (2003), Pierrehumbert et al. (2004), Mwetsah

(2006), and Munson (2007) (discussed in Chapter 3).

5.5.1 Relationship of Sex of Listener to Perceptions of Personality andlBgx
Overall, the factor of Sex of Participant, though not significantitenown,
participated in interactions which were significant for the niigjaf the scales. This
indicates that men and women perceive personality traits amolggxdifferently than
each other depending on Pitch Height and Width. The differencesdret®ex of
Participant on the examination of the female voice, for examplg,bmaan indication

that what much of the literature related to female voicesapad discusses, such as
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relationship to personality or politeness, is very dependent on thef dex listener and

not just an overall cultural ideology (e.g., Ide 1990, 1997).

5.5.2 Pitch Height and Feminine Personality Traits

As hypothesized, higher female tokens were perceived to be nicaetiae,
emotional, and assertive overall. These findings counter Okamot@S) (&&im that
women’s language is found to be less assertive, though theyuppgrs her claim that
women's language is also more empathetic than that of®feHowever, as van
Bezooijen (1984) discussed, emotionality will be related to pitchraswudt of the effect
of tension on the vocal cords. Therefore, the relationship betweenr lggble and
emotionality is perhaps less related to personality traits than physiology

For the male voice as well, higher tokens were perceivedes emotional and
less attractive. There was no clear effect on assertivémekgh-pitched male voices,

so this hypothesis did not hold true.

5.5.3 Sexual Orientation

Lower Pitch Height and narrow Pitch Width equated to perceptionslofl@sm
for the female voice while higher pitch equated to perceptionsyofega for the male
voice. As Moonwomon-Baird (1997) noted, the flatter the contour andotiner lthe
voice, the more likely the speaker was perceived to be a les@ihis supports the
findings that lesbians speak more like men in terms of pitch and confbig may mesh

with both Abe's (2004) findings and the results of Chapter 4 that Japesbsns are

% The fact that this was difficult for some partiifis to understand initially could have influenteel
results. Some participants may have interpretmntean something more akingenki‘outgoing,’” which
could be viewed as a more positive/attractive.trait
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more likely than heterosexual women to utilize masculine pronouss grsonboku,
ore, jibun second persorkimi, omag, as well as more masculine sounding commands,
requests, and sentence-final particles. The findings in this chagteate that Japanese
lesbians are perceived to be utilizing the same type of dewiselSnglish-speaking
lesbians for voice quality that Moonwomon-Baird (1997) found (e.qg., pitajhthand
width) to express their identity. Since the focus of this exmerimvas to investigate
perception of these features, one cannot posit from this that leslb&aastually utilizing
these features in Japanese to present their non-mainstreamtieisiéfiti Pitch
measurements from actual data recorded from participant etesvare examined in
Chapter 6.

Higher pitches had a greater chance of being perceived afoigdne male voice.
However, as discussed in the analysis section above, pitch width did not playieasigni
role in perceptions of sexuality for the male voice, running counteAn@rican
stereotypes for homosexual voices. This also contradicts respivosesnterview
participants who generally produced both a higher pitch and wider contour whe
mimicking gay men’s speech (see Chapter 3 for a discussion pf fiss may indicate
that perceptions of homosexuality center on a combination of muiigtiers in addition
to pitch and contour patterns. Some examples of this are gayuserdfonee kotob&®

‘'older sister speech’, as well as self-referencingegfied, such as first-person pronouns,

" However, perception comes from some social stgpémj. Therefore, as both pitch and contour were
significant in perception of lesbianism, theredasg basis for this judgment.

® This style is marked by increased intonation corg@nd gestures that may be seen as effeminate.
However, it is distinguished from conventional féenspeech by the use of blunt forms, such as the
masculine fornkuu (to eat) instead of the more neutiaberu
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utilized to align with, or separate themselves from, Japaneseulaye (Lunsing &

Maree 2004).

5.5.4 Sexuality and Masculinity/Femininity

Masculine personality traits correlated with perceptions obid@ssm and
feminine traits with perceptions of gayness. This is an externd both hypotheses two
and three. If higher pitch is viewed as less lesbian for timaléevoice, and the higher
the pitch, the more feminine the traits, it follows that the fatlve pitch, the more lesbian
the perception and the stronger the correlation with masculirts. trém fact, stimuli
perceived as more lesbian were perceived as significanttg masculine and calmer.
However, they were also perceived as unassertive, which is needzias a masculine
trait (Sugihara & Katsurada 2000). It is likely that pitch wigthyed a role in this
perception; tokens with a less ‘dynamic’ pitch range, which tetaléé judged as calm,
do not seem as forceful. Therefore, this may not indicate thedraotypical image of
lesbians is being unassertive, but just be an unrelated perceptibe gitch width.
Attractiveness is difficult to assign to either a masculindearinine category, though
both male and female listeners judged lesbian voices as |lemstiagtroverall (nearing
significance), indicating that the type of voice deemed lesbianoisdesirable for
projecting attractive female images.

According to these hypotheses, the opposite pattern should also holaf tnuent
For the male voice, if higher pitch is viewed as sounding more galyihe lower the
pitch, the more masculine the traits, higher pitched tokens judged gay should also

correlate with feminine traits. Correlations showed that tokedged to be gay were
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significantly perceived to be more feminine and emotional. This©i@sesith stereotypes
of gay men in Japan given during participant interviews (discussedapter 3) that gay

men are more feminine and emotional than heterosexual men.

5.5.5 Conclusion

Overall, Pitch Height and Width were directly related to thecqyaion of
sexuality of female speakers, while only Pitch Height infludrmerceptions of sexuality
for male speakers. Pitch Height and Width also influenced oyenadeption of the four
personality scales tested. The correlations between the swadsuring sexual
orientation and the personality scales also showed that homosexuralityminantly
correlates with masculine traits for the female voice ankd feiinine traits for the male
voice, showing that Japanese speakers have a common, if not ovedbgnired,

stereotype for these groups.
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6. PHONETIC MEASUREMENTS FROM INTERVIEW DATA

6.1 Introduction

In this chapter, | first present the research questions agdrés this chapter in
section 6.2 and the methodology for recording and analyzing the ds¢&tion 6.3. |
present my findings in sections 6.4 and 6.5, ending with a discussion of the owel&dl re

in section 6.6.

6.2 Research Questions and Hypotheses

Having investigated the correlation between average pitch height tahdnpdth
and perceived sexual orientation using manipulated speech in Chaptemgxt step is
to examine what differences there are, if any, in naturaltyiming speech of Japanese
heterosexual and lesbian/bisexual women. My hypotheses are as follows:

1. Lesbian/bisexual speakers will exhibit an overall lower avegtgh than
heterosexual women.

2. Lesbian/bisexual speakers will also utilize a narrower pitwhge than
heterosexual speakers, with the difference between the maxinmgdn a
minimum pitch being smaller for lesbian/bisexual speakers thamdsetkual
women.

| also investigate the correlations between these two phonetsursezents and

the measurements of gendered morphemes (Chapter 4) in order toirtetetmether
phonetic and morphological instantiations of gender are relategpothesize that the

higher the pitch and the wider the pitch range—both typically vieagetéminine—the
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more likely the speaker will be to exhibit stereotypicallynii@ne speech patterns,
including a higher use of sentence-final particles as wath@® feminine morphemes,
such as pronouns and sentence-final particles. Conversely, the opypbdi@d true,

with lower pitch or narrower pitch range correlating to the mmoasculine end of the

morpheme scales discussed in Chapter 4.

6.3 Methodology

6.3.1 Acoustic Measurements

The data was recorded to an SD card on the Edirol, and then tredstera
laptop where it was burned to DVD for analysis. For the acalsti@alysis, | used the
Praat software (Boersma & Weenik 2009) to measure mean pitchinom pitch,
minimum pitch, and pitch range, the methods for which are discusskdaih below. |
began analyzing each interview ten minutes into the recordirggder to allow the
participants to get used to the recording equipment and settingoaséttle into
comfortable natural speech.

| segregated the data into prosodic utterances based on the Japasedie free
(e.g., Pierrehumbert & Beckman 1988). Although longer chunks than the prosodic
utterance may be the ideal, in actuality, fully formed extendktances were rare in the
data. Even though the researéfidimited verbal interaction while the subject was
speaking, in Japanese back-channeling is so common that it isltdtfidvave a natural
interaction without some back-channel responses. Additionally, dine tmessy nature

of naturally occurring speech, speakers often stopped mid-utteramiesgrupted

% The majority of interviews were conducted by me, & few were conducted by a research assistant.
Please see the methodology section in Chapterd dascussion of this.
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themselves, or just trailed dff (see Mehta & Cutler 1988 for a discussion of the
differences between spontaneous and read speech). Theretdresel the level of
prosodic utterance to measure for this study. Based on previeasaleon prosodic
utterances in Japanese (e.g., Beckman & Pierrehumbert 1986; Miy&ndohnson 2002;
Poser 1984), | set guidelines for defining an utterance as a havigh rise at the
beginning of the phrase, often with a break between the two prosoeianggs. An
example of this is shown in Figure 28.

Figure 28: Waveform and pitch track showing an example of a prosodic utteraake br

(indicated by the vertical line and arrow on pitch track) for the utterde® mada
wakaranai shi tte iu no ga dokka de, donna ni suki demo aru
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0 An example of this is thetefinal endings discussed in Chapter 4, which caa beategy by speakers to
avoid committing to sentence-final forms (e.g., MaR004, Yoshida 1971).
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Once utterances were defined for measurement, | excluded phxdses
contained laughter, creaky voice, and tokens that had overlap omextbr@ckground
noise that interfered with pitch measurem&ntBecause they were not an accurate
representation of a speaker’s pitch height or width, tokens s aso, eetothat could
be considered filled pauses and not part of the utterance were xalsoleel from
measurement. Filled pauses were often uttered at lower pitithawiarrower width, as
seen in Figure 29. Because this portion of the study investitiedesverall speech of
these two groups, and is not an investigation of individual utteraneesk the first 100
utterances after the first ten minutes of the interviews that méeadjuidelines discussed
above. This was done to eliminate any utterance-specific prosadiability that might
occur, such as the difference between question intonation, surprisesgel&uirected
speech (for an explanation of sentence-final tone types se203hiand Toki & Murata
1987). Averaging over 100 chunks was enough to minimize any effect addpros
variability caused by these forms.

Eight of the nineteen speakers had tokens of boundary pitch movemBis, (B
with an equal proportion of lesbian/bisexual speakers and heterosesxuglboundary
pitch movement (around 40% for each group). However, the lesbian speakersegrodu
BPM generally did so at a higher rate than heterosexual spedlasle 6 shows the
distribution boundary pitch movement for both groups and how often they atcurre

within the utterances that were measured for this chapter.

" Although interviews were recorded indoors, in a&ta location as possible, three interviews had
relatively high levels of background noise thaeifgred with the pitch tracker (for example, cromisch
could be heard from outside, people speaking lourdtiie hallway, and in one case a tambourine being
played outside). As there were sufficient tokdva fit the guidelines discussed above, tokens with
interfering background noise were excluded.
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Figure 29: Waveform and pitch track for a filled pause ta@an‘'um,’ highlighted in
grey in the gloss and outlined by the dotted line.
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For the speakers who used boundary pitch movements, | marked where they
occurred and took two separate measurements from these chunksiguee3@ for an
example of an utterance that contains a BPM. The first nezasat came from the
entire utterance, including the boundary pitch movement. The secorslirereant
excluded the boundary pitch movement, only measuring the portion of trenatehat

fell before the beginning of the BPM (the portion which falls betbeeline in Figure 30).
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These two types of measurements were considered separatiilg Biatistical analysis,
the results of which will be discussed in section 6.4.

| manually adjusted the pitch track parameter of pitch rangedon speaker to
reflect a range slightly larger than the speakers’ typmage in order to decrease pitch
track error. | also monitored the automatic pitch track foorsy further adjusting the
range to remove pitch track errors on individual utterances. Onceititte track
appeared stable, average pitch over the duration of the prosodic utteasoseasured
using Praat’'s average pitch function. In utterances which inclbdeddary pitch
movements, | took the average pitch both including and excluding the BP8hdan in
Figure 30 below). See also Figure 31 for an example of aramte which did not

include BPM.

Table 6: Distribution of speakers who exhibited Boundary Pitch Movements (BPM),
including the percentage of chunks analyzed for this study that contained BPM.

Number of | Percentage of
Tokens that| Tokens that Number of | Percentage of
have BPMs | have BPMs BPM Tokens | BPM Tokens
L1 24 26.67% H1
L2 6 6.67% c_:c H2 3 3.33%
L3 S| H3 2 2.22%
T | L4 5 5.56% é H4
§ L5 E’ H5 2 2.22%
o | L6 3 3.33% H6
g L7 H7
2 L8
L9
L10 3 3.33%
L11
L12
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Figure 30: Waveform and pitch track of an utterance which contains a Bournidéry P
Movement (BPM). The dotted line indicates where the BPM begins. Measusement
which include BPMs take the average, maximum, and minimum pitches from the entire
pitch track shown below. When the BPM is excluded, the measurements are only taken
from the pitch track preceding the dotted line.
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Instead of relying on Praat’s function that automatically megsoraximum and
minimum FO, | visually located the highest and lowest pitch pointe@pitch track, and
manually measured them. Occasionally, despite manually adjusgngitth track for
both speakers and specific utterances, maximum and minimum pitcpesiadly in

areas where they occurred at the onset or offset of voicing mere likely to show
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pitch tracker errors. In these cases, | calculated pitchdaguaning a single glottal period

from the waveform, instead of using the automatic pitch tracker.

Figure 31: Waveform and pitch track for an utterance with no Boundary Pitch Mozeme
(BPM). Measurements take the average, maximum, and minimum pitches from the
entire pitch track shown below.
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Pitch range was calculated by taking the difference betweemithienum and
maximum pitch for each utterance. In cases including boundary mitstlement, the
range was calculated separately, both including and excludingodbadary pitch

movement portion of the utterance.
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In my criteria, | did not exclude self-directed speech, suamaasdaroo (na(a))
‘let me think.””® However, it became apparent that such speech was not indichtive
overall pitch height and range for these speakers (see Figua 3 example). An
extremely narrow pitch range seemed to indicate somethipgical, such as an
occasional one-word utterance, even at the level of prosodiandteroffset by a pause
that indicated thinking, or the self-directed speech discussed abadig, @s unusually
wide pitch width, which might be caused by an unusually high maximtoh, @uch as
from the result of previous or forthcoming laughter that was natifesting in this
utterance and therefore did not meet the criteria for exclusikins sort of prosodic
variety did not affect all speakers equally, i.e., some speaxdibited higher rates of
self-directed tokens than others. This did not appear to be atigfl®f the typical
speech style of these particular speakers, but instead seefneddlated to difficulties
inherent in recording speech in an interview format. Some speakénore difficulty
forming answers to some of the questions than offiersd some might have been more
nervous answering some of the sensitive questions than other intesieWeerefore, in
order to remove some of this variability, tokens that fell withinupper and lower five
percent in terms of pitch width were droppé@dyhich covered the majority of these
exceptional cases. For speakers who were not producing outlier tdkepping the

maximum and minimum five percent did not affect their data, but dhisresult in

2 This phrase, often used by Japanese speakerd, lug a variety of meanings depending on context,
such as ‘I wonder what it is’ and ‘How can | phrésis.’

3 Some speakers often initially responded to questwith some variant ahuzukashii shitsumon desu ne
‘that’s a difficult question.’

" This type of methodology which excludes non-repngstive responses is common in psycholinguistics
tasks (e.g., Alario, Perre, Castel, & Ziegler 2086hiller 2004).
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removing these non standard cases for speakers who did produce suchntekersthe

data more comparable across all the participants.

Figure 32: Waveform and pitch track for a self-directed tol@ndarog which was not
indicative of typical pitch height or width. The average pitch height was lowehand t
pitch range was much smaller than the surrounding two prosodic utterances.
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6.3.2 Data Conversions and Statistical Analysis

The data was measured and converted into semitones (with a basez)f°
averaged across speakers, and the results were analyzed usiddOMA Avith two
levels (lesbian/bisexual and heterosexual). One speaker (Kyokoextbited the
highest average pitch of all the participants, regardless exias orientation.
Interestingly, she also had the highest maximum pitch and theshigir@mum pitch of
all the participants, although she showed an average pitch ramgenparison both to
the lesbian/bisexual group, as well as across all participdgsause she consistently
fell outside the range for all pitch measurements and wastamoad deviation points
away from the lesbian/bisexual averages for pitch height, |dermsi her to be an outlier
and, as such, also ran the ANOVAs and correlations without her rddtmed. The
results of all statistics (section 6.4) and correlationsi(se6t5) are presented, regardless

of significance.

6.4 Results of Phonetic Measurements
In this section, | will discuss the results of the statitarzalysis, as well as
overall patterns within the data. Table 7 (below) shows the avenagsurement in

semitones for each speaker, excluding boundary pitch movements.

5 The formula used for conversion is Semitone=12/(Z)(EOG('F2)-LOG(F1)) (Baken and Orlikoff,
2000: 148). | chose semitones as my unit of medsased on a perception experiment done to determin
the difference between semitones and ERB-ratainst®f psycho-acoustic pitch scale (Nolan, 2003).



155

Table 7: Measurements excluding Boundary Pitch Movements (BPM) of Average,
Maximum, and Minimum Pitch, and Pitch Width for each speaker. For aasitalile

with measurements including BPM, see Appendix D.

Measurements Excluding Boundary Pitch Movement

Average Pitch| Maximum Minimum Pitch

Height Pitch Pitch Width

H1 | Chikako 94.74 99.94 89.43 10.5

_ | H2 Fujiko 91.93 98.11 85.37 12.74
g H3 Mai 94.74 100.11 89.44 10.67
g H4 | Michiko 93.39 98.49 88.93 9.56
% H5 | Hanako 93.29 98.49 88.77 9.71
B H6 Seiko 92.42 96.42 87.9 8.52
H7 Minako 91.85 97.17 86.65 10.52
L1 Aiko 90.35 94.79 85.78 9.01
L2 = Ayumi 89.92 93.76 86.74 7.02
L3 Kimiko 91.77 95.44 88.29 7.15
L4 Sachi 88.97 93.37 84.7 8.68

:g; L5 | Natsuko 90.15 94.09 86.35 7.73
% L6 Kyoko 95.76 100.81 91.41 9.4
8 | L7 Raiko 93.43 100.01 86.52 13.49
E L8 | Toshiko 88.78 92.77 83.16 9.62
L9 | Shizuko 94.59 99.73 89.45 10.28
L10 |  Yumi 91.7 96.8 87.07 9.73
L11 | Sayuki 87.93 91.58 84.15 7.43
L12 | Misao 90.73 95.71 85.71 10.01
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6.4.1 Average Pitch Height
Figure 33: Histogram showing the frequency of speakers based on AR#Egeleight
measured in semitones (excluding Boundary Pitch Movements), separated lby sexua

orientation. The black box on the lesbian/bisexual side shows the position of L6, who
was excluded from the analysis. The boxes show the average Pitch Height fgroegch
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There was a difference in average pitch related to sexual atr@nmt with
heterosexual women exhibiting a pitch height approximately twotcees higher than
lesbian/bisexual women overall, as shown in Figure 33 above. Thissddtemneared
significance at F(1,18)=4.272, p=.054 with the boundary pitch movement tokens
removed and F(1,18)=4.190, p=.056 with them included. However, it is ineré&st
homosexual women show a higher standard deviation at 2.4 semitonestérasdxeial
women at 1.2 semitones. Some of this difference could be accounted tlee larger

number of lesbian/bisexual than heterosexual participants. Howewver,isha greater
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range than can be accounted for just by the difference in numbeastiaipants. Three
lesbian/bisexual participants (L6, L7, and L9) show averages above the overafjeof
heterosexual pitch height. However, none of the heterosexual parscipad averages
below the overall average of lesbian/bisexual speakers.

The difference reached significance with the data from Kyoko éx@juded,
both excluding Boundary Pitch Movements (F(1,17)=8.315) and with them included

(F(1,17)=8.171), both at p<.05.

6.4.2 Pitch Width Measurements

6.4.2.1 Differences in Maximum Pitch

As shown in Figure 34, the average maximum pitch for heterosextigigents
(98.39 semitones) was higher than that of lesbian/bisexual women (@mndres), a
difference which reaches significance when excluding boundardy pittvements from
measurements (F(1,18)=4.757, p<.05). Even with the boundary pitch movements
included in the measurements, the difference is still signififait,18)=4.452, p<.05).
However, once again, there is a higher standard deviation for shéarnéisexual
participants (3 semitones) than the heterosexual women (1.3 semitdiesyame three
lesbian/bisexual participants (L6, L7, and L9) whose overall avepdge was high
showed maximum pitch averages above the overall average of thesb&teal speakers.
All heterosexual participant averages were above the meathdotesbian/bisexual

participants.
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Having excluded the data from Kyoko (L6), the difference between

lesbian/bisexual and heterosexual women’s maximum pitch is s@mif(p<0.05), both

with BPM included (F(1,17)=7.474) and excluded (F(1,17)=7.981).

Figure 34: Histogram showing the frequency of speakers based on Ma®italm
measured in semitones (excluding Boundary Pitch Movements), separated by sexua
orientation. The black box on the lesbian/bisexual side shows the position of L6, who
was excluded from the analysis. The boxes show the average Maximum Pitctnfor eac

group.
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6.4.2.2 Differences in Minimum Pitch

There was little difference apparent for the two groups rklabe average

minimum pitch, with heterosexual participants showing a mean minipitch of 88
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semitones and lesbian/bisexual participants 86.6 semitones, whewliegcboundary

pitch movements, as shown in Figure 35. This difference did not egoHicant
(F(1,18)=2.239, p=.153 excluding BPM and F(1,18)=2.298, p=.148 with them included).
Excluding the data for Kyoko (L6), the results reached significhonte when excluding

the boundary pitch movement measurements F(1,17)=5.294 and when including them

F(1,17)=5.423, both at p<.05.

Figure 35: Histogram showing the frequency of speakers based on Mirimehm
measured in semitones (excluding Boundary Pitch Movements), separated bby sexua
orientation. The black box on the lesbian/bisexual side shows the position of L6, who
was excluded from the analysis. The boxes show the average Minimum Pitch for each
group.
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6.4.2.3 Differences in Pitch Width

Finally, pitch range did show a slightly wider range for hewoal participants
(10.31 semitones) than the lesbian/bisexual group (9.13 semitones) by it@hesm
shown above in Figure 36. This difference did not reach significatiteugh it was
much closer when excluding the boundary pitch movements from the meastgem
(F(1,18)=2.342, p=0.14 excluding BPMs and F(1,18)=1.82, p=0.2 including BBMs).
The difference in range for both groups was comparable, with tleeokekual group
showing a standard deviation of 1.3 semitones and the lesbian/biserual anly
slightly higher at 1.7 semitones. Only one lesbian/bisexual spéaKehad an average
higher than that of the heterosexual group.

One heterosexual speaker (H6) showed a difference in pitch tlsatiower
overall than the average for the lesbian/bisexual group, but thishvevasly category for
which this speaker patterned differently. It is possible thigmiffce is the result of this
speaker’s tendency to included more of the self-directed speechssksl in the
methodology, such asn daroo (na(a))which tended to have an extremely narrow pitch
range and lower pitch overall. Although dropping the lower five peroembkens for
pitch width attempted to control for this, not all such tokens weoppdd by this
approach. Since this speaker used so many low-pitch narroe-setfedirected tokens,
her results may have been the most affected by the 5% @gpeoach, although it may

not have completely removed the variability from her data.

® This was the only measurement which decreased wkelnding the data from L6. F(1,17)=2.225,
p=.155 (excluding BPMs) and F(1,17)=1.706, p=.2m6lgding BPMSs).
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Figure 36: Histogram showing the distribution of Pitch Width measuredniises
(excluding Boundary Pitch Movements) for each speaker, separatekigl orientation.
The black box on the lesbian/bisexual side shows the position of L6, who was excluded
from the analysis. The boxes show the average Pitch Width for each group.
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6.5 Correlations

6.5.1 Phonetic Correlations

Previous studies that have looking at pitch ranges for lesbian espeékg.,
Moonwomon-Baird 1997) looked at measurements in hertz, which is nesespative
of perceptual differences in pitch. When measured in hertz, a high {ia., female)
requires a greater increase in pitch than a low (i.e., maleyder to be perceived as
exhibiting the same amount of change in FO. When converted to semitoess two
increases are almost identical. Therefore, to examine m@tuierusing a linear scale,

such as hertz, is methodologically problematic for measuring perceptionstof pitc
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Do speakers who produce a higher overall pitch also utilize a itidr range,
even when converted to the logarithmic semitones scale? This podvedrue for pitch
measurements excluding Boundary Pitch Movements (p<.05), as seen bagbran 3+
and Table 8, with higher average pitches correlating positively wider pitch ranges.
When including BPM, the correlation still nears significance (p=.0%hen excluding

the outlier (Kyoko, L6), this correlation becomes significant (p<.05).

Table 8: Pearson correlations for Pitch Measurements (n=19). The are&efodhthe
white boxes shows correlations for the measurements including Boundary Pitch
Movements (BPM). The area to the right of the white boxes shows correlations
excluding the BPM. Statistically significant correlations are bolaedheghlighted in
grey and those that near significance are bolded and italicized.

N=19 Average Pitch Maximum Pitch| Minimum Pitch| Pitch Width
Average Pitch p<9331 pfggl IO.if.7085 g
Maximum Pitch pfggl p<7?)?)1 p<6?)?)5 %
Minimum Pitch p<9831 nggl pf;%o g
Pitch Width p'=4,3§4 pfg& pfggz
Including BPM

There were no marked differences when examining the lestsaxrilal and heterosexual

groups separately.
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Figure 37: Scatterplot (n=19, with an arrow marking outlier L6) showing thelabon
between Pitch Width and Pitch Height.

Sexual Orientation
% Heterosexual
Q Lesbian/Bisexual
——Fit line for Total

)

(O]

c

@]

=

e

Q

0

£

-

c

2

()

T

o

O

=

o

° o
88— o
R Sq Linear = 0.228
I I I I I I I I
7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

Pitch Range in Semitones

6.5.2 Correlations with Gendered Morphemes

6.5.2.1 Correlations between Pitch Measurements and Pronoun Use

For the group as a whole, there is a clear negative correlatiedeuse of the
masculine pronoungbun and pitch width (p<.01)—speakers who utilized a higher
percentage ofibun tended to speak with a narrower pitch width (see Figure 38 T
correlation between percent usejiblin and pitch height neared significance (p=.053),

with speakers who utilized a higher percentage of the projioum producing a lower
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average pitch. All correlations between Pitch Height/Width amhduin Usé&’ can be

found in Table 9, below.

Table 9: Pearson correlations between Pitch Measurements (Averdgariteitch
Width) and First-person Pronouns (n=18, excluding outlier L6). The area to tbe left
the white boxes shows probability levels and correlation rates for the reesss
including Boundary Pitch Movements (BPM). The area to the right of the whits boxe
shows probability levels and correlation rates excluding the BPM.nPettsignificant
correlations are bolded and highlighted in grey and those that near significance a
bolded and italicized.

Feminine
N=18 Average| Pitch Pronouns
Pitch | Width | (atashi& uchi) | atashi | watashi| jibun
Average Pitch .537 .250 345 | -.013 -.463
g p<.05 p=.31 p=.16 | p=.95  p=.053
. , .508 .040 128 281 -.627
Pitch Width! - 05 p=87 | p=61 p=25 | p<Ol .
— Y
eminine 275 131 963 = -869 | -256 2
(atashi& uchi) p=.26 | p=.60 p<.001| p<.001 p=.30 %—.
| 368 | .201 963 -782 | -354 G
atashi| '~ - ~ ®
p=.13 | p=.42 p<.001 p<.001 | p=.14 g
watashi -.038 | .176 -.869 -.782 -.255
p=.88 | p=.48 p<.001 p<.001 p=.30
bun -463 | -.602 -.256 -354 | -.255
: p=.053 | p<.01 p=.30 p=.14 | p=.30
Including BPM

" Maximum pitch also correlated negatively with tise ofjibun (p<.05)—speakers who utilizgihun
produced a lower maximum pitch overall. A scatitarpf this correlation, as well as that betweettti
Height and use gibun, can be found in Appendix E.
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Figure 38: Scatterplot (n=18, excluding L6) showing the correlation betwedm\Ritth
and the Percent of Utterances which condénin, with points separated by sexual
orientation.
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6.5.2.2 Correlations between Pitch Measurements and Sentence-finatRisécl
For the group as a whole, there was a positive correlation betieetotal
percentage of neutral sentence-final particles used and ttegavshowing in Figure 39

below), and the maximum and minimum pitches (included in Appendix IE3t pk.01.
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The higher the average, maximum, and minimum pitches a speakkrcpd, the more

likely they were to use a higher percentage of neutral sentence-finelgsart

Figure 39: Scatterplot (n=19, with an arrow marking outlier $f&)wing the correlation
between Average Pitch Height and the Percent of Neutral Serfieac@articles Used,
with points separated by sexual orientation.
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Conversely, there was a negative correlation between overakntage of masculine
SFPs and pitch height (shown below in Figure 40), and both maximum anduminim
pitches (included in Appendix E), (p<.001). The lower the average/maximinimum

pitch, the higher the percentage of masculine SFPs used for all speakers aughe gr
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Figure 40: Scatterplot (n=19, with an arrow marking outlier L6) showing tlelabon
between Average Pitch Height and the Percent of Masculine Sentence-fircd¢®a
Used, with points separated by sexual orientation.
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There was no significant correlation between pitch measuremedtsither the total

overall use of sentence-final particles or the percentage of SFPs usedréhfemeine.
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Table 10: Pearson correlations between Pitch Measurements (Aveicdgarfei Pitch
Width) and Percentage of Sentence-Final Particle (SFP) Use (n=19areghi® the left
of the white boxes shows probability levels and correlation rates for theuneenents
including Boundary Pitch Movements (BPM). The area to the right of the white boxe
shows probability levels and correlation rates excluding the BPM. Bignif

correlations are bolded and highlighted in grey and those that near significance
bolded and italicized.

% of SFPs| % of SFPs| % of SFPs
N=19 Average| Pitch Total % | that were | that were | that were
Pitch Width | SFP Used Feminine Neutral | Masculine
Average Pitch 478 .284 -.100 .588 -.682
9 p<.05 p=238 p=.684 | p<.0l | p<.005
. . 449 .289 .257 .188 -401
Pitch Width! -~ 054 0=.230 | p=.289 | p=.440  p=.089
m
Total % SFP  .292 .308 -.069 .324 -.368 E
Used p=.226 | p=.199 p=.781 | p=.176 @ p=121  §
>
«Q
‘V‘t’hcgtiv'j; 106 | 229 | -.069 -.628 166 | @
Eeminine p=.666 p=.346  p=.781 p<.005 p=.496 =
W;’h‘gt%vif; 588 | .166 @ .324 -.628 ..872
Neutral p<.01 | p=.498 | p=.176 | p<.005 p<.001
(V;’h‘gt‘j’vifs 678 | -354 | -368 | .166 _.872
Masculine p<.005 | p=.137  p=.121 | p=.496 p<.001
Including BPM
6.6 Conclusion

In this chapter, | examined the phonetic measurements of teiemiedata and
compared differences between the leshian/bisexual participantaddtahat of the
heterosexual participants. Overall, lesbian/bisexual particippraduced a lower

average pitch height than heterosexual participants, as wdbbvwer maximum and
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minimum pitches overall. This supported the first hypothesis, whiels wthat
lesbian/bisexual speakers would exhibit an overall lower averagfetpan heterosexual
women. However, counter to the second hypothesis, although pitch \mioived a
slight difference, with lesbian/bisexual speakers producing awerrmwidth overall, this
difference was not significant. This hypothesis was based oropsesesearch showing
that English-speaking lesbians spoke with a narrower range Kéognwomon-Baird
1997). As mentioned previously, these studies did not examine pitch ereasts
using a logarithmic scale so the differences would be less apparent onceetbnve
The correlation between pitch height and pitch width was sogmfj showing
that in fact speakers who utilize a higher average pitch will also spéak wider range.
This suggests that either the perceived pitch height or width couldhbe sets apart
lesbian/bisexual speakers from the heterosexual norm. Although ipte€Cha the
perception experiment results suggested that native Japanese speskdiyoth pitch
height and width to base perception of sexual orientation for Japanesenwl suspect
that average pitch would be more likely to be an indicator of $exigamtation. This is
because (heterosexual) Japanese women have been found to elevpithai a higher
rate within their biologically possible range than English spsafeg., van Bezooijen
1995). This is a feature of Japanese women'’s language that isoc@hsecnanipulated
by speakers wishing to project a polite, feminine im&g&herefore, it seems likely that
lesbian/bisexual women who do not wish to project such an image wolddshéely to

elevate their pitch to the degree heterosexual women might.

8 Although the job is less common these days, ifl880s and 90s, Japanese female elevator opeirators
places like department stores would speak with kel elevated pitch as part of their ‘work peradn
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The correlations between the pitch measurements and the gemdanghemes
were not as clear as anticipated. Only the masculinepfrsion pronougibun, and the
total percentage use of neutral and masculine sentence-finallgsatorrelated with
average, maximum, and minimum pitch heights, with no significant correlation wath pit
width. This does show that, to some degree, speakers who instgetater through

gendered morphemes also do so through manipulations of pitch.
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7. DISCUSSION

7.1 Introduction

This dissertation investigated differences in speech relategeit@lsorientation,
focusing mainly on differences between lesbian/bisexual and hetesdswomen. |
examined data recorded during personal interviews with nineteeecwiltwelve
lesbian/bisexual and seven heterosexual women) and observations maudge rdwyri
fieldwork in Tokyo during 2006 and 2007 in order to address the following roksea
guestions: How is sexuality, or more specifically, lesbianigimanéd within modern
Japanese society? Do lesbian/bisexual speakers utilize gpécabtwomen’s language’
and other gendered forms differently than heterosexual women? thére phonetic
differences between lesbian/bisexual and heterosexual womenallyFis this use
related to an individual speaker’s openness in terms of sexuaditgeg alignment, or
some other factor?

Recordings were analyzed for differences in gendered morphemebsas first-
person pronouns and sentence-final particles, and for differencesragavatch and
pitch width between lesbian/bisexual and heterosexual participhatso discussed the
results of an experiment designed to measure differences aeppen of sexual
orientation and personality traits stereotypically considered tmdseuline or feminine

for Japanese speakers.
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7.2  Summary of Results and Discussions

7.2.1 Phonetic Differences

In Chapter 6, | investigated differences between lesbiamlmsand heterosexual
speakers in measurements of pitch height and pitch width. | hypmteshat
lesbian/bisexual speakers would exhibit a lower average pitch redcaver pitch width
than heterosexual speakers. Overall, lesbian/bisexual particglidnpsoduce a lower
average pitch than the heterosexual women, as well as a laxénum and minimum
average pitch. Lesbian/bisexual speakers also showed a teridgmoguce a narrower
pitch width than heterosexual speakers overall, although this atiffer was not
significant. This is unsurprising because previous findings tiditate pitch range
difference are most likely the result of using a lineatescuch as hertz, instead of one
that accurately represents perception, such as the logarithatéc af semitones, which
was used in this study. Once converted to a logarithmic soada, differences between
male and female pitch ranges disappear. Therefore, even withyputhesis that
lesbian/bisexual speakers might model their speech more on adek thah females,
this would not in actuality affect their pitch range.

Although the findings presented in this dissertation that Japaessian/bisexual
speakers produce a lower average pitch height than heterosexalerspgupports early
research on the language of English speaking lesbians (e.g., Moonwormbri-82b,
1997; Queen 1997), the results of later research with a largeresampl of voices
countered these initial findings (e.g., Munson et al. 2006; Pierrentimbal. 2004;

Waksler 2001). These later studies showed that there was ndcsighiflifference
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between lesbian/bisexual and heterosexual speakers in termthesf @tch height or
width, but found phonetic differences related to the production of vowelposaible
explanation for the difference in findings between the current stindythe English-
speaking lesbian/bisexual research relates to the typichlhmight for Japanese women.
(Heterosexual) Japanese women have been found to speak with apiighewithin
their biologically possible range than English speakers (e.g.Beaooijen 1995), which
is often used to project femininity. Therefore, it seemsylikleht speakers who do not
wish to project a hegemonic feminine image, such as lesbiaxiblseomen, would be
less likely to elevate their pitch to the degree heterosexaalen might, resulting in a

larger difference related to sexual identity.

7.2.2 Morphological Differences

In Chapter 4, | investigated differences in first-person pronouns emeénse-
final particles—both based on the prescriptive masculine, feminine, aotfalne
categorization discussed in Chapter 2—between lesbian/bisexual a&meshrual
women’s interview data. My first hypothesis was that lesbiaexual speakers would
use feminine pronouns less often than heterosexual women, and that thdyuseul
masculine pronouns, which heterosexual speakers would not do. When | ex#drmined
interview data, although there was a difference in gendered nmoggheno lesbians
utilized the masculine first-person pronouns that were suggestegpifiplesbian speech
patterns—boku andore. One lesbian woman said she had used the masculine pronoun
boky but only when she was younger. Most of the lesbian/bisexual mbspoke with

specifically said they would not use masculine pronouns because they were women.
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The one prescriptively masculine pronoun used by the lesbian/bis@eadess,
jibun, is perhaps not viewed by these speakers as masculine. # gedrthese lesbian
speakers are usingoun one of two ways: either as first-person pronoun that is less
commonly used and therefore might fall outside of the more commonrgeatdgories,
or as a pronoun which allows them to discuss issues related to their sexoalitymore
neutral perspective, much gbun is used to refer to a generic ‘one’ when giving
generalizations. Only one lesbian/bisexual speaker mentioneshthatight usgbun as
a first-person pronoun, but she did not seem to consider it mascuhmeg lexplicitly
stated that she would not use masculine pronouns because she was female.

As a group, heterosexual speakers were also significantly likehg to use the
feminine pronoun atashi than lesbian/bisexual speakers, as hypothesized. All
heterosexual speakers produced tokensatahi but only 58% of lesbian/bisexual
speakers used this pronoun. Among speakers who used it, the lesbiaalbiggexp
tended to usatashiat a lower ratio tavatashithan the heterosexual group.

| also hypothesized that lesbian/bisexual speakers would useftawniaine and
more masculine sentence-final particles than heterosexual worhesbian/bisexual
speakers were, in fact, significantly more likely to useculase sentence-final particles
than the heterosexual speakers. Though there was a tendencyefosdraial speakers
to use feminine sentence-final particles more often, this differevas not significant.
However, two heterosexual speakers used what have been consideredverybe
feminine’ forms (e.g., Okamoto 1995), which only occurred in the |eAbsexual

interviews as part of quoted speech of what a wana rashii‘feminine’ woman might
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sound like. Finally, heterosexual speakers did exhibit a tendency teenssnce-final
particles at a greater overall rate than lesbian/bisexuakee mirroring the tendency

for women to use more sentence-final particles more often than men.

7.2.3 Correlations of Measurements

| ran bivariate correlations to investigate relationships kaEtwdifferent
measurements taken from the interview data and to investigiitonships between
perceived personality traits and sexual orientation presentechapt€t 5. For data
analyzed in Chapters 4 and 6, there were very few correlatiansédha significant. The
use of gendered first-person pronouns did not correlate with the ugendered
sentence-final particles, or with the overall percentage of sexmferal particles. There
was also no correlation between the feminine or masculine serfiealcparticles and
percentage of sentence-final particle use. Significantletioes were found in Chapter
6, with speakers who produced a higher average pitch also utilizing a wider pgeh ran

| also considered correlations between the pitch measurementgeadéred
morphemes. As higher average pitch and wider pitch width both codreléta
judgments of femininity in the perception experiment discussed in &hapt expected
the measurements for both from the interview data to be dedeldth the use of more
feminine gendered morphemes. For pronoun use, there was a signifegative
correlation with the masculine pronojilbbun and pitch width—the speakers who utilized
a wider pitch width, considered to be more feminine, used a |pemrentage of the

masculine pronoufibun. Speakers who produced a lower average pitch, considered
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more masculine, also tended to use more tokengwh, a correlation which neared
significance.

For correlations between the pitch measurements and sentencpditiales,
there was a significant positive correlation between the oveeatientage of sentence-
final particles used and average pitch—speakers who produced a higregeapgch
also used a higher percentage of sentence-final particles. Whsralso a significant
negative correlation between masculine sentence-final parigidsaverage pitch—
speakers who used masculine SFPs tended to speak with a loweregvechg This
suggests that speakers who instantiate gender through the use of djemolgrieemes

also do so, on some level, through manipulations of pitch.

7.2.4 Perception of Homosexuality in Japan

7.2.4.1 General Stereotypes

There was an overall lack of a cohesive stereotype for lesbiamsrbtarms of
physical appearance and behavior, as well as for stereotigmcpiage use. This view
was supported across the board; both heterosexual and lesbian intesyiasveesll as
other people | spoke with, had difficulty describing typical lesb&ppearances,
behaviors, or language use. When pressed, interviewees somsiiggested that butch
lesbians may use more masculine language, such as the fast-geonounsoku and
ore, but that generally there was no discernible difference frgpical’ women’s speech.
Although participants clearly indicated that gay male speechtypafsed by a higher

pitch and seemingly more dynamic pitch contour, there were notdelte similar



177

differences in lesbian speech—lesbian women were thought to benigdiishable from

their heterosexual counterparts.

7.2.4.2 Perception of Gay/Lesbian Speech

In Chapter 5, | presented the results of an experiment ddsigrietermine how
differences in pitch height and width for a male and female \afieet perceptions of
sexual orientation and personality traits for Japanese male and fenaderspd.isteners
made judgments about male and female utterances, which were ladpto wide,
regular, and narrow contours, with each then also manipulated to protigte eegular,
and low pitch. Judgments were made based on five scales—sexuahtment
masculinity/femininity, emotionality, assertiveness, and attractsgene

Overall, listeners agreed to a significant degree about whethegs sounded
gay/lesbian. These judgments of sexual orientation were diretdtyd to pitch height
and width for the female voice, but for the male voice, only pitcghtevas influential.
The lower the pitch, the more likely the voice was to be judgeaidae by both male and
female listeners. For the male voice, as well, the highepithk, the more likely the
voice was judged to be gay.

For all four of the personality scales, both pitch height and widtlnenfied
overall perceptions. Tokens of the female voice that had highervpgich perceived to
be more attractive, emotional, and assertive overall. Pitch hedeagred a smaller role in
judgments of these scales for the male voice. Both higher pitnid wider contours
were judged to be more feminine for both the male and female vidicgurprisingly, the

male voice was judged as less feminine than the female voice.



178

Pitch width played a greater role in perceptions of assersgemad emotionality.
For both the male and female voices, tokens with wider contourjueged to be more
assertive. For judgments of emotionality, overall, the wide @itatoices were judged to
be more emotional, although more so for the female voice than the male.

This perception experiment produced some interesting resultedelat the
question of ‘gaydar’ in Japan. Although listeners in the experim@miplained that it
was difficult to judge the sexual orientation of the female e/obmth pitch height and
width significantly correlated with whether a female voice was jddgesound lesbian or
straight. This shows that Japanese speakers have at leastlextying perception of
what lesbians sound like, even though the interview results shdwaedgeakers were
hesitant to stereotype this group. Speakers were also amlek® judgments of sexual
orientation about the male voice, but these perceptions were not influbgcpitch
width, which does not support the stereotypical image of gay meeack in Japan
given by the interview participants of gay men speaking with a more dynamic contour.

The results of the correlations for the female voice showed twegiersonality
scales, femininity and emotionality, were significant coreslawith judgments of
homosexuality. Both these personality scales showed a strongeirogarglation with
sexual orientation, with tokens perceived to be lesbian also beingiyet to be less
feminine and less emotional. This supports the stereotype thahkesibé&aviewed as less
‘feminine’ than Japanese heterosexual women. For the male \asmceyell, both
masculinity and emotionality correlated significantly withxis@ orientation. Tokens

judged to be gay were considered both less masculine and more emtteonéhose
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judged to be straight. For both the male and female voices, thelatiom between
masculinity and emotionality was significant—tokens judged to becuhias were
perceived as calmer than feminine tokens. Finally, tokemeiped to be more assertive

were also judged to be more attractive.

7.3  Directions for Future Research

Although it is extremely difficult to collect data of this kindyther examination
of this subset of women will provide researchers with importargppetives on gender
and identity performance and how these relate to hegemonic language normsresdapa
It is commonly understood that gender is something that is performeitljdifficult to
observe this with heterosexual women, whose projected gender idemtityeshmay be
less likely to widely deviate from societal expectations andréiselt of individuality
versus group membership.

First, a similar study needs to be done on gay men. During fieldwork, | found tha
the gay male community is more established, more open, and more tosiiolé perhaps
accepted by society that that of lesbians. The averggmdse speaker also had strong
ideas of how gay men looked, behaved, and spoke. Therefore, it is morehdtahere
are prominent stereotypes for gay men to model after when tbg@eegorming their gay
identity. | also found that gay men were more willing to speak we about my
research and seemed more open to participating in this type of study.

It would be useful to examine members of these sexual minanti@sariety of
settings and interactions to investigate whether speakerdtari@gapitch or utilizing

gendered morphemes differently in situations where they arenghithieir sexual
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orientation. However, even one subject would provide a case study on how these features
are manipulated to express different gender/sexual identitidiffenent communities of
practice.

Within the interview setting from the current study, some speakayshave been
performing their lesbian identity. These speakers agreedrticipate in an interview
about sexuality and may have presented themselves with tmmd Others may have
specifically chosen to suppress or hide this aspect of their ydatita variety of
reasons—they could be uncomfortable being defined by their sexubbty,could be
less open about their sexuality, or they could feel strongly aboultenag perceived as
different from heterosexual women. Based on field observationssitore likely that
speakers would manipulate gendered language when interactingther lesbians—at a
gay or lesbian bar or other social functions. | also observed simanevoman (Misao)
audibly raise her pitch when making business related phone cafisn ¥¢ked about this,
she dismissed it, saying that it is “something everyone doHsi$ same speaker audibly
lowered her pitch when | observed her performing her lesbian tigéhtil wonder,
however, if comparable differences occur in similar situatioos lésbians and
heterosexual women.

Although | examine this topic through a ‘community of practice’ apping where
people create and define identity in relation to a particulanaamity, it is often claimed

that many behaviors stereotypically related to homosexuadityifast in children at very

9 She often approached new bar customers to makefte welcome and was very active, socially, ia th
community. Misao is also the woman | heard speapkimthe phone to another lesbian during our
interview. During this phone call, her pitch lowdr and she seemed to increase her use of masculine
sentence-final particles, which | hypothesize wagdication of the performance of her sexual idgnt
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young ages, before the concept of sexuality is salient $e tti@ldren. English-speaking
gay men are often stereotyped as speaking with a lisp onifeanvoice and lesbians as
exhibiting very tomboyish behavior, all at a young age. It would beestiag to
examine how many of the features common to these groups are custuithin the
confines of the homosexual community, either adopted once speakers jomine ity
or by modeling behavior from the outside as an expression of \destitt how many
manifest previous to this. In other words, are these featuresmdiaduals are adopting
to show solidarity within a group, or are they perhaps related totsmgelse, such as
Maltz & Borker’s (1982) suggestion that these children are mingctheir opposite-sex
parent?

Finally, I am currently planning a perception study to identifiyether the
average Japanese native speaker is able to identify the linglifigrences found in this
study as lesbian speech. Although differences were apparent, indnakbregd language
use as well as average pitch height, they were small. nttislear whether these minor
differences would be something the average Japanese speakereasiylddentify as
‘lesbian.” To address this, | would like to run a perception expetimising actual
recordings of lesbian voices, rather than manipulated tokens, tovhetsher these

speakers can be identified as lesbian by native Japanese listeners.

7.4 Discussion and Implications
Based on the interview responses and ethnographic observationsfieldhé
appears that lesbians are predominantly an invisible group within $epsogety. They

do not seem to be recognized by members of society as sexa@iti®s, either as a
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group or as individuals. When explaining my research during the beginnimgy of
fieldwork, I often heard comments such as “of course therkesioeans in Japan, but | do
not know any.” It is unlikely that this is true for every person who said this to mehyeut
fact that they are not aware of knowing women who are lesbian spaakses about the
status of this marginalized group. First, it indicates thah#gemonic views of society
are so pervasive that, at least in this case, ‘typical’ Japameve difficulty imagining or
accepting a group that does not fall within the norm. Second, thissteggat many
lesbians may be unwilling to share this aspect of their ideatityn individual level,
even with family members and close friends. Heterosexual gsinrere described as
shizen‘natural,” and a few interviewees, both lesbian and heteroseswassed that
Japanese do not like things that ‘are different,” which was onerredsy many lesbians
were nervous or unwilling to ‘come out’ about their sexuality. Wiskea if they had
concerns about coming out in Japanese society, many indicated tlgafetred
discrimination against them and their families, not just in the wadeplbut also by
neighbors or people in the community. Even though there are not thehatertrimes
against gays and lesbians in Japan that occur in North America, ishetd social
pressure against standing out from the group. It is also possibtegHawer number of
hate crimes is not because alternative lifestyles ame tolerated in Japan, but because
they remain less visible. Groups such as OCCUR have brought kevesgainst
discrimination based on sexual orientation, and | spoke with lesbian couples in Japan who
planned on forming ‘partnership agreements’ in lieu of same-sexages, which are

not currently legal. Once a year, there is a Pride Festvidi-Chome, and every few
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years a Pride Parade is held. Also, the topic of homosexurdgybeen addressed
recently outside the sphere of television dramas and entertgimma series on NHK
about sexual minorities. However, for the majority of heterodexiazganese,
homosexuality, especially lesbianism, remains something ‘diffece ‘unnatural’ that
they do not come in contact with in their day-to-day existence.

This does not create a situation where these sexual minoraigd We willing to
live openly as homosexual. The lesbian/bisexual women | spoke igested to feel
pressure from their families to get married and have childreom&# who had either
taken girlfriends home with them, or had exhibited lesbian tendetwidseir families
while growing up, seemed to be tolerated as merely going thropplase. Misao said
that, although she had not come out to her father, he was awarédr@dted women.
However, he seemed to view it as a phase she was going treadgéxpected her to
reach a point where she would finally settle down and haveddidreal marriage and
family.

That this group is so hidden from society explains why themaséz be a lack of
lesbian stereotypes. If we compare this to the situation fprngen in Japan, the
prevalence of famous gay entertainers, the well-known comedian ddpied a gay
persona, and gay characters on TV shows means that this group, olewelms in the
public eye. This type of exposure becomes a basis on which peepéblarto form
stereotypes. As | discussed in Chapter 3, there are verppgemy lesbian/bisexual
women in the public eye and those who are tend not to make theit esgragation part

of their public persona. The few heterosexual women who were tabkiggest
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stereotypes for lesbians in Japan based them on openly gay woméadhewet. In the
United States, on the other hand, | have found most people are ablevidepa
stereotypical impression of both gay men and lesbian wéfhen.

Even though lesbians are fairly closeted and people are not dersevate of
having stereotypes for this group, there are still differeapesrent in their speech, both
on the phonetic and morphological levels, albeit subtle. Identitpngething that is
constantly negotiated between the self and society. It is neitmeething that is set
within a person, nor is it something that society can fully defiAs. Wenger (1998)
argues, identity “arises out of an interplay of participation raification...the work of
identity is always going on.” But to be able to reflect a giideptity, there first needs to
be a visible group to model behavior on. As Zwicky (1997: 29) discugseskess use
people around them as models for behavior, and as a result, “wilcquitenorms for
which [they] have no or few models.” Speakers then choose people to amdchavoid
behaviors exhibited by people they do not wish to mimic. Normslsmeeaforced by
members of their communities (e.g., Cameron & Coates 1988; Zwicky 1997).

Although previous research such as this has suggested that clelheigender-
appropriate behavior by modeling after adults of the same sex, treircase of

homosexual children, the opposite &&the lesbian women | spoke with were adamant

8 Even native English speakers who are hesitarteteatype these groups manage to provide
characteristics that are often used to describergayor lesbian women once they are encouraged.
However, in Japan, no matter how hard | pressediridyority of speakers either could not or would no
even speculate about what they thought a sterematigéescription of a lesbian might be. Conversietid

not speak with a single Japanese person aboubfiiswho was unable to readily provide a stereiobip
description of a gay man.

8 This has been suggested as a reason for why ga'g sgeech mimics that of women, although | am not
aware of the same explanation for lesbians.
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that they were not going to mimic men’s behavior because they megr nor did they
want to be, men. Yet there were differences apparent in theeck from that of
heterosexual women. Does this mean they were subconsciously madtelingpeech
after that of men? It is more likely that these women wiieséead choosing not to
subscribe to the pervasive cultural stereotypes of femininity,lwihidapanese are very
connected to language choices. There is a fine line betweecting] hegemonic
femininity and all the expectations and stereotypes that accompaayd wanting to
embrace those that are associated with the opposite sex.

Lesbians in Japan are relatively isolated in terms of theuwatadentities. As
discussed, there is a distinct lack of a strong, widely rezedrecommunity which they
can identify with and model behavior after. Although it is bym&ans nonexistent, the
main society that they are negotiating themselves withinha o©f the normative
heterosexual world. As such, what is apparent with these womenticulfaaris the
overlapping, often conflicting, ‘communities of practice’ (EckertMeConnell-Ginet
1992) within which these speakers participate.

No matter what linguistic choices Japanese sexual minomiz®, they are still
aligning themselves within the hegemonic gender structure prévaldapanese society.
A choice to avoid gendered language or to utilize it in a wagrdiit than same-sex
peers still results in projecting an identity to society afjda be it subconscious or
mindful. Japanese people automatically position themselvesdrdtatnis traditional
gender structure through using stereotypically male and felaatpiage styles (e.g.,

Okamoto & Sato 1992; Sturtz 2001), and, as Japan has generally cosfiategender,
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and sexuality (see Valentine 1997a), speakers who fall outsile abtm for any one of
these categories find themselves at conflict with societahsior Therefore, without a
clear group model to either pattern behavior after or provide linggispport, it is less
likely that Japanese lesbians would overtly reject the hegergenaer norms of society
for a lesbian identity than it is for gay men, who do have a stronger group model.
Aside from participation in the rare gay pride events, none déesiiean/bisexual
women | spoke with were active in furthering gay rights in Japanth® contrary, most
were attempting to negotiate their place in society in a tway would allow them to
continue to keep their sexual orientation hidden. Although many oéshéahs | spoke
with found it surprising and hard to believe that they might be spgakiferently than
mainstream heterosexual women, two lesbian participants askedefoedults of my
research in order to modify their speech so they could betiegrate with Japanese
society. It seemed important to these two women in partithéérthey not stand out in
any way. One of these women (Shizuko, L9) spoke with a comyahigh average
pitch and avoided gendered pronouns, using the relatively newtashi100% of the
time. However, she did utilize masculine sentence-final pastithough at a lower rate
than other lesbian/bisexual interviewees. This supports my hypothasispeakers are
more aware of the implication of using gendered first-person pronbanssentence-
final particles. The other speaker, Yumi (L10), used very few geddsentence-final
particles, avoiding feminine SFPs altogether, but did use a widge raf first-person
pronouns, utilizing bothatashi and jibun. Yumi did not mentionjibun as either

masculine, or a pronoun distinct to lesbians, so perhaps she is unaweeafnotation
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of this first-person pronoun. Her use afashi however, might be a strategy for
specifically projecting a feminine identity in order to further hide her sexientation.
Even heterosexual women may consciously manipulate or avoid women’s
language depending on how they feel it will be received. Accotdifndo (1995: 40),
“some use women’s language as a conscious strategy in @tttions in which they
feel they are more likely to have their views listened tahd&y are presented in a
nonthreatening women’s speech style rather than in a more bluntramghtéorward
style”. This exemplifies that referring to the language dimimgtin Japanese in terms of
male/female biological sex is problematic. It is prefexablview it in terms of gender,
such as ‘feminine’ and ‘masculine.” But even this is problemasidt assigns a value
judgment of what ‘feminine’ and ‘masculine’ mean; one whichalveady know changes
over time. Nevertheless, as discussed above, these ideologiggarant as they set
the stage for enabling an individual to decide whether to accagjemt them in their
language choice. As Eckert & McConnell-Ginet (1992) state,gtlage is a key
symbolic and communicative resource, central to developing the waysnking and

doing that give communities of practice their character” (483).
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SPEAKER DATA?

Age Hometown | Marital Sexual

Range Status | Orientation
H1 Chikako | 20-29 Kanagawa unmarried heterosexual
H2 Fujiko | 20-29 Saitama unmarried heterosexual
H3 Mai 20-29 Tokyo unmarried heterosexual
H4 Michiko | 20-29 Gunma unmarried heterosexual
H5 Hanako | 20-29 Nagasaki unmarried heterosexual
H6 Seiko 30-39 Nara/Akita unmarrigd heterosexual
H7 Minako | 30-39 Yamagata| married heterosexual
L1 Aiko 20-29 Chiba unmarried lesbian
L2 Ayumi | 30-39 Fukui divorced | bisexual
L3 Kimiko | 40-45 Tokyo unmarried lesbian
L4 Sachi 30-39 Saitama unmarried lesbian
L5 Natsuko | 20-29 Saitama unmarried lesbian
L6 Kyoko | 20-29 Tokyo unmarried lesbian
L7 Raiko 30-39 Tokyo unmarried bisexual
L8 Toshiko | 30-39 Shimane divorced lesbian
L9 Shizuko | 20-29 Kanagawa unmarried lesbian
L10 Yumi 20-29 Saitama unmarried lesbian
L11 Sayuki | 20-29 Nagano unmarried lesbian
L12 Misao 20-29 Tokyo unmarried bisexual

82 pAge ranges are used in order to better protegbtivacy and identity of interview participants.
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APPENDIX B
TRANSCRIPTION CONVENTIONS

final prosody
continuing prosody
? rising intonation
pause (medium)
- truncated word
(FEM) morpheme categorized as ‘feminine’

(MASC) morpheme categorized as ‘masculine’
(NEUT) morpheme categorized as ‘neutral’

All Japanese is transcribed using Hepburn romanization.

In translations, brackets [ ] are used to indicate items elided in the JapRaesetheses
() are used to paraphrase things that are generally not directly tbleslatich as
sentence-final particles.
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CATEGORIZATION OF JAPANESE GENDERED SENTENCE-FINAL FORM

Feminine
Form$®

V/i-Adj kashira
na-Adj (stem)/Nkashira

iku kashira
go FP

kiree kashira
pretty FP

V/i-Adj no ne(e)
na-Adj (stem)/N+nano ne(e)

iku no ne(e)
go FP

kiree na none(e)
pretty COP FP

i-Adj/V(direct) wa/
na-Adj (plain)/N+COP(directwva/

iku wa/
go FP

I-Adj/V(direct) koto
na-Adj/N+COP(directkoto

iku koto
go FP

V- teyo

itte yo
go FP

i-Adj/V(direct) mon ne(e
na-Adj/N+COP(direct

iku mon ne(e)

Neutral Forms

na-Adj/N ne(e)

gakusei ne

i-Adj/V yo

ikimasu yo
iku yo

i-Adj/V ne

ikimasu ne
iku ne

I-Adj/V yo ne

ikimasu yo ne
iku yo ne

V/N/Adj mitai na

hedge

Vtari

ittari

V shi

iku shi

i-Adj/V(direct) no
na-Adj/N+nand/

iku no
kiree na no

8 See Matsugu (2007) for a detailed categorizatfdinal-forms in Japanese.
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i-Adj/V(direct) jan
na-Adj/N jan

iku jan
kiree jan

I-Adj/V(direct) mon
na-Adj/N+COP(directjnon

iku mon
kiree da mon

V/N/Adj kana

iku kana
kiree kana

V/IN/Ad] toka

iku toka
kiree toka

V/N/Adj to/tte yuu ka

iku to yuu ka

VIN/Ad] sa(a)

iku sa

VIN/Ad] kke

iku kke
ikimasu kke
kiree datta kke

M i V/ICOPssu| iku ssu
I"J__lsfrl;me COP (directyo | iku n da yo
orms COP (directne | iku n da ne
COP (directyo ne| iku na da yo ne
i-Adj/V(direct) na(a) | iku na
na-Adj/N+COPna(a) | kiree da naa
V/N/Ad] ka ne| iku ka ne
Abbreviations:
\ Verb
V(stem) Verb stem
Adj Adjective
i-Ad] i-Adjectives
na-Adj na-Adjectives
N Noun
COP Copula
(direct) nondesudmasuverb forms

/ rising intonation
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APPENDIX D

PITCH MEASUREMENTS FROM CHAPTER 6

Table 11: Measurements including Boundary Pitch Movements (BPM) of Average,
Maximum, and Minimum Pitch, and Pitch Width for each speaker.

Including Boundary Pitch Movements

Average Maximum Minimum Pitch

Pitch Height Pitch Pitch Width

Hy Chikakol g, 24 99.94 89.43 105

~  H2 F”j”fo 92.02 98.36 85.37 12.99
S

5 M3 Mi'\:;'ko 94.76 100.19 89.44 10.75

S| Ha 93.39 98.49 88.93 9.56

8 g Hanakol o544 98.52 88.73 9.78

He =~ Selko 92.42 96.42 87.9 8.52

Hy Minako | gq g5 97.17 86.65 10.52

Ly Alko 90.79 95.95 85.52 10.43

Lo Ayumi 89.91 93.81 86.67 7.14

L3 Kimiko 91.77 95.44 88.29 7.15

L4 Sach 89.02 93.53 84.66 8.87

% L5 Natsukol o445 94.09 86.35 7.73

£ s K| 9578 100.89 91.41 9.48

%‘ L7 Raiko 93.43 100.01 86.52 13.49

8 g Toshkol  gg g 92.77 83.16 9.62

Lg Shizukol o) 5g 99.73 89.45 10.28

Lo Yumi 91.76 97.05 87.07 9.98

11 Sk 87.93 91.58 84.15 7.43

L1 Misao 90.73 95.71 85.71 10.01
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CORRELATION CHARTS FROM CHAPTER 6

Figure 41: Scatterplot (n=18, excludes outlier L6) showing the correlatiars(ne
significance) between Average Pitch Height and the Percent g&hitts which contain
Jibun with points separated by sexual orientation.
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Figure 42: Scatterplot (n=19, with an arrow marking outlier L6) showing tindisant
correlation (p<.01) between Maximum Pitch Height and the Percent of NeuttahSe-
final Particles Used, with points separated by sexual orientation.
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Figure 43: Scatterplot (n=19, with an arrow marking outlier L6) showing ¢imefiseint
correlation (p<.01) between Minimum Pitch Height and the Percent of NeutranSent
final Particles Used, with points separated by sexual orientation.
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Figure 44: Scatterplot (n=19, with an arrow marking outlier L6) showing ¢imefiseint
correlation (p<.01) between Minimum Pitch Height and the Percent of Masculine
Sentence-final Particles Used, with points separated by sexual odentati

Sexual Orientation
% Heterosexual

Q _ @ Lesbian/Bisexual

92—

R Sq Linear = 0.352

Minimum Pitch in Semitones

82—

I I I I I I I
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Percentage of Masculine SFPs Used



197

REFERENCES

Abe, H. (2004). Lesbian bar talk in Shinjuku, Tokyo. In S. Okamoto & J.S. Shibamoto
Smith (eds.)Japanese language, gender, and ideology: Cultural models and
real people(pp. 205-221). New York: Oxford University Press.

Alario, F. X., Perre, L., Castel, C., & Ziegler, J. C. (2006). The oblerthography in
speech production revisite@ognition 102(3): 464-475.

Avery, J. D., & Liss, J. M. (1996). Acoustic characteristics o$4@smsculine-sounding
male speechlournal of the Acoustical Society of Ameri®a(6): 3738-3748.

Baken, R. & Orlikoff, R. (2000). Clinical measurement of speech and voice. San Diego:
Singular Publishing Group.

Barrett, R. (2002). Is queer theory important for sociolinguistic theory? IrakpGell-
Kibler, R. J. Podesva, S. J. Roberts, & A. Wong (etlan)guage and sexuality:
Contesting meaning in theory and pract{pp. 23-43). Stanford, CA: CSLI
Publications.

Beckman, M. E. & Pierrehumbert, J. B. (1986). Intonational structure in Japanese and
English.Phonology Yearbogk3: 255-309.

Bennett, S., & Weinberg, B. (1979). Sexual characteristics of pesswit children's
voices.Journal of the Acoustical Society of Ameri6&: 989-1000.

Bennett, S. (1981). Vowel formant frequency characteristics otlplescent males and
femalesJournal of the Acoustical Society of Ameri6a: 231-238.

Biemans, M. & van Bezooijen, R. (1996). The effect of masculinity fandninity on
pitch. In N. Warner, J. Ahlers, L. Bilmes, M. Oliver, S. Werthé&nM. Chen
(eds.),Gender and belief systems: Proceedings of the fourth Berkeleyrwome
and language conferenc@p. 25-36). Berkeley, CA: Berkeley Women and
Language Group.

Bilous, F. & Krauss, R. M. (1988). Dominance and accommodation in the conversational
behavior of same- and mixed-gender dyadsguage and CommunicatioB:
183-194.

Boersma, P. & Weenink, D. (2009). Praat, a system for doing phonetics by computer.
(Version 5.1.04) [Computer program]. Retrieved from http://www.praat.org/



198

Bohan, J. (1993). Regarding gendesychology of Women Quarterly7: 5-21.

Butler, J. (1990)Gender trouble: Feminism and the subversion of ideriggw York:
Routledge.

Butler, J. (1993). Critically QueeGLQ 1(1): 17-32.

Cameron, D., & Coates, J. (1988). Some problems in the sociolinguistic examination of
sex differences. In J. Coates & D. Cameron (ed¢omen in their speech
communitiegpp. 13-26). London: Longman.

Camp, M. (2005). Gendered language in dominance situations: women in roles of power.
Unpublished manuscript.

Chalmers, S. (2002Emerging lesbian voices from Japatew York: RoutledgeCurzon.

Chambers, V. (2007Kickboxing geishas: How modern Japanese women are changing
their nation New York: Free Press.

Clopper, C. G., & Pisoni, D. B. (2004). Some acoustic cues for the perceptual
categorization of American English regional dialedtsirnal of Phonetics32:
111-140

Coates, J. (1986yWomen, Men and Languadsondon: Longman.

Coleman, R. (1971). Male and female voice quality and its relatiotsivigwel formant
frequenciesJournal of Speech and Hearing Researth 565-577.

Coleman, R. (1973). Speaker identification in the absence of inter-sdiffecences in
glottal source characteristick®urnal of the Acoustical Society of Ameriéa:
1741-1743.

Cummings, M. C. (1994). Lesbian identity and negotiation in discourse. In M. Bucholtz,
A.C. Liang, L. A. Sutton, & C. Hines (edsQultural performances:
Proceedings of the third Berkeley women and language confefemcg44-
158). Berkeley: Berkeley Women and Language Group.

Curran, B. & Welker, J. (2005). From the well of loneliness to theuakazubian:
Western translations and Japanese leshian identities. In M. llsiodle& R.
Dasgupta (eds.fsenders, transgenders and sexualities in Jafigm 65-80).
New York: Routledge.



199

Dittman, A. T. (1974). The body movement-speech rhythm relationship @se to
speech encoding. In S. Weitz (ed\pnverbal communicatiofpp. 169-181).
New York: Oxford University Press.

Deaux, K. & Major, B. (1987). Putting gender into context: An interacthaelel of
gender-related behavidPsychological Reviewd4(3): 369-389.

Docherty, G. J., & Foulkes, P. (2005). Glottal variants of (t) in the Tyneside variety of
English: An acoustic profiling study. In J. Mackenzi Beck & W. J. Hardcastle
(eds.),A figure of speech: A festschrift fdohn Laver(pp. 173-201). London:
Lawrence Erlbaum.

Eckert, P. & McConnell-Ginet, S. (1992). Think practically and look locally: language
and gender as community-based prac#eeual Review of Anthropologgl:
461-490.

Endo, O. (1995). Aspects of Sexism in Language. In K. Fujimura-Fanselodv &
Kameda (eds.)Japanese women: New feminist perspectives on the past, present,
and future(pp. 29-42). New York: The Feminist Press. (translated by Kumiko
Fujimura-Fanselow).

Fausto-Sterling, A. (1992Myths of gender: Biological theories about women and.men
New York: Basic Books.

Fichtelius, A., Johansson, |, & Nordin, K. (1980). Three investigationsxe&ssociated
speech variation in day schoomen’s Studies International Quarterly,
219-225.

Fishman, P. (1983). Interaction: The work women do. In B. Thorne, C. Kramarae & N.
Henley (eds.)l.anguage, gender and soci€pp. 89-101). Cambridge, MA:
Newbury House.

Foucault, M. (1990)The history of sexuality: An introductioNew York: Random
House.

Fukaya, M. (1969). Sei to shakai ido (Sex and social mobilKypiku shakaigaku
kenky@Journal of sociology of education), 24: 62-76.

Furukawa, M. (1995). Doosei ‘ai’ koo (Thoughts on same-sex “low&iggo6(12): 201-
207.



200

Furukawa, M. (1994). Sekushuariti no kindai no henyuu: kindai Nihon no dooseiai wo
meguru mitsu no koodo (The changing nature of sexuality: three codes f
framing homosexuality in modern JapaNijchibei josei jaanarul7: 29-55.

Gaudio, R. (1994). Sounding Gay: Pitch properties in the speech of gatraigtit men.
American Speech: A Quarterly of Linguistic Usa§@(1): 30-57.

Gilmore, S. I, Guidera, A. M., Hutchines, S. L. & van Steenbrugge,1902). Intra-
subject variability and the effect of speech task on vocal fundahiegaency
of young adult Australian males and femal@sistralian Journal of Human
Communication Disorder20: 65-73 (As cited in Smyth, Jacobs, and Rogers,
2003)

Graddol, D. & Swann, J. (1983ender voicesOxford: Blackwell.

Hara, K. (1995). Challenges to education for girls and women. In Knktgi-Fanselow
& A. Kameda (eds.)Japanese women: New feminist perspectives on the past,
present, and futur@p. 93-106). New York: The Feminist Press.

Hiruma, Y. (2003). Kindai Nihon ni okeru josei dooseai no ‘*hakken’ (The “discovery” of
female homosexuality in modern Japatgihoo shakaigaku kenkyui7: 9-32.

Hollien, H., & Yamazawa, H. (1992). Speaking fundamental frequency patterns of
Japanese womeRhonetica 49: 128-140.

Horii, R. (1990).0nna no kotobaTokyo, Japan: Meiji shoin.

Ide, S. (1979)Onna no kotoba, otoko no kotop&/omen’s language and men’s
language). Tokyo: Keizai Tsushinsha.

Ide, S. (1982). Japanese sociolinguistics: Politeness and women’s langurage57:
357-385.

Ide, S. (1990). How and why do women speak more politely in Japanese? In S. Ide & N.
H. McGloin (eds.)Aspects of Japanese women’s languguge 63-79). Tokyo:
Kuroshio.

Ide, S. (1997)Joseigo no Sek&World of Women’s Language). Tokyo: Meiji Shoin.

Ingrisano, D., Weismer, G., & Schuckers, G. (1980). Sex identificatfopreschool
children's voiced-olia Phoniatrica 32: 61-69.



201

Inoue, M. (1994). Gender and linguistic modernization: Historicizing Japanese women’s
language. In M. Bucholtz, A.C. Liang, L. A. Sutton, & C. Hines (e@@ujtural
performances: Proceedings of the third Berkeley women and language
Conferencdpp. 323-333). Berkeley: Berkeley Women and Language Group.

Inoue, M. (2006)Vicarious language: Gender and linguistic modernity in Japan
University of California Press: Berkeley.

Ishi, C. T. (2005). Perceptually-related FO parameters for automatiticktam of
phrase final tonesEICE Trans. Inf. & SystE88-D(3): 481-488.

Ishino, S. & Wakabayashi, N. (1996). Japan. In R. Rosenbloom (epoken rules:
Sexual orientation and women’s human rigips. 105-107). New York:
Cassell.

Johnson, E. H. (1964). The stem family and its extensions in present-day Japan.
American Anthropologisi6 (4): 839-851.

Jorden, E. H. (1990). Overview. In S. Ide & N. H. McGloin (edsspects of Japanese
women’s languagép. 1-4). Tokyo, Japan: Kuroshio Publishers.

Jorden, E. H. & Noda, M. (1987)apanese: The Spoken Language, PaNdw Haven:
Yale University Press

Jugaku, A. (1979)Nihongo to onna(The Japanese language and women). Tokyo:
Iwanami Shoten.

Kameda, A. (1995). Sexism and gender in stereotyping in schools. InjKiura-
Fanselow & A. Kameda (edsJapanese women: New feminist perspectives on
the past, present, and futufpp. 107-124). New York: The Feminist Press.
(Translated by Kumiko Fujimura-Fanselow and Atsuko Watanabe.)

Kamano, S. & Khor, D. (2008). ‘How did you two meet?’ Lesbian partnerships in
present-day Japan. In S. Jackson, J. Liu and J. Woo Eeds. Asian sexualities:
Modernity, gender and new sexual cultugeg. 161-177). London: Zed Books.

Kanamaru, F. (1997). Ninshoo daimeeshi/koshoo (Personal pronouns and address terms).
In S. Ide (ed.)Joseigo no sekd&The world of women’s languagdpp. 15-32).
Tokyo, Meiji Shoin.



202

Kashiwagi, K. (1973). Gendai seinen no seiyakuwari no shutoku (Acquisition of gender
roles among contemporary youth). In S. Ida (g8endai seinen no sei ishiki
(Consciousness of gender among contemporary youth). Tokyo: Kaneko shobo.

Kessler, S. J, & McKenna, W. (197&ender: An ethnomethodological approablew
York: Wiley.

Kimi wa petto. Tokyo Broadcasting System (TBS). April 9, 2003-June 18, 2003.
Kindaichi, H. (1957)Nihongo(The Japanese language). Tokyo: Iwanani.

Kitagawa, C. (1977). A Source of femininity in Japanese: In defense of Robirf'sakof
“Language and woman'’s placd?apers in Linguisticsl0(3/4)275-298.

Koseisho, T. (Ministry of Health and Welfare, Statistics and Information fapat).
(1989).Jinko dotai toke(Vital statistics of Japan). Tokyo: Koseisho.

Lakoff, R. (1975)Language and Woman'’s Pladgew York: Harper.

Lass, N. Almerino, C., Jordan, L., & Walsh, J. (1980). The effectliaf fspeech on
speaker race and sex identificatiodhsurnal of Phonetigs8: 101-112.

Last Friends. Fuji TV. April 10, 2008-June 19, 2008.

Laver, J. (1980)The phonetic description of voice quali§ambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Lebra, T. S. (1984)lapanese women: constraint and fulfillmddniversity of Hawali'i
Press: Honolulu.

Lebra, T. S. (1992). Introduction. In T.S. Lebra (edhpanese social organizatigpp.
1-21). University of Hawai'i Press: Honolulu.

Levon, E. (2006). Hearing “gay”: Prosody, interpretation, and the affective judgments of
men’s speechAmerican Speeci81: 56 — 78.

Liang, A. C. (1994). ‘Coming out’ as transition and transcendence of the publit#priva
dichotomy. In M. Bucholtz, A.C. Liang, L. A. Sutton, & C. Hines (eds.),
Cultural performances: Proceedings of the third Berkeley women and language
conferencepp. 409-420). Berkeley: Berkeley Women and Language Group.



203

Liang, A. C. (1997). The creation of coherence in coming-out stofi@sA. Livia, K.
Hall, E. Finegan (eds.Rueerly phrased: Language, gender, and sexugbity
287-309). New York, NY: Oxford University Press.

Liang, A. C. (1999) Conversationally Implicating Lesbian and Gay Ideihityl.
Bucholtz, A.C. Liang & L.A. Sutton (edsReinventing Identitie§p. 293-310).
New York: Oxford University Press.

Linville, S. (1998). Acoustic correlates of perceived versus actual sexuakhtioann
men’s speechrolia Phoniatrica et Logopaedi¢c®0: 35 — 48.

Lunsing, W. (2005). The politics of okama and onabe: uses and abuses of teminology
regarding homosexuality and transgender. In M. McLelland & R. Dasgupta
(eds.)Genders, transgenders and sexualities in Ja(pgn 81-95). New York:
Routledge.

Lunsing, W. & Maree, C. (2004). Shifting speakers: Negotiating referencetioreto
sexuality and gender. In S. Okamoto & J.S. Shibamoto Smith (&aisgnese
language, gender, and ideology: cultural models and real pgpple92-109).
Oxford University Press: Oxford.

The L Word. Showtime. January 18, 2004-March, 08, 2009.

McConnell-Ginet, S. (1983). Intonation in a man's world. In B. Thorne, C. &naen &
N. Henley (eds.)Language gender and sociefpp. 69-88). Rowley, MA:
Newbury.

McConnell-Ginet, S. (2002). Queering semantics: definitional struggles. In Kpligdim
Kibler, R. J. Podesva, S. J. Roberts, & A.Wong (etlaguage and sexuality:
Contesting meaning in theory and pract{pp. 137-160). Stanford, CA: CSLI
Publications.

McGloin, N. H. (1990). Sex differences and sentence-final particles. In & NdeH.
McGloin (eds.)Aspects of Japanese women's langugge 23-41). Tokyo:
Kuroshio.

McGiloin, N. H. (1997). Shuujoshi (Sentence-final particles). In S. Ide (ak¢ego no
sekai(World of women’s language). Tokyo: Meijishoin.

McLelland, M. (2005)Queer Japan from the Pacific war to the internet &gew York:
Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, Inc.



204

Mackie, V. (2003)Feminism in modern Japan: citizenship, embodiment and sexuality
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Makino, S., Hatasa, Y. A., & Hatasa, K. (1998akama 1: Japanese communication,
culture, contextBoston, Massachusetts: Houghton Mifflin.

Makino, S., & Tsutsui, M. (19864 dictionary of basic Japanese grammaokyo:
Japan Times.

Maltz, D. N., & Borker, R. A. (1982). A cultural approach to male-female
miscommunication. In J.J. Gumperz (edgnguage and social identi{pp.
196-219). New York: Cambridge University Press.

Man or woman...Are they ballroom babes or dancing dudes® Maury Povich Shaw
CBS. July 11, 2006.

Maree, C. (2004). Same-sex partnerships in Japan: Bypasses and othenaiernati
Women'’s Studie83: 541-549.

Maree, C. (2007)Hatsuwa no gengo sutoratejii toshite no negoshieeshon kooi no
kenkyuu Tokyo: Hitsuji Shoboo.

Maree, C. (2008). Grrl-queens: Onee-kotoba and the negotiation and heterosexist gender
language norms and lesbo(homo)phobic stereotypes in Japanese. Itirk. Rlar
A. Jackson, M. McLelland, & A. Yue (edsAsiapacifiqueer: Rethinking
genders and sexualiti€pp. 67-84). Chicago: University of Illinois Press.

Maree, C. & Izumo, M. (2001).ove Upon the Chopping Boardictoria: Spinifex Press.

Martin, S. (2004)A reference grammar of Japanestmnolulu: University of Hawar’i
Press.

Matsugu, Y. (2007)Cosmo girls and playboys: Japanese femininity and masculinity in
gendered magazineBoctoral Dissertation, University of Arizona.

Matsumoto, Y. (1996). Does less feminine speech in Japanese mean lesstighimixi
Warner, J. Ahlers, L. Bilmes, M. Oliver, S. Wertheim & C. Chen (e@ehder
and belief systems: Proceedings of the fourth Berkeley women and language
conferencdpp. 455-467)Berkeley Women and Language Group: Berkeley
California.



205

Matsumoto, Y. (2002). Gender identity and the presentation of self in Japanese. In S.
Benor, M. Rose, D. Sharma, J. Sweetland, & Q. Zhang (&k=ndered
practices in languagéop. 339-354). Stanford, CA: CSLI Publications.

Matsumoto, Y. (2004). Alternative femininity: Personae of middle-aged mothers. In S.
Okamoto & J.S. Shibamoto Smith (eddgpanese language, gender, and
ideology: cultural models and real peogja. 240-255). Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Maynard, S. K. (1997)Japanese communication: Language and thought in context
University of Hawai'i Press: Honolulu.

Mehta G. & Cutler, A. (1988). Detection of target phonemes in spontaneous and read
speechLanguageand Speech31(2):135-157.

Miyazaki, A. (2002). Relational shift: Japanese girls’ nontraditiiret person pronouns.
In S. Benor, M. Rose, D. Sharma, J. Sweetland, & Q. Zhang (Eésdlered
Practices in Languagép. 355-374). Standord, CA: CSLI Publications.

Miyazaki, A. (2004). Japanese junior high school girls' and boys' first-person pronoun use
and their social world. In S. Okamoto & J.S. Shibamoto Smith (dganese
language, gender, and ideology: cultural models and real pdpple256-274).
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Miura, A. & McGloin, N. H. (1994)An Integrated Approach to Intermediate Japanese
Tokyo: The Japan Times.

Miyamoto, T., & Johnson, C. (2002). Accentual phrasing in Japanese: the signifitance o
underlying accentsSpeech Prosodyp19-522.

Mizutani, O. & Mizutani, N. (1977)An Introduction to Modern Japaneskokyo: The
Japan Times.

Moonwomon-Baird, B. (1985). Towards a study of lesbian spd@ateedings of the
first Berkeley women and language confereida;,ch: 96-107.

Moonwomon-Baird, B. (1997). Toward a study of lesbian speech. In A. LividaK.E.
Finegan (eds.)Queerly phrased: Language, gender, and sexudpty. 202-
213). New York, NY: Oxford University Press.

Morioka, K. (1967). Life cycle patterns in Japan, China, and the UnitéesSkaurnal of
Marriage and the Famil9 (3): 595-606.



206

Morosawa Y. (1978)Onna to kyoikWomen and education). Tokyo: Heibonsha.

Moulines, E. & Charpentier, F. (1990). Pitch-synchronous waveform pingess
techniques for text-to-speech synthesis using diph@pesech Communication,
9: 453-467.

Munson, B. (2007). The acoustic correlates of perceived sexual doentperceived
masculinity, and perceived femininityanguage and Speech0: 125-142.

Munson, B., & DeBoe, N. (2003). Vowel production and syllable repetition in aahtis
are gay, lesbian, or bisexual and adults who are not. Poster preaerbed
Acoustical Societyneeting: November, 2003.

Munson, B., Jefferson, S. V., & McDonald, E. C. (2006). The influence okpert
sexual orientation on fricative identificatiodournal of the Acoustical Society
of America.119(4): 2427-2437.

Munson, B., McDonald, E. C., DeBoe, N. L., & White, A. R. (2006). The acoustic and
perceptual bases of judgments of women and men’s sexual orierftatmon
read speechlournal of Phonetigs34: 202-240.

Murai, M. (1969).Gendai Nihon no kyoik(Education in contemporary Japan). Tokyo:
Nihon Hoso Kyokai.

Nolan, F. (2003). Intonational equivalence: an experimental evaluation of pitch. scale
Proceedings of the Y5nternational Congress of Phonetic Sciencggl-774.

Nolte, S. H. (1983). Women, the State, and Repression in Imperial Ydpedang
papers on Women in International Developm@&®at Michigan State University.

Neumann, T. M. (1997). Deaf identity, lesbian identity: Intersectiors life narrative.
In A. Livia, K. Hall, E. Finegan (eds.Queerly phrased: Language, gender, and
sexuality(pp. 274-286). New York, NY: Oxford University Press.

Ochs, E. (1993). Indexing Gender. In B. D. Miller (e89x and gender hierarchigsp.
146-169). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Ogawa, N. & Smith, J. S. (1997). The gendering of the gay malelagxin Japan. In A.
Livia, K. Hall, E. Finegan (eds.Queerly phrased: Language, gender, and
sexuality(pp. 402-415). New York, NY: Oxford University Press.



207

Ohala, J. J. (1994). The frequency code underlies the sound-symbolic useeqgbitai.
In L. Hinton, J. Nichols, & J. J. Ohala (edSpund symbolisr{pp. 325-347).
New York: Cambridge University Press.

Ohara, Y. (1992). Gender-dependent pitch level: A comparative study in Japanese and
English. In K. Hall, M. Bucholtz, & B. Moonwomon (edd.pcating power:
Proceedings of the second Berkeley women and language confgypndé9-

477). Berkeley: Berkeley Women and Language Group.

Ohinata, M. (1995). The mystique of motherhood: A key to understanding sbaiaje
and family problems in Japan. In K. Fujimura-Fanselow & A. Kamedis.),
Japanese women: New feminist perspectives on the past, presentuea(pfut
199-212). New York: The Feminist Press. (translated by Timothy John Phelan).

Okamoto, S. (1994). ‘Gendered’ speech styles and social identity among younge&apanes
women. In M. Bucholtz, A.C. Liang, L. A. Sutton, & C. Hines (edSyltural
performances: Proceedings of the third Berkeley women and language
conferencépp. 569-581). Berkeley: Berkeley Women and Language Group.

Okamoto, S. (1995). 'Tasteless’ Japanese: Less ‘Feminine’ Speech Among Young
Japanese Women. In K. Hall and M. Bucholtz (ed&ender articulated:
Language and the socially constructed ¢eff. 297-325). New York: Routledge.

Okamoto, S. (1996). Representations of diverse female speech styles in Japanese popular
culture. In N. Warner, J. Ahlers, L. Bilmes, M. Oliver, S. Wertheim & C. Chen
(eds.),Gender and belief systems: Proceedings of the fourth Berkeley women
and language conferengpp. 575-588)Berkeley Women and Language Group:
Berkeley California.

Okamoto, S. (2002). Ideology and social meanings: Rethinking the relationship between
language, politeness, and gender. In S. Benor, M. Rose, D. Sharma, J.
Sweetland, & Q. Zhang (edsGgendered practices in languadep. 91-113).
Stanford, CA: CSLI Publications.

Okamoto, S. & Sato. S. (1992). Less feminine speech among young Japanese females. In
K. Hall, M. Bucholtz, & B. Moonwomon (edsl)ocating power: Proceedings
of the second Berkeley women and language confergmet78-488).
Berkeley: Berkeley Women and Language Group.

Okamoto, S. & Shibamoto Smith, J. S. (eds.). (20E)anese language, gender, and
ideology: Cultural models and real peophew York: Oxford University Press.



208

Ootsuka, T. (1995Ni-choome kara uroko: Shinjuku gee sutoriito zakki-c{®lanjuku
2-chome gay street note). Tokyo: Shooeisha.

Ozaki, W. (1998). 'Gender —appropriate’ language in transition: A sitidgntence-final
particles in Japanese. In S. Wertheim, A. C. Bailey, & M. @arSliver (eds.),
Engendering communication: Proceedings of the fifth Berkeley women and
language conferencépp. 427-438). Berkeley, CA: Berkeley Women and
Language Group.

Peng, F. C. C. (1973). La parole of Japanese pronbanguage Scienceg5: 36-39.

Perry, T. L., Ohde, R. N., & Ashmead, D. H. (2001). The acoustic Hasagender
identification from children’s voicesJournal of the Acoustical Society of
Americg 109(6): 2988-2998.

Pierrehumbert, J. B., & Beckman, M. E. (198&panese Tone Structur€ambridge,
Mass.: The MIT Press.

Pierrehumbert, J. B., Bent, T., Munson, B., Bradlow, A. R., & Bailei].J2004). The
influence of sexual orientation on vowel productidaurnal of the Acoustical
Society of America16(4): 1905-1908.

Poser, W.J. (1984Jhe phonetics and phonology of tone and intonation in Japanese
Doctoral Dissertation, MIT.

Purnell, T., Idsardi, W., & Baugh, J. (1999). Perceptual and Phonetic Experiments on
American English Dialect Identificatiodournal of Language and Social
Psychologyl8(1): 10-30.

Queen, R. (1997). 'l Don't Speak Spritch’: Locating Lesbian Languagg. Livia, K.
Hall, E. Finegan (eds.Rueerly phrased: Language, gender, and sexugbity
233-256). New York, NY: Oxford University Press.

Read, K. E. (1980)Other voices: The style of a male homosexual tavdavato, CA:
Chandler & Sharp.

Reynolds, K. A. (1985). Female speakers of Japafkeseinist Issuesh: 13-46.

Reynolds, K. A. (1991). Female speakers of Japanese in transitionlda &d N. H.
McGloin (eds.),Aspects of Japanese women’s langugie 129-146). Tokyo:
Kuroshio.



209

Robertson, J. (1998).akarazuka: Sexual Politics and Popular Culture in Modern Japan
Berkeley, CA: University of California Press.

Robertson, J. (2004). Gender-bending in paradise: Doing ‘female’ and ‘male’ in Japan. In
M. Ackbar Abbas, J. N. Erni, & W. Dissanayake (etl#@rnationalizing
cultural studies; an anthologipp. 165-180). Mass: Blackwell Publishing.

Rosaldo, M. Z. (1974). Woman, culture and society: A theoretical overiieM. Z.
Rosaldo & L. Lampherdeds.), Women, culture, and sociefpp. 17-42).
Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press.

Sachs, J., Lieberman, P., & Erickson, D. (1973). Anatomical and cultueahdeants of
male and female speech. In R.W. Shuy & R.W. Fasold (edarnguage
attitudes: Current trends and prospec(pp. 74-83). Washington D.C.:
Georgetown University Press.

Schiller, N. O. (2004). The onset effect in word namilmyrnal of Memory and
Language40: 477-490.

Shibamoto, J. (1985Japanese woman'’s languagéew York: Academic Press.

Shibamoto, J. (1987). The Womanly Woman: Manipulation of Stereotypical and
Nonstereotypical features of Japanese Female Speech. IPBilips, S. Steele,
& C. Tanz (eds.)l.anguage, gender, and sex in comparative perspedines
26-49). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Shibamoto, J. (1990). Sex related variation in the ellipsis of wa and ga in Japargse. |
Ide * N. H. McGloin (eds.)Aspects of Japanese women'’s langugope 81-
104). Tokyo: Kuroshio.

Shibatani, M. (1990)The Languages of JapaneSiambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Siegal, M. & Okamoto, S. (1996). Imagined Worlds: Language, GenderSacio-
Cultural "Norms" in Japanese Language Textbooks. In N. WarnehlgrsAL.
Bilmes, M. Oliver, S. Wertheim & M. Chen (edsGender and belief systems:
Proceedings of the fourth Berkeley women and language confefigmc667-
678). Berkeley, CA: Berkeley Women and Language Group.

Smith, J. S. (1992a). Women in charge: Politeness and directivete ispeech of
Japanese womehanguage in Societpl: 59-82.



210

Smith, J. S. (1992b). Linguistic privilege: “Just stating the facts” in JapainelseHall,
M. Bucholtz, & B. Moonwomon (eds.)ocating power: Proceedings of the
second Berkeley women and language conferdppe540-548). Berkeley:
Berkeley Women and Language Group.

Smith, P. M. (1980). Judging masculine and feminine social idenfrti@s content-
controlled speech. In Giles, H., Robinson, W.P. & Smith, P.M. (ddmpguage:
Social psychological perspectivgsp. 121-126). Oxford: Pergamon Press.

Smith, R. J. (1983). Making village women into “Good wives and wise mothers” in
prewar Japanlournal of Family History3: 70-84.

Smith, R. J. (1987). Gender Inequality in Contemporary Jaoamnal of Japanese
Studiesl3(1): 1-25.

Smyth, R., Jacobs, G., & Rogers H. (2003). Male voices and perceived cesnttion:
An experimental and theoretical approdchinguage in Society32(3): 329-350.

Sugihara, Y. & Katsurada, E. (2000). Gender-role personality traits in Japattase. c
Psychology of Women Quarteiy. 309-318.

Sunaoshi, Y. (1994). Mild directives work effectively: Japanese women in command. In
M. Bucholz, A.C. Liang, L. Sutton, & C. Hinéeds.)Cultural performances:
Proceedings of the third Berkeley women and language confefjgn.cé7 8-

690). Berkeley: Berkeley Women and Language Group.

Sunayoshi, Y. (2004). Farm women'’s professional discourse in Ibaraki. In S. Okamoto &
J.S. Shibamoto Smith (edsJgpanese language, gender, and ideology:
Cultural models and real peop(pp. 187-204). New York: Oxford University
Press.

Suzuki, M. F. (1995). Women and television: Portrayal of women in the mass media. In
K. Fujimura-Fanselow & A. Kameda (edslapanese women: New feminist
perspectives on the past, present, and fu@ppe 75-92). New York: The
Feminist Press.

Taipei Times(2003). Japan’s quietly accepted discrimination surfaces. Accessed on July
6, 2009.
http://www.taipeitimes.com/News/world/archives/2003/07/06/2003058264




211

Tanaka, K. (1995). Work, education, and the family. In K. Fujimura-Fanselow & A.
Kameda (eds.)Japanese women: New feminist perspectives on the past, present,
and future(pp. 295-308). New York: The Feminist Press.

Tannen, D. (1990)You just don’t understand: Women and men in conversatiew
York: William Morrow.

Taylor, A. (1995). Gender diversity: Conceptions of femininity and masculinity. In M.
Bucholtz, A.C. Liang, L. A. Sutton, & C. Hines (ed€)ltural performances:
Proceedings of the third Berkeley women and language confef@gmcé29-
745). Berkeley: Berkeley Women and Language Group.

Taylor, A. & Beinstein Miller, J. (1994). Gender diversity: Conceptions of fentynarid
masculinity. Paper presented at the Berkeley Women and Language Conference,
Berkeley, California.

Thorne, B. and N. Henley (eds.). (1975anguage and Sex: Difference and Dominance
Newbury House, Rowley, MA.s

Tohsaku, Y. (1994)Yookoso: An Introduction to Contemporary Japar(®4éain Text).
New York: McGraw Hill, Inc.

Toki, S. & Murata, M, (1987)Pronunciation & Task Listening-Innovative Workbooks in
JapaneseTokyo: Aratake Publishers.

Unger, R. K. & Crawford, M. (1992Women and GendeNew York: McGraw Hill Inc.

Valentine, J. (1997a). Pots and pans: Identification of queer Japandsems of
discrimination. In A. Livia, K. Hall, E. Finegan (edsQueerly phrased:
Language, gender, and sexualifpp. 95-114). New York, NY: Oxford
University Press.

Valentine, J. (1997b). Skirting and suiting stereotypes: Representations afahzaed
sexualities in Japafheory, Culture and Society(3): 57-85.

van Bezooijen, R. (1984Lharactersitics and Recognizability of Vocal Expressions of
Emotion Dordrecht, Holland: Foris Publications.

van Bezooijen, R. (1995). Sociocultural aspects of pitch differencesedetdapanese
and Dutch women.Language and Speec38(3): 253-265.



212

van Bezooijen, R. (1996). The effect of pitch and the attribution of gertided
personality traits. In N. Warner, J. Ahlers, L. Bilmes, M. Olii&rWertheim &
M. Chen (eds.)Gender and belief systems: Proceedings of the fourth Berkeley
women and language conferen¢pp. 755-766). Berkeley, CA: Berkeley
Women and Language Group.

van Bezooijen, R. & Gooskens, C. (1999). Identification of language ‘earietihe
contribution of different linguistic levelsJournal of Language and Social
Psychologyl8(1): 31-48.

Waksler, R. (2001). Pitch range and women's sexual orientslfiord, 52 (1): 69-77.
Watanabe, M. (1990Juman rabingyWomen loving). Tokyo: Gendai Shokan.
Watanabe, T. (1989 he Love of the Samuradiondon: Gay Men’s Press.

Welker, J. (2008). Lilies of the margin: Beautiful boys and queer femalétide in
Japan. In F. Martin, P. A. Jackson, M. McLelland, & Audrey Yue (eds.),
Asiapacifiqueer: Rethinking genders and sexualifgs 46-67). Chicago:
University of Illinois Press.

Wenger, E. (1998 Communities of practice: Learning, meaning, and identity.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

West, C. & Garcia, A. (1988). Conversational shift work: A study of topical transiti
between women and meBocial Problems35(5), 551-575.

West, C. & Zimmerman, D. H. (1987). Doing gendeender and Society(2): 125-151.

Wetzel, P. J. (1988). Are ‘powerless’ communication strategies the Japane8e norm
Language in Society,7: 555-564.

Wong, A., Roberts, S. J. & Campbell-Kibler, K. ( 2002). Speaking of Sex. In K.
Campbell-Kibler, R. J. Podesva, S. J. Roberts, & A. Wong (ddmyuage and
sexuality: Contesting meaning in theory and pracfme 1-22). Stanford, CA:
CSLI Publications.

Wood, K. M. (1997). Narrative iconicity in electronic-mail lesbian coming-out stdnes
A. Livia, K. Hall, E. Finegan (eds.RQueerly phrased: Language, gender, and
sexuality(pp. 257-273). New York, NY: Oxford University Press.

Yoshida, K. (1971)Gendaigo jodooshi no shiteki kenkyliwkyo: Meiji Shoin.



213

Yoshizumi, K. (1995). Marriage and family: Past and present. In Kmktg-Fanselow
& A. Kameda (eds.)Japanese women: New feminist perspectives on the past,
present, and futurp. 183-198). New York: The Feminist Press.

Yuasa, I. P. (2002). Empiricism and emotion: Representing and interpreting piges.ra
In S. Benor, M. Rose, D. Sharma, J. Sweetland, & Q. Zhang (E&sndlered
practices in languagépp. 193-209). Stanford, CA: CSLI Publications.

Zimmerman, D. H. & West, C. (1975). Sex roles, interruptions and silences in
conversation. In B. Thorne and N. Henley (edanguage and sex: Difference
and dominancépp. 105-129). Rowley, Mass: Newbury House.

Zwicky, A. M. (1997). Two lavender issues for linguists. In A. Livia,Hall, E. Finegan
(eds.),Queerly phrased: Language, gender, and sexudpty. 21-34). New
York, NY: Oxford University Press.



