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Study on Pragmatic Functions of Gender Terms
in Japanese Conversation

ETUDE SUR LES FONCTIONS PRAGMATIQUES DES
TERMES DE GENRE DANS LES CONVERSATIONS EN
JAPONAIS

LI Hui-ging

Abstract: In order to clarify the pragmatic functions of the phenomenon “Sexual
Inversion” in the use of gender terms in Japanese conversation, this paper analyses
respectively the pragmatic functions of the male using female terms and the female
using male terms through conversational examples, presenting the point that there is
compatibility between male and female terms, the use of which is not confined to
gender identity of the speaker, and the flexible use of which can better express the
speaker’s identity and viewpoint, moderate the talking atmosphere and coordinate
relationship between the two talking sides. It is an intentional pragmatic strategy.
Key words: male terms; female terms; pragmatic functions

Résumé: Afin de clarifier les fonctions pragmatiques du phénoméne de /’inversion
sexuelle dans l'utilisation des termes de genre dans la conversation en japonais, ce
document analyse respectivement les fonctions pragmatiques des termes féminins
utilisés par les hommes et des termes masculins utilisés par les femmes en nous
donnant des exemples de conversation, et en présentant le point de vue qu'il y a une
compatibilité entre les termes masculins et les termes féminins, dont 'utilisation ne se
limite pas a l'identité sexuelle de l'orateur, et qu’une utilisation souple peut mieux
exprimer l'identité et le point de vue du locuteur, modérer l'atmosphére de
conversation et coordonner les relations entre les deux locuteurs. Il s'agit d'une
stratégie pragmatique intentionnelle.
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As to gender differences embodied in language, linguists have given different explanations. Lakoff
(1973) put forward the theory of “deficit approach” at the earliest (Lakoff,R, 1973), thinking that female
language is imperfect and with disfigurement compared to male language. Following him,
Fishman(1998) created the theory of “dominance approach” (Fishman,P, 1998) > pointing out that
characteristics of male language reflect the dominating position of the male in society, and female
language the feeling of insecurity and dependence in them. Maltz & Broker(1998), Tannen(1990) etc.
then brought up the theory of “difference approach” (Maltz, D. & Broker, R., 1998) > with the opinion that
we should understand language difference of male and female from the angle of cultural difference. In
other words, because the male and female belong to different sub-culture groups, they show discrepancy
in language style. Based on this theory, many linguists point out that the male show “competitiveness” in
single-sex dialogue, while female show “co-operativeness” in single-sex dialogues. (Crawford,M., 1995)

The common ground of the theories above is that they emphasize the differences in the use of
language by the males and females, but ignoring their compatibility. Cameron(1998), Uchida(1998)
and Craword(2003)etc. brought up “social constructionist approach” according to their researching
achievement respectively, which bears the opinion that different from the physiological gender, the
social gender of male and female is an identity continually being constructed, is the effect of taking
series of social activities relating to gender identities. ( Crawford ,1995; Bulter.1999; Goddard&
Patterson,2000). “Male” and “female” are changeable and flexile. People can change their gender
identity as a player, thus in different contexts, performing male or female characteristics in different
contexts. ( Coates,1996 )

On the surface, Japanese is recognized as a language with distinct gender differences. Japanese
males are holding dominating position either in social life or in family life. Japanese females instead
regard tender, obedient and considerate as good virtues. Embodied in the language, there appeared
male and female terms with distinct differences. 24> & ¢e (1975) made a detailed study on the
history of female language. &/ (gt~ (1969 )and - =74 3 I{‘i( 1999 )analyze the use of female terms,
and discussed its difference in using from male terms. #ﬁ[ 71 '] #11(1990) points out that “From the
perspective of linguistics, female terms have the significant effect on the heritage of language.” (5}
4 LA, 1990) % A JhiAE (1999 ) further emphasizes that if Japanese learners can not master well the
different usage of maJIe and female terms in Japanese, or use them inappropriately, disagreeable
situation may occur. (F&F4 L%, 1990)

However, we find that in daily conversations, the phenomenon of “Sexual Inversion” is common:
males using female terms and females using male terms. This paper tends to analyze and discuss the
speaker intention and pragmatic function of this phenomenon in Japanese conversation, through
examination of male and female conversational examples, by virtue of related theories pragmatics.

1. MALE TERMS IN FEMALE DICTION

In the light of Grice’s conversational cooperative principle, conversational participants often choose
terms according with their gender identity, which is the most universal pragmatic strategy in daily life.
But the addresser may adopt unusual expressional ways to display his or her intentions by adjusting the
pragmatic strategy, according to different contexts and intentions. For example, females sometimes
might use terms often used by males on purpose for better transmitting her addressing intentions to the
other side. Let’s see the two dialogues below:

Example 1. =" ZNTWHE L NIIHE 0 - 54~ DATE -
(ellipsis )
F S AHoT LI - HDRELSDOT PRI I HAL LS S
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Example 2. 3 = HN > FTAL AT ?2ELD > - 561%?

ETAEIEOCEFDIIAO BP0 X LD BOD b FREISFLTHHT
FAREL=

MR A2 (i -, 2002)

Example one is a conversation between a young lady “f/="" and her classmate “['[['I” who is
older than her. According to conversational cooperative principles and social norms, “Ei—~"" as a
female, should employ female terms. But 2>V ], [ 72 | most often used by males appear in her speech.
As a general rule, we do not think this unusual expressional method conform with Ei="’s identity.
Nevertheless, when “[[['I” pours out why he divorced and became a firemen, the talking atmosphere
is oppressive and awkward. “kJ =" deliberately employs the tone of a naughty boy and male terms,
with the pragmatic effect to relax the atmosphere. It is a pragmatic strategy to disobey cooperative
principle so as to obtain some certain intentions.

Example 2 is a conversation between [F 79 7| and her loved “iH1 7. In reply to “if47s
question, [F 9% ] wants to express the intention that “the other people have already left, she herself
is waiting for him”. A female expression like [, DAL L CTHEMHFH L TEY £9 L isenough,
but to “#H L this way of expression can only be understood as general concern from a subordinate to
the superior, unable to exhibit the implied meaning. So when [ 3 7] answers the question [.[2fC
L T Tz A72% +—1 , she deliberately chooses the male term [ % -+ — | inconsistent with her
female identity. As thus, in the social cultural background with strict hierarchies and advocating man
is superior to woman > male listener “i+_” must be surprised that [ #+—] , a male term, should be
uttered by a female subordinate, and at the same time, he will speculate the implied meaning in this
sentence, besides accepting the ordinary meaning of “Because I am worried, I waited for you.” [F
7§~ ] s pragmatic strategy of using male term [ - —] thus obtains its pragmatic function: express
subtly and successfully a female’s feeling of affection, arousing the listener’s attention to her.

It can be seen from this that although females using male terms may leave the impression of rough,
not tender and feminine on others, if they put aside elegance and restrain deliberately, and use some
selective male words not according with their own identity intentionally, sometimes they can better
cover up their embarrass or dissatisfaction and express feelings subtly, transmitting addressing
intention more easily. It can be regarded as a pragmatic strategy in female conversation. However, we
can not exclude the possibility that some females innately like using and always use male terms or
some males like using female terms, without any particular pragmatic intentions. We will not discuss
this phenomenon here.

Let us further study the two dialogues below:

Example 3: PID% : P~ =78 e HALFL =L M EEINWT - WO~ VBV Y T
WS ~EHO T AL 2 A —A?

HEATD—lF+H @ﬁ’]’@fﬁ’%,’)f/ufii c I 7 L PEET, 1998)
Example 4: = i ¢ BjOEFIIL=B LA

1$I'@ﬁQWOT°@OTW§°%W$@%@Ti@°¢@@6&%3%W
r,biﬁfot (f= % 4", 1995)

From the two examples above, we cansee [H X/ | and =% x| uttered out words like [T
H—J, M), 72 X outof fury, extremely rough with male style. However literally, if a female
uses this kind of rough male terms, her female image will be destroyed completely; According to
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Leech’s Politeness Principle and Grice’s conversational Cooperative Principle, female using male
terms may result in disruption of the conversation for it acts against the Polite Principle, which may
make the partner have the feeling of losing face. But from the aspect of conversational content, we can
see obviously that it is a pragmatic strategy employed by the addresser, intentionally using terms
contrary to her own identity to achieve the pragmatic function of informing the opposite side that his
words are unsatisfactory to her, and enforcing him to change mind. If she uses normal female words,
not only her discontent emotion can not be expressed out, the listener also can not realize the hurt
caused by his words to her. It is thus evident that, female use male terms in certain situations to vent
strong dissatisfaction as a pragmatic method.

2. MALES USING FEMALE TERMS

To some extent, Japanese society is male-centralized. So compared to the phenomenon of females using
male terms intentionally, examples of males using female terms are seldom. But in certain context, males
also use female terms. For instance:

Example 5: E3 : A% & A,

A PO TL B 270D~ F b -

e T RN B0 A~ 7T T EMRAOTE > TRL A

FW DA
B D AT P THBD LR EOLL g -
G fi’)’(?ﬁzb%:bi’&blﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁéﬁﬁifzﬂ’)fz/ufib/u °
LD S B RD— T E IR 27 Y
FN T - AT, 1999)

Example 5 is a dialogue between [f5Z% | and his girlfriend [5£5£] when she met him in the club.
In this dialogue, when [#Z ] answers [ 5258 | s question [ 4252 & 7242] , he uses an auxiliary word
(D] often used by females; as to personal pronouns, he employs the word [f#£] fitting his male
identity at first, but as the conversation going on, when [fh2% | asks [525] ’sevaluation on him,
he employs the word [ 7" % 3] commonly used by females to mitigate embarrassment, creating
distance between them. In this context, [#EZ ] using these female terms give people the feeling of
naughty, instead of sissy. It seems like that it’s not himself who is talking. It’s another 52 ] having
conversaion with [ FZ5 | . It is a pragmatic strategy adopted by [ 1 | in accordance with the talking
content and the context at the site.

According to Grice’s conversational Cooperative Principle, females using male terms or males
using female terms shown above disobey the “Principle of Quality (Not Tell Lies)”on the surface, but
from the perspective of talking content and addressing intention, they obey the principle of
“Intentional intercommunication, either oral or not, is an exhibition of cooperation”. (1975:41—58 ),
whose purpose is to ensure the conversation to proceed successfully, employ gender terms of
distinctive style skillfully, and better express the addresser’s implications. But the addresser will not
only use one style of gender consistently in the conversation. For some certain reason, he or she may
change the style of gender in the procedure. Let us analyze example 6: a conversation between a male
university student [ % & | who rents a room in an inn and the landlady [#]¥-] who is now at the age
of45. TH-¥J has to stay in the hospital for a month for injuries sustained by falling. So she wants to
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consign the inn temporarily to her daughter [%45--] to manage, who is now studying in university.

Example 6: # 0 @ EALL E—7 - 3 S A o
=" o~ RADOBR D Lo
yaE=FAD e ZRL R HEBLHLELD -

P }u%/éb Lo iF]%@CZ* b EIININD DI ~ F A0 ?Tﬁﬂ&)figﬂk@ct

5o
gO ALY EDIIITHHETD?
CFIPE )

Pr=T e XJ@%'OD‘I‘%’% ‘ F}FJE’E% NEERbORN?
yo:ZBh7 e

P T oKL~ FEERZLTESL - AT I KK TF &L To
BL - NEE— BELOBETH ORI - ¥onp ™ LA AD L - S5
STHSHIZEH O b= PLIEDFL D ~ TR S THID -

yu At s Z D4 2 (P, 1998)

When [# &) and THA-¥-] start the conversation, % & ] uses the expression & A < —
7¢ ] with typical male style. Butas [BH¥-] exposeshisheartto [% & ] to pour out his troubles, his
way of expression is gradually changing. Words with female styleas [, [Z¥iz |, [Z 7
D% appear in his talking, giving people the feeling of gentleness and friendliness, so as to indicate
to B that he accepts her trust and stands with her, which contributes to deepen his talking with

'BH-¥-) . It can be understood as a polite talking strategy of showing intimateness used by [ 4 12 |
to correspond with B~ , with the result of brightening the talking atmosphere. Although on the
surface, it disobeys the conversational cooperative principle, and employs female terms seemed not
appropriate for males, actually it modulate the conversational atmosphere, based on Leech’s
Politeness Principle and Grice’s Cooperative Principle, to help the conversation proceed smoothly.
Let’s compare it with example 7.

Example 7:% 0 @ ¥ ~ F T ERRNASNEREAITE PV SABAD- N TOD
ThEE
(ERERE ey ol
70 :TH - RALREW Lo h—EA?2EYEILTTCEX>TINALE -
s Zdoda - (P4, 1998)

Example 7 is a conversation between [ % & | and 41| who is compelled to accept to run the
business of the inn, feeling terrified and discomfort, with noting to do. If [ 4 7] uses female terms at
this time, it will only bring more fear and agitation to [%4%--] who has nobody to turn to. Hence, [ %
™ | uses male Syuujyosi "] and [ X | transmitting the tone of firmness and staunchness. When

M¥] , meek and mild, feels the care and concern from [ % 2 | like a big brother through ]
and [ X | , she becomes brave and confident. It is thus evident that the same addresser will adopt terms
with different styles in different contexts or to different talking partner, resulting in different pragmatic
functions. In other words, the addresser can intentionally select male or female terms, which are more
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effective in pragmatic function than normal gender terms. We can understand it as a pragmatic
strategy of using gender terms flexibly based on the variation of talking partners and contextual
requirements.

3. CONCLUSION

Through analysis of conversational examples above, we can see that it is not reasonable to label
“competitiveness” or “co-operativeness” on male and female terms. Traditional theories only attach
great significance to difference of language application between male and female terms, neglecting the
possibility and necessity of the two to transform and integrate with one another.

When people make verbal communication with each other, “males” and “females” are changeable
and flexible. In different circumstances, different styles of gender terms can exhibit distinct male or
female characteristics. And the pragmatic strategy of disobeying the convention deliberately to play
the role of others, employing the style form and tone not according with his or her gender identity, can
mitigate the atmosphere and avoid embarrassment during the conversation. This kind of strategy,
named [l AF&E— N (PFi=7,2004), can better break away from the normal expression method
intentionally, displaying the true intention of the speaker, thus engendering multiple pragmatic effects.
Gender terms can be transferred from one to the other in the procedure of the conversation. Their
variation or transformation during the conversation is a talking strategy of [ A#E— K| on
purpose to better present the speakers’ identity and viewpoints, or to mitigate talking atmosphere, thus
to coordinate the relationship of the two sides.

In Japanese conversations, the phenomenon of speakers using expression manners not according
with their own age and identity, etc also exists. For example, young people imitate the talking style of
children and old people, university professors speak in the tone of the students, etc. These are new
researching subjects of discourse analysis and intention studies in Pragmatics.
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