Creation and Interpretation of Novel Sex(uality)-Related Euphemisms During COVID Epidemic in Taiwan

Introduction:

Euphemism is an everyday, comprehensive phenomenon

where a word or expression considered somehow harsh or offensive

is substituted by a more indirect and acceptable one, “to avoid

possible loss of face: either one’s own face or, through giving

offence, that of the audience, or of some third party.” (Allan and

Burridge 1991)

There is a significant body of cross-linguistic research on

euphemisms which are long-established, or conventionalized, in their

discursive usage. For such euphemisms, according to Abrantes

(2005), both the referent they designate and their concealing

intention are transparent to the participants of a communicative act.
However, little attention has been paid to new-coined and hence
unconventional euphemisms, which, in contrast to the conventional
one, is argued by Abrantes to be "uncooperative" in a similar sense to
inference of doublespeak.

To fill the gap, this research intends to conduct an exploratory
case study of euphemistic neologisms that occurred in Taiwan’s
recent COVID-19 outbreak in 2021. Over three months back then,
there had been a number of occurrences of cluster infections in
relation to prostitution consumption and casual sex of homosexual
men, which are both stigmatized and tabooed topics in Taiwanese
society. This made inevitable the nomination of the sensitive topics,
and therefore the urge for creation of euphemisms concealing those
dispreferred sex(uality)-related designation.

Aims of the Study

The current study was undertaken to analyze the creation
and interpretation of those sex(uality)-related novel euphemisms.

Compared to euphemisms in past studies, these newly-created
euphemisms are different in three ways.

e These novel euphemisms evolved relatively fast-paced. This
allows me to see their diachronic change, from birth,
evolution, to public interpretation and discussions, of

euphemisms, which is occasionally rare in past studies.

e The euphemisms this study focuses on are based on
catchphrases in modern Taiwanese society that became social
focus, which is different to past studies on conventional
euphemisms.

e These unconventional, and

are novel,

euphemisms

non-lexicalized ( i.e. noncooperative/untransparent). Unlike

past conventional euphemisms, the interpretations of these

novel euphemisms are unpredictable.

According to Allen and Burrage (1991), expressions regarded
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irrelevant comment data were eliminated.

non-heterosexual

sexual intercourse

Therefore, Graph has a mild negative slope and a wide x-range.
Observation 2:

Metonymy/implicature

The data were then analyzed through: special soaial interastion

e Interpreter’s acceptability towards the expression
usage PPN

e Inferred X-phemistic value (PC, euphemism, copulation
orthophemism, or dysphemism) Concept decomposition

e Distribution/appearance frequency genitals-to-genitals|contact/connection

° Interpre.ter’s understanding/definition to the Metonymy
CAPIESSIONS person-to-person linkage

Euphemism (Agree): most find euphemisms funny and
interesting

Euphemism (Disagree): most find the euphemisms not
necessary, some can’t understand the euphemism (but not
strong)

R KB
Observation 1:
e  Agree as euphemism>>Disagree as euphemism>>Agree
as Dysphemism
e  Large proportion of Euphemism (Agree)
Therefore, Graph has a mild negative slope and a wide x-range.

Wide x-range

Observation 1:

euphemism evolution (substitute)
o e HFAN>FNE

m % A+(noun)

Public reaction/disputes towards heterosexual euphemisms are more mild
compared to that of homosexual euphemisms

Homosexual euphemisms are more sensitive

Negative reactions towards homosexual euphemisms are more frequent
Reaction towards euphemisms are strongly affected by one’s background (ie.
political, sexual)

Observation 2:

“%5 NE is most effective in its category

“Rpik 122 [ is most effective in its category

“IKF5k>FH is the most euphemistic out of all homosexual euphemisms

“ NBL A F3E%E  is the most popular out of all heterosexual euphemisms
Taiwanese, in general, have a decent awareness towards homosexual groups
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