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utterances included both /s/-fronting and —ing, perception of other traits (e.g., smart perceived as gay-sounding , | -
and effeminate) became stronger. were rated as being . ' o '
significantly more confident, l E '
Other researchers also investigated which traits are associated with gay and heterosexual mad, stuck-up, and outgoing. ‘
male talkers. Gaudio (1994) found that listeners connected masculinity with heterosexual .
talkers and femininity with gay speakers. Levon (2006) discovered a connection between gay * Gay and heterosexual
talkers with friendliness and neatness, while heterosexual talkers are connected with aloofness talkers who were perceived as 1 .
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rated as being significantly
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there were no significant T

rating differences among the .
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‘Discussion. The results n |
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sounding talkers.

N

d

Future Directions

*Future experiments could iInvestigate two further research questions.

1. Campbell-Kibler (2011) found that clusters of phones are cgnnected with intelligznce. Itis
unclear if other traits (e.g., stuck-up, boring) are associated with other clusters of phones.

2. If listeners are aware of the talker's sexual orientation, it is unclear if a st'ro.nger connectuo: :
between sexual orientation and certain traits could emerge. For example, if llste_ners knz\:’ tnzt
a talker was gay, then they may perceive the talker as being more gtuck-up. If listeners dl

know that a talker was gay, then they may perceive the talker as being less stuck-up.
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