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1. INTRODUCTION 

In January 2024, Estonia became the first post-Soviet state to legalise same-sex 

marriage – a legal transformation that would have been unthinkable in the early 

1990s, when male homosexuality was still a criminal offence inherited from the 

Soviet penal code. Yet words, it turns out, do not follow the same trajectory as 

laws. The Estonian slur pede (a homophobic slur for gay men; roughly akin to 

English fag) continues to circulate in online commentary as a tool of ideological 

differentiation; kväär (‘queer’) – adopted as a norm-critical label of resistance – 

remains contested within LGBT communities, partly because it echoes väär 

(‘wrong’); and homoseksuaal (‘homosexual’) – a label with roots in Soviet-era 

medical and legal registers – persists alongside the more casual gei (‘gay’) and 

the colloquial homo, each carrying distinct ideological weight. This dissertation 

begins from the premise that these linguistic afterlives are a productive site of 

analysis: it is precisely in the friction between rapid legal change and slower, 

more uneven discursive transformation that the ideological work of naming – 

drawing boundaries, allocating legitimacy, and distributing stigma – becomes 

visible. 

Language is one of the central sites through which social norms, hierarchies, 

and identities are produced, negotiated, and contested (Fairclough 1995; Wodak 

2012). This dissertation addresses the tensions between legal change and dis-

cursive persistence in Estonia – a linguistic space with strong language-planning 

traditions (Lindström et al. 2023) and a complex trajectory of nation-building and 

Europeanisation where, as in other Central and Eastern European contexts (Kulpa 

et al. 2012; Witalisz 2021), global Anglo-American queer1 lexicon and framings 

intersect with local cultural traditions. Through a mixed-methods approach that 

integrates corpus-based diachronic analysis of Estonian media with survey-based 

data from Estonian and Finnish LGBT communities, it demonstrates how lexical, 

grammatical, and evaluative choices reproduce or challenge ideological 

structures over time and across contexts. At its core is the argument that LGBT-

related labels do not merely describe groups but position them within moral, 

political, and institutional hierarchies (Motschenbacher 2010; Baker 2005). 

Although scholarship on language, sexuality, and LGBT representation has 

increased internationally (Baker 2018; Motschenbacher 2022), the linguistic 

construction of sexual and gender minorities in small and Central and Eastern 

European languages has remained under-examined (Bogetić 2022; Bogetić 2025; 

Kulpa & Mizielińska 2011). This gap is conceptual as well as empirical: where 

the post-socialist region has drawn scholarly attention, the work has been largely 

sociological, legal, and policy-oriented, leaving unexamined how public language 

itself produces and contests sexual normativity – and only rarely combining 

 
1  The dissertation does not fix queer to a single sense: it is used in the norm-critical sense 

of queer theory when analysing how discourse constructs normativity, and in the broader 

umbrella sense when examining how community members use and evaluate labels such as 

kväär. Chapter 2 unpacks the term’s layered history accordingly. 
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analysis of media patterning with evidence of how communities evaluate the 

labels in circulation. The present study provides the first systematic corpus-based 

analysis of LGBT-related labels in Estonian media across three decades and, to 

my knowledge, the first sustained application of Critical Stylistics to any Finno-

Ugric language. 

These firsts carry a twofold contribution. Methodologically, the dissertation 

shows that Critical Stylistics offers an explicit, replicable route into ideological 

text analysis, and integrates it with community survey data and cross-linguistic 

comparison. More centrally, the dissertation shows how LGBT-related labels do 

three things at once: they name people, place them in relation to an unmarked 

norm, and become objects of debate within communities. In this sense, naming is 

not just a matter of vocabulary, but a way to trace how normativity is produced, 

challenged, and negotiated in a small state-language of a country with a post-

socialist history. The dissertation employs a two-layer analytical approach. The 

first layer examines media discourse through corpus-assisted diachronic analysis, 

tracing how Estonian media constructs representations of LGBT people and non-

normative sexuality through patterns of naming, collocation, and ideological 

framing (Jeffries 2010; Partington et al. 2013). The second layer investigates 

community perspectives through surveys of Estonian and Finnish LGBT respon-

dents, capturing how community members evaluate, negotiate, and contest the 

labels used to describe them (Niedzielski & Preston 2003; Preston 2004). These 

layers work in dialogue: media discourse makes salient available label-based 

categories and their ideological loadings, while community attitudes expose 

tensions, gaps, and transformative possibilities within these categories. 

The Estonian context makes these questions particularly productive. Estonia’s 

small and densely networked public sphere can allow lexical and discursive 

patterns to circulate rapidly (Praakli & Koreinik 2020) and help establish boun-

daries of what identities are intelligible, legitimate, or deviant. Moreover, con-

temporary Estonian public discourse about LGBT topics is shaped by Soviet-era 

criminalisation, psychiatric framing, and enduring scepticism toward activism – 

legacies that continue to shape how certain lexical choices are marked as 

acceptable or ideologically suspect (Põldsam 2023; Healey 2001). At the same 

time, global queer labels and framings do not enter a language intact but undergo 

cultural negotiation: kväär illustrates how linguistic borrowing is shaped by local 

histories and norms (Baer 2020; Kulpa et al. 2012). Finally, labels that appear 

equivalent are not: each of the focal terms carries a distinct ideological load, 

which the following section sets out. 

This dissertation examines a specific set of LGBT-related labels in Estonian: 

gei ‘gay’, homo, homoseksuaal ‘homosexual’, kväär ‘queer’, and pede (slur). The 

comparative analysis of kväär also includes the English source form queer and 

the Finnish adaptation kvääri. 

These terms were selected for three reasons. First, they represent distinct 

registers and usage contexts: homoseksuaal is categorising and institutional; 

homo is colloquial; gei is a relatively recent English-origin borrowing; kväär is 

even more recent, circulating primarily in activist and academic contexts; and 
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pede is a slur. Second, together they span the range from formal to informal, 

institutional to community-based, borrowed to locally formed, and relatively 

routinised to highly charged. Third, gei, homo, and homoseksuaal are the most 

recurrent generalising labels for same-sex sexuality in the journalistic corpus 

analysed in Article 3, making them tractable for diachronic corpus analysis; kväär 

and pede, while less frequent, warrant inclusion because of their contested and 

ideologically salient position in public discourse. 

The terms receive different kinds of analytical attention because they enter the 

dissertation through different discourse sites. Kväär enters through explicit 

community debate about appropriateness, political implications, and local 

usability, and this metalinguistic visibility itself becomes part of the analysis. Gei, 

homo, and homoseksuaal enter as established journalistic labels, examined through 

their recurrent collocational and textual environments. Pede is treated separately, 

as a slur whose pragmatic functions are traced across time and genre rather than 

as one more synonym in the set. 

These issues are both relevant and timely. Even with the 2024 marriage mile-

stone, public debate around LGBT issues remains divided. Conservative actors 

continue to use language to oppose “gender ideology” and to portray sexual and 

gender minorities as threats to national and family values (Bogetić 2025). The 

relevance of these questions extends beyond Estonia. Across Europe, conflicts 

over sexual citizenship and equality frameworks often involve naming, categori-

sation, and the acceptance or rejection of international terminology (Zamfir 

2023). In a public sphere shaped by strategic communication, the meaning and 

scope of identity categories are actively contested, including in populist rhetoric 

that mobilises them against sexual and gender minorities. This makes it important 

to examine how labels and framing devices organise social meaning. The disser-

tation does not decide which uses of a category should count as legitimate. Instead, 

it traces the discursive mechanisms through which category meanings are claimed, 

reworked, and contested across actors and contexts. This dissertation is not only 

descriptive. By making the ideological work of LGBT-related naming open to 

analysis rather than taken for granted, it contributes to critical language aware-

ness, understood as the capacity to recognise and question how seemingly neutral 

linguistic choices can encode power relations, naturalise social hierarchies, and 

shape what becomes publicly intelligible (Fairclough 1992; Darics et al. 2025). 

 

 

1.1 Overarching research question 

The four articles address a single overarching problem: how do lexical and dis-

cursive practices around LGBT-related labels in Estonian construct and negotiate 

meanings and positions in a context shaped by rapid societal transition and a 

highly mediatised public sphere? 
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This question is operationalised through three dimensions: 

1. How have key LGBT-related labels (gei, homo, homoseksuaal, kväär, pede) 

evolved in Estonian-language public discourse (1995–2023) in terms of 

frequency, usage patterns, and ideological-institutional positioning? (Articles 

1, 3, 4) 

2. Through which linguistic mechanisms are LGBT-related labels used to shape 

representations of identities and negotiate ideological positions in Estonian-

language public discourse? (Articles 3, 4) 

3. How has the global label queer been localised into Estonian (kväär) and Finnish 

(kvääri), and how are these forms evaluated within LGBT communities? 

(Articles 1, 2) 

 

These questions are addressed through four interconnected studies: Articles 1 

and 2 examine community evaluations of kväär/kvääri/queer in Estonian and 

Finnish contexts; Article 3 analyses the collocational and ideological positioning 

of gei, homo, and homoseksuaal in journalistic discourse; and Article 4 traces the 

pragmatic transformation of pede. Together, the articles show that the uptake and 

contestation of labels cannot be understood from media patterns or community 

attitudes alone but requires attention to both. 

The rest of this dissertation is organized as follows. Chapter 2 develops the 

theoretical framework around three organising concepts: naming, normativity, 

and negotiation. Chapter 3 provides the sociohistorical and research context. 

Chapter 4 describes the data and methodology. Chapter 5 summarizes the main 

results and discussion. Chapter 6 concludes by summarizing the dissertation’s 

overall contributions, limitations, and directions for future research. 
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2. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK: NAMING, NORMATIVITY 

AND NEGOTIATION 

This chapter develops the dissertation’s theoretical framework around three orga-

nising concepts: naming, normativity, and negotiation. Together, these concepts 

describe how LGBT-related labels categorise people, place those categories in 

relation to an unmarked norm, and become sites of public and community 

contestation. Before turning to these three concepts in detail, the chapter defines 

two shared working terms, discourse and LGBT, which recur across the disser-

tation. The sociohistorical context and existing research are addressed in Chapter 3, 

and the corpus-based and text-analytical procedures in Chapter 4. 

LGBT is used in this dissertation as the default umbrella initialism referring 

to lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender people, reflecting its established use in 

Estonian media, advocacy, and policy contexts. Variants such as LGBT+, LGBTI, 

LGBTQ, and LGBTIQ+ appear where source material uses them: the + signals 

the inclusion of further identity categories beyond the four named letters, while 

I refers to intersex and Q to queer. Because these formulations vary across 

sources, the initialism used in any given instance reflects the terminology of the 

original context rather than a theoretical stance on which formulation is most 

inclusive. The analytical focus is on language use rather than on assigning iden-

tities to language users or to the people represented in texts: I examine which 

labels are used, how they are used, and what kinds of positioning they make 

possible. This context-dependence of initialisms is not unique to Estonian: Jones 

(2026: 237) notes that LGBTQ+ is the most frequently used form by UK charities 

and organisations at the time of writing, while LGBT was more common at the 

time of her data collection, illustrating how even umbrella labels shift across time 

and institutional context. Similarly, Verhoef’s (2026) corpus-assisted analysis of 

a Dutch LGBT advocacy organisation’s annual reports shows a shift from 

GLBT/LGBT to LGBTI and LGBTI+, while also demonstrating that initialism 

expansion can function as a marker of inclusion without giving equal textual 

visibility to all groups named or implied by the initialism.  

Discourse in this dissertation refers to thematically organised, patterned 

language use in texts (Fairclough 1992; Fairclough 1995; Wodak 2012) – recurrent 

ways of naming, framing, and evaluating a topic within a given domain (here 

primarily Estonian-language public texts, and, where relevant, metalinguistic 

commentary in LGBT communities). The term is used in a text-anchored sense 

compatible with corpus-assisted analysis and Critical Stylistics (Jeffries 2010; 

Partington et al. 2013): accordingly, discursive resources are the linguistic means 

through which meanings are shaped (e.g., label choice, categorisation, agency 

allocation, presupposition, modality), and discursive strategies are recurrent 

configurations of these resources that yield relatively stable representational and 

positioning patterns across texts. Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) informs the 

broader orientation, while corpus-assisted analysis and Critical Stylistics provide 

the analytical toolkit.  
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The study of language and sexuality has developed from early work – espe-

cially in the 1980s–1990s – often framed as research on “gay and lesbian language” 

towards a more complex view of how linguistic practices construct, maintain, and 

contest sexual and gender identities (Cameron & Kulick 2008). In the now-classic 

reframing by Deborah Cameron and Don Kulick (2008), sexuality is not a stable 

social fact merely reflected in language; rather, it is constituted through discourse, 

interaction, and ideology. This shift marks a broader disciplinary reorientation. 

Where earlier ‘lavender linguistics’ and what is now sometimes termed LGBT 

linguistics focused primarily on describing the language use of LGBT speakers 

and communities, queer linguistics foregrounds the critique of heteronormativity 

as a linguistic and discursive structure, asking not only how LGBT people use 

language, but how language produces and maintains sexual and gender norma-

tivity more broadly (Barrett 2002; Hall 2003; Motschenbacher 2010; Motschen-

bacher 2022). These orientations are not mutually exclusive and are often 

combined in current work that links queer-linguistic critique of normativity with 

attention to situated community practices and label negotiation (Jones 2026: 53–

54). Both orientations inform this dissertation, but the primary analytical commit-

ment is queer-linguistic: the focus is not on describing an LGBT community 

variety, but on how public discourse constructs normativity and how community 

members evaluate and negotiate the labels through which they are named. At the 

same time, queer linguistics has internal tensions: Lo Vecchio (2024) cautions 

against monolingual and prescriptivist “inclusive language” epistemologies, 

arguing for more context-sensitive and lexicologically grounded approaches to 

sexual normativity and categorisation. 

The word queer itself needs some explanation here, because its history is part 

of what this dissertation analyses. In English, queer was already used in the 

sixteenth century in meanings such as ‘odd’, ‘suspicious’, or ‘perverse’. It later 

became attached to same-sex sexuality, especially male same-sex sexuality, as a 

pejorative term; one often-cited moment is the 1894 “queer snob” insult in the 

Queensberry affair (Foldy 1997). By the early twentieth century, and especially 

by the 1940s, its association with sexual deviance had hardened into a slur (Nossem 

2019; Brontsema 2004). From the late 1980s onwards, queer was taken up as a 

defiant political label, most visibly by the activist group Queer Nation, partly to 

challenge the narrower reference of gay, which often excluded lesbians, trans 

people, and others outside the prevailing norm. In the early 1990s, it also entered 

academic use through queer theory (De Lauretis 1991). In this context, queer 

does not simply mean LGBT, nor is it the sum of the categories in the LGBTIQ+ 

initialism. It names a critical orientation towards normative sexuality and gender, 

and towards the categories through which sexuality and gender are made 

intelligible (Barrett 2002). These meanings have not replaced one another in a 

neat sequence. Oddness, insult, reclaimed political stance, academic critique, and 

everyday umbrella use continue to coexist and sometimes conflict (Somerville 

2014; Jagose 1996). This instability matters for the present study because the 

Estonian adaptation kväär is not a neutral translation of queer. It is a local form 

shaped by the competing meanings and histories attached to queer itself. 
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This instability reflects a more general point: discourse-analytic traditions 

foreground identity as an outcome of categorisation, social positioning, and the 

discursive construction of sameness and difference. Identities are not simply 

expressed but continuously (re)made in discourse – produced, reproduced, trans-

formed, and sometimes dismantled through recurring practices of naming, cate-

gorising, and evaluating social actors (Bucholtz & Hall 2004: 478; Eckert 2002: 

101). This is precisely why labels and their patterned environments are analyti-

cally central in language-and-sexuality research: they offer an empirical window 

onto how legitimacy and “normality” are discursively distributed. 

Queer linguistics is also closely connected to queer theory’s account of per-

formativity. Judith Butler’s argument that gender is produced through the reite-

ration of norms – ‘the reiterative and citational practice by which discourse 

produces the effects that it names’ (Butler 1993: 2), rather than expressing a stable 

inner core, provides a useful way to conceptualise how sexual and gender cate-

gories solidify through iterated discourse. At the same time, performativity fore-

grounds that repetition is never perfectly identical: labels and categories can be 

re-used in ways that contest their inherited meanings. Because this dissertation 

addresses contested labels (including a slur), the question of re-use and semantic 

layering becomes relevant (the detailed theoretical tools for that discussion are 

developed in Section 2.1.1). 

The dissertation’s orientation is queer in a sense that extends beyond its focus 

on LGBT-related labels. Following Ahmed’s (2006) conception of queer pheno-

menology, a queer orientation involves attending to what has been straightened, 

naturalised, or made to seem inevitable – and asking how it came to be that way. 

The dissertation therefore reads Estonian media discourse ‘queerly’ by fore-

grounding what is typically unmarked: the assumptions embedded in list structures, 

the presuppositions carried by verbs of disclosure, or the nominalisations that 

background agency. This orientation translates into three core commitments that 

guide the analyses across the articles: 

1. Heteronormativity as linguistic practice. While ideology is the broader 

mechanism, heteronormativity is the specific ideological formation this 

dissertation foregrounds. It is not reduced to “hostile content”; it is also enacted 

through systematic linguistic asymmetries – especially in naming practices, 

category formation, and the grammatical positioning of social actors. This 

makes it possible to analyse normativity even in texts that are not explicitly 

evaluative. 

2. Ideology as patterned meaning in language use. Queer linguistics aligns 

with discourse–ideology research in treating linguistic choices as socially 

consequential: ideologies become durable partly because they are repeatedly 

built into routine and recognisable ways of wording the world. 

3. Categories as contested and historically layered. They are social instru-

ments that can legitimise, minoritise, medicalise, politicise, or stigmatise, often 

simultaneously. Crucially, these meanings are not fixed: labels accumulate, 
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shed, and transform their social-discursive weight through the very processes 

of contestation and reuse that this dissertation traces, meaning that what a label 

does in discourse at any given moment is inseparable from what it has done 

before.  

 

Taken together, queer linguistics provides the dissertation’s overarching orien-

tation: it motivates treating LGBT-related labels not as neutral descriptors but as 

entry points into the linguistic production of normativity and ideological boun-

daries, across both public discourse and community metalinguistic evaluation. 

 

 

2.1 Naming as categorisation and ideological positioning 

Naming is the dissertation’s primary analytical object, because labels do not 

merely refer to social groups; they bring categories into being and load them with 

evaluation (Fairclough 1995; Jeffries 2010). To call someone homoseksuaal 

rather than gei is not a neutral choice between synonyms but an act of categori-

sation carrying register, history, and implied legitimacy. Categorisation is the 

discursive practice of producing discrete social types (groups, identities, “kinds 

of people”, “issues”) out of complex social realities. Naming is one of the most 

powerful categorisation devices: labels create boundaries, make entities publicly 

intelligible, and often carry implicit evaluation and legitimacy cues. Categori-

sation – realised primarily through naming and labelling practices – is used as an 

umbrella concept across strands: it covers (a) media naming practices and (b) 

community self- and other-labelling, including debates over what a term “counts”, 

who it includes/excludes, and who has the authority to use it (Berger & Luckmann 

2018; Jeffries 2015). 

If categorisation produces discrete social types, representation concerns how 

those types are made to appear in texts. Representation is treated as the dis-

cursive construction of social reality: how texts make actors, practices, and 

relations visible and meaningful through recurring linguistic choices (including 

what is foregrounded/backgrounded, how agency and responsibility are distri-

buted, what is framed as a problem vs. an ordinary fact). Representation connects 

the text-analytic work (where form–meaning links are traced) with corpus 

analysis (where repeated co-textual environments show what becomes typical) 

and with survey data (where participants articulate how labels represent them, 

misrepresent them, or feel imposed) (van Dijk 1998; Fairclough 1995; Hall 1997; 

Jeffries 2015). 

One recurrent effect of these representational choices is stigma. In its foun-

dational formulation, stigma is relational rather than inherent: it resides not in a 

person but in the relationship between a marked attribute and the stereotypes it 

activates in a given social setting (Goffman 1963). Later stigma theory makes the 

power dimension more explicit: stigma is a socially produced process through 

which a labelled difference becomes linked to negative stereotypes, separated 

from a normative “us”, and associated with status loss and discrimination under 
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conditions of power (Link & Phelan 2001). In this dissertation, stigma is under-

stood as a relational and historically durable effect reproduced through discourse, 

institutions, and unequal power relations. This is particularly relevant for LGBT-

related terminology, because labels do not merely describe social categories: they 

may also reactivate pathologising or criminalising associations, position subjects 

as deviant or lesser, and shape whether a term is experienced as distancing, harm-

ful, or inclusive in context (Matsick et al. 2022; Motschenbacher 2026). 

Because stigma depends on context and uptake, the same label can do different 

discursive work depending on whether it is used by community members or by 

social outsiders: it may function as in-group self-reference or solidarity, but also 

as out-group categorisation, distancing, institutional framing, or stigmatisation. 

Motschenbacher’s (2026) overview of labelling theory in language and sexuality 

studies shows that labels are not interchangeable: previous studies have found, 

for instance, that homosexual triggers more negative evaluations than alternatives 

such as gay and lesbian, reflecting its historical medicalised and pathologising 

associations, while labels such as dyke may function as derogatory in mainstream 

contexts but as in-group solidarity labels in specific lesbian communities. Com-

parable evidence from the Dutch context shows that label choice can be used to 

manage normality: same-sex-attracted young people may avoid labels such as 

gay or lesbian and instead describe attraction or relationships more generally, not 

because sexuality has become irrelevant, but because particular labels can evoke 

gendered stereotypes and mark them as visibly different from the heterosexual 

norm (van Lisdonk et al. 2018). This dissertation therefore treats label choice as 

inseparable from speaker positioning and uptake, bringing media uses into 

dialogue with community members’ metalinguistic evaluations. 

 

2.1.1 Slurs, reappropriation, and the politics of naming 

The limit case of naming-as-act is the slur. Analysing a slur like pede requires 

additional theoretical tools. The analysis of pede draws on philosophical and 

pragmatic work on slurs, treating slurs as lexical items whose social force is 

realised in use. Slurs are not only labels but also acts: they can categorise, 

degrade, and position people within social hierarchies, thereby participating in 

the production and policing of gendered and sexual norms. A key premise in this 

strand of scholarship is that slurs cannot be understood by dictionary meaning 

alone. First, slurs are historically and contextually dynamic: the same form can 

develop new pragmatic functions across time, genres, and discourse situations. 

Second, even the “mention” of a slur (e.g., quotation, reported speech, meta-

linguistic discussion) is not automatically neutral, because it can still activate 

shared stereotypes and norm expectations. 

In philosophical literature, accounts of slurs are often grouped into three broad 

families. Semantic/content-based approaches treat derogation as part of lexical 

meaning, typically by building pejorative evaluation into the semantic contri-

bution of the slur (Bianchi 2014: 36; Jeshion 2017: 112). Pragmatic approaches 

treat slurs primarily as conventionalised speech acts and social practices (Cepollaro 
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2015: 3–6). Non-content approaches, by contrast, treat slurs as prohibited words 

whose offensiveness is explained by social prohibitions rather than by encoded 

derogatory content (Anderson & Lepore 2013: 350–352). 

The dissertation aligns most closely with functional-pragmatic perspectives: 

what matters analytically is how the slur is deployed to do social work (cate-

gorising, evaluating and positioning), and how this work changes across contexts 

and periods. A key pressure on purely semantic accounts is the need to explain 

non-derogatory in-group uses: Croom notes that any adequate theory must 

account for how slurs can sometimes communicate non-derogatory meaning 

between close in-group interlocutors (Croom 2011: 349). Complementing this 

pragmatic orientation, Hom and May emphasise that pejoratives are sustained by – 

and help reproduce – discriminatory cultural norms that organise social groups as 

targets of contempt (Hom & May 2018: 6). 

This orientation also fits Rappaport’s view that slurs are multi-dimensional 

and best approached through a many-factored account that integrates semantic, 

pragmatic, and evaluative properties rather than reducing derogatory force to 

meaning or intention alone (Rappaport 2020: 201). In such accounts, it is not 

sufficient to ask what a language user “meant”; one must also examine con-

ventional history, discourse context, and uptake, including the fact that offence 

can persist even in a quotation or mention (Rappaport 2020: 191–193; Anderson 

& Lepore 2013: 353–354). 

Reclamation and reappropriation add another layer for understanding con-

tested uses. Brontsema defines reclamation as when a group takes back a negative 

term directed at them. She points out that this does not remove the term’s harmful 

history; instead, it can reactivate or strategically reuse the historically sedimented 

stigma attached to the word (Brontsema 2004: 15). Popa-Wyatt’s account of roles 

and power is important here. It shows that reappropriation depends on social 

position. Just because a group uses a slur does not mean it loses its offensive nature, 

and not everyone can claim the right to use it. Whether a use counts as reappro-

priation depends on the relationships and power dynamics involved (Popa-Wyatt 

2020: 9, 10). These theoretical commitments inform the analysis of pede in 

Article 4. In the Estonian data, in-group or identity-asserting uses are limited and 

serve varied pragmatic purposes rather than amounting to a single reclaiming 

strategy. The analysis therefore treats ‘reappropriation’ descriptively, as a 

disputed and partial practical option rather than a completed reclamation. 

The contestability of naming is particularly visible in slurs, where meaning is 

inseparable from social struggle: resignification, the contested remaking of a 

sign’s meaning through re-use, is not a purely linguistic shift but a political 

contestation over who can use a sign, in what contexts, and with what effects (see 

Section 2.3). Diachronic scholarship on slurs further shows that derogatory force 

and target can shift across time and genres – slurs may broaden into more gene-

ralised insults or change their pragmatic functions (Čupković 2015). Thus, tracing 

a slur like pede requires historical and pragmatic attention rather than treating it 

as a stable hate term (Article 4). This also helps explain why sexuality-related 

slurs so often function simultaneously as a form of gender policing: a slur like 
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pede stigmatises non-heterosexuality and disciplines non-conforming mascu-

linity in the same move, because the ideological distinctions around gender and 

sexuality are mutually reinforcing (e.g., masculinity is policed through sexual 

stigma). In media-hostility research, homophobia and transphobia are explicitly 

described as tightly interwoven with misogyny, suggesting that analytic sepa-

ration of ‘sexism’ and ‘anti-LGBT hostility’ can miss how the same discursive 

practices target multiple groups (Kibbey 2024). 

 

 

2.2 Normativity as linguistic and discursive patterning 

Normativity refers to the condition in which certain identities, practices, and 

forms of expression function as unmarked defaults, while others are marked as 

noticeable, debatable, or problematic. It is therefore not simply what people con-

sider “normal”, but a relatively settled order of assumptions through which some 

social arrangements appear ordinary, legitimate, or self-evident. In this disser-

tation, normativity functions as a bridge concept between queer linguistics and 

discourse-ideology research: it explains why labels and their discursive environ-

ments matter, because labels do not only refer to people and practices but also 

position them in relation to what counts as ordinary, legitimate, or in need of 

explanation (Cameron 1995; Motschenbacher 2010; Motschenbacher 2022; 

Warner 1993). 

Normalisation, by contrast, refers to the discursive process through which 

particular representations, categories, or evaluative positions become acceptable, 

repeatable, and difficult to contest. It may involve the gradual acceptance of 

previously marked identities or practices, but it may also involve the legitimation 

of exclusionary or regulatory framings. Following Krzyżanowski, I treat norma-

lisation as a process produced through repetition, recontextualisation, institutional 

framing, and language choice, through which new or previously contested norms 

become part of public common sense (Krzyżanowski 2020a; Krzyżanowski 2020b; 

Krzyżanowski et al. 2023). 

Naturalisation is a related but more specific ideological process: it presents 

historically contingent arrangements, such as family models, sexual hierarchies, 

institutional categories, or political framings, as self-evident, timeless, or simply 

given. Whereas normalisation describes how a representation or norm becomes 

acceptable over time, naturalisation describes how its ideological character 

becomes obscured. In textual terms, naturalisation may be realised through 

presupposition, generic statements, institutional register, routinised phrasing, or 

categorisation patterns that embed assumptions rather than openly argue for them 

(Fairclough 1995; van Dijk 1998; Jeffries 2010; Verschueren 2011). 

Gender is understood here not as a fixed biological essence, but as a socially 

organised and historically variable category through which bodies, identities, 

roles, relations, and forms of expression are made intelligible. It is produced  

and recognised through repeated social and semiotic practices, including 

language, and regulated by normative expectations about masculinity, femininity, 
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embodiment, and belonging (West & Zimmerman 1987; Eckert & McConnell-

Ginet 1992). Where gender is used as a respondent variable in the survey-based 

articles, it is treated as self-identified social position rather than as a fixed 

attribute. This dissertation does not analyse gender as an independent object, but 

treats it as inseparable from the naming and normative positioning of sexuality, 

especially where LGBT-related labels rely on assumptions about masculinity, 

femininity, gender nonconformity, or sexual deviance. 

Heteronormativity is the specific ideological organisation of social life around 

heterosexuality, and the relationship and family forms associated with it, as the 

assumed baseline. In linguistic terms, heteronormativity often operates through 

asymmetries: what is left unnamed vs. named, what is treated as the default vs. 

special case, and which social relations appear as grammatically and discursively 

“normal”. Heteronormativity is treated here as something that becomes visible 

not only in overt evaluation but in structural patterning, such as categorisation 

routines, agency allocation, institutional framing, and presupposed family models 

(Cameron & Kulick 2008; Warner 1993). 

Linguistic sexual normativity refers to the specifically linguistic/discursive 

means through which heterosexuality (and often binary gender) is encoded as 

unmarked, while non-heterosexual and non-cis possibilities are encoded as 

marked (through grammar, collocation, semantic networks, institutional registers, 

etc.). This concept makes it possible to state precisely that the dissertation is not 

only about ‘attitudes’ but about how normativity is built into language patterns, 

including patterns that look descriptive or technical. Within queer linguistics, 

Motschenbacher’s work has been particularly influential, conceptualising ‘lin-

guistic sexual normativity’ and showing how ostensibly neutral linguistic resources 

contribute to sustaining heterosexuality as the unmarked default (Motschen-

bacher 2011; Motschenbacher 2018; Motschenbacher 2022; Motschenbacher 

2026). His corpus-based studies demonstrate that grammatical patterns, collo-

cations, and lexical asymmetries systematically encode heteronormative ideo-

logies, thereby making visible the mechanisms through which language partici-

pates in social regulation. Motschenbacher’s (2022) corpus-based analysis also 

documents term-specific patterns: same-sex collocates predominantly with 

relationship and legal-political vocabulary (marriage, couple, legislation) and 

functions as a label through which the state regulates non-heterosexual relation-

ships, while homosexual retains clinical-pathologising associations and gay 

shows broader collocational flexibility. These patterns provide a comparative 

baseline for analysing their Estonian counterparts. 

Register refers to a type of language use tied to specific domains, such as 

medical, legal, or human rights. This can be recognised by recurring word choices 

and ways of presenting a topic (Biber & Conrad 2019; Halliday & Hasan 1985). 

Register is therefore not treated here as equivalent to formality, although parti-

cular registers may occur together with more formal or informal language (Biber 

& Conrad 2019; Trudgill 1992). In the media corpus analysis, register is treated 

as a set of resources that a text draws on. When non-normative sexuality is 
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discussed with clinical terms and in a diagnostic or regulatory context, the text is 

viewed as using a medical register, regardless of the genre or outlet. 

Ideology is treated as a socially shared and relatively durable system of 

assumptions, values, and categories that shapes what becomes “common sense” 

in a community and is reproduced (or contested) through discourse. Ideology is 

therefore not limited to explicit opinions; it is also observable in patterned 

linguistic choices that repeatedly make some social arrangements seem natural, 

legitimate, and non-controversial (van Dijk 1998; Fairclough 1995; Verschueren 

2011). 

Evaluation refers to how discourse encodes judgments, stances, and value 

positions – sometimes explicitly (adjectives, insults), but often indirectly (cate-

gory choice, framing, co-text, contrast structures, “neutral” institutional labels). 

Evaluation is crucial because key terms often operate as “labels that look descrip-

tive” but acquire evaluative force through distribution, collocation, and discursive 

packaging (Hunston 2007; Jeffries 2010). 

Because normativity is realised in textual patterning, the dissertation analyses 

it through Critical Stylistics. A text-anchored framework is particularly well-

suited to Estonian-language data because ideological positioning is not neces-

sarily carried by overt evaluative vocabulary alone. It can be realised through 

structural resources such as categorisation, modification patterns, compounding, 

and list constructions that package social reality into apparently straightforward 

descriptions. Applying Critical Stylistics to Estonian is analytically productive 

precisely because these resources are grammatically visible in distinctive ways, 

for instance, productive compounding (e.g., homoabielu ‘homo-marriage’) pack-

ages identity categories and social institutions into single lexical units that circulate 

as established labels, offering a testing ground that extends the framework beyond 

its predominantly Anglophone base. The framework and its operational functions 

are set out in the methodology section (Section 4.3.2.1). 

 

 

2.3 Negotiation, localisation and community metalinguistic 

meaning-making 

Naming and normativity describe how labels work in public discourse; negotiation 

concerns what happens when communities answer back. Labels are not simply 

received but evaluated, claimed, refused, and locally reworked, as when the 

global concept queer is localised as kväär and kvääri. Community members’ 

metalinguistic commentary is therefore evidence in its own right: a site where the 

legitimacy and meaning of labels are actively contested rather than fixed. 

Metalinguistic commentary is language about language: explicit definitions, 

usage rules, judgments of appropriateness, etymological or phonological associa-

tions, and reflections on who can or should use a term. In this dissertation, such 

commentary is treated as theoretically meaningful data, especially in small-state 

language contexts where naming debates are salient and circulate rapidly 

(Niedzielski & Preston 2003). Lindeman (2025) demonstrates this approach for 
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a closely related context, treating LGBT community members’ talk about labels 

as evidence of how normativity is maintained and contested through everyday 

metalinguistic practice. Recent sociolexicological research similarly shows that 

naming practices around gender and sexuality form a vocabulary domain marked 

by heightened metalinguistic awareness, where debates over terminology are 

part of the phenomenon itself rather than external commentary on it (Lo Vecchio 

2024). In this sense, metalinguistic commentary is not peripheral but constitutive: 

it reveals how language users position themselves in relation to the categories 

they use or reject (Lo Vecchio 2025). 

Language attitudes are evaluative orientations toward words, varieties, or 

registers, including explicit judgments and patterned preferences in use (Garrett 

2010). Language ideologies are broader beliefs, feelings, and assumptions about 

language and its social meanings, for example what counts as proper, foreign, 

authentic, or socially legitimate language (Kroskrity 2010). Together, these con-

cepts help explain how labels gain or lose legitimacy, how people manage risk 

and belonging through terminology, and how acceptability is negotiated rather 

than given (Niedzielski & Preston 2003). 

This perspective is also informed by folk linguistics and lavender languages 

inquiry, which treat language users’ own articulations as situated knowledge rather 

than as secondary evidence. Marzullo and Leap (2024) argue for approaches that 

centre language users’ own perspectives and treat community knowledge as 

analytically meaningful. This is especially relevant to Articles 1–2, where survey 

responses are analysed not only as opinions about kväär/kvääri, but as meta-

linguistic evidence of how LGBT community members conceptualise, evaluate, 

and negotiate contested labels. This strand treats naming as part of how sexual 

and gender categories become socially usable, acceptable, or rejectable within 

specific language contexts. The folk linguistic framing is more central to 

Lindeman’s contribution in Article 2; here it is incorporated as one component of 

a broader approach to community-facing language data. 

A key implication is that labels can have different social force depending on 

speaker position, context, and perceived entitlement. Community attitudes there-

fore provide access to the practical politics of naming: how terms are accepted, 

resisted, restricted to in-group use, or treated as imposed from outside. This 

perspective also informs the interpretation of the slur-focused article (Article 4), 

where questions of acceptability, reclamation, and reappropriation are understood 

as socially situated judgements shaped by community histories and perceived 

risks, not only textual properties. 
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2.4 From theory to analysis 

These three concepts – naming, normativity, and negotiation – do not map neatly 

onto separate articles. Instead, they appear in different combinations across the 

dissertation. Article 3 analyses naming and normativity together in media 

discourse, using Critical Stylistics to trace how the labels gei, homo, and homo-

seksuaal categorise and position their referents. Article 4 extends this to the 

contested edge of naming, adding slur pragmatics to show how pede is mobilised 

ideologically. 

Articles 1 and 2 turn to negotiation, examining how Estonian and Finnish 

community members evaluate and localise kväär and kvääri. Article 1 also 

reaches back to the naming axis by supplying broader diachronic frequency 

evidence for the main LGBT-related word families in Estonian public discourse. 

Read together, the four articles trace a single process across public and 

community discourse: how LGBT-related labels name and categorise, how they 

sustain or unsettle normativity, and how their meanings are negotiated within 

communities. 
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3. SOCIOHISTORICAL AND RESEARCH CONTEXT 

Whereas Chapter 2 developed the dissertation’s theoretical framework, this 

chapter supplies context rather than concepts: the post-socialist and Estonian 

conditions in which LGBT-related labels circulate, and the prior research the 

analyses build on. Section 3.1 looks at the post-socialist environment in Central 

and Eastern Europe (CEE). Section 3.2 focuses on Estonia. Section 3.3 reviews 

current research and highlights the gaps this dissertation tackles. 
 

 

3.1 Central and Eastern European sexual politics and discourse 

The state-socialist past – and in the former Soviet states, the specifically Soviet 

legal and institutional legacy – provides a distinct set of historical and ideological 

conditions for understanding LGBT discourse. Under state socialism, sexuality 

was generally treated as a taboo topic, and male homosexuality in particular was 

criminalised and heavily stigmatised across the region (Healey 2001; Stella 

2015). Estonia, as the empirical focus of this dissertation, shares this legacy but 

also has distinctive features addressed in Section 3.2. 

Recent scholarship challenges the binary framing of state-socialist repression 

versus Western liberation. Dobrowolska argues against a one-size-fits-all 

narrative of “sexual modernity” modelled on the West, often imagined through 

the 1960s US sexual revolution, insisting instead on multiple traje ctories 

and agencies and on questioning the category of “sexual revolution” itself 

(Dobrowolska 2025). Kulpa and Mizielińska make a related point at the level of 

knowledge production: Western theorising often assumes a “Western time of 

sequence” against which the region appears belated, yet such catching-up 

narratives obscure local histories and agency (Kulpa & Mizielińska 2011; also 

see e.g. Koobak & Marling 2014: 23) and can reproduce what Ugron (2025) calls 

“imperatives of amnesia”. For this dissertation, the consequence is that post-

socialist LGBT discourse is best read not as delayed adoption of a Western path 

but as an ongoing negotiation of sexual meanings under specific historical, 

linguistic, and political conditions, including the production of heterosexuality 

as a norm to be analysed rather than assumed (Dobrowolska 2025). These 

transformations also unfolded within a compressed time frame in Estonia (see 

Section 3.2). 

This stance has a methodological implication for how Western theory is used. 

CEE queer scholarship characteristically works both with and against Anglo-

phone frameworks, adopting their tools while resisting their universalising 

assumptions (Kulpa & Mizielińska 2011: 15–18). This dissertation follows that 

stance, using queer linguistics and Critical Stylistics as adaptable toolkits while 

letting Estonian linguistic form and Soviet-era institutional history set the 

analytic agenda. The relationship is therefore ambivalent rather than simply one-

directional: Anglophone concepts and activist models may carry geopolitical 

authority, but they can also become resources that local actors translate, adapt, 
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and use strategically; their ideological effect depends on uptake rather than origin 

alone (Kulpa & Mizielińska 2011). Bassi (2018) adds that Anglophone domi-

nance is not only empirical but epistemic, since queer studies have often treated 

translation as peripheral, reproducing a de facto monolingual outlook even though 

many concepts circulate primarily through translation. 

These dynamics become especially visible in how queer terminology travels 

across languages. As set out in Chapter 2, queer carries layered, contested histories, 

and global scholarship documents how languages adopt and adapt it, producing 

diverse local equivalents and debates. Nossem’s analyses of Italian queer lexicons 

show how locally available and borrowed terms carry historically layered 

meanings that do not map neatly onto Anglophone categories (Nossem 2016; 

Nossem 2019); Chinese-language debates around tongzhi (‘comrade’) show 

lexical choice to be inseparable from political history, register, and competing 

projects of legitimacy (Engebretsen et al. 2015; Wong 2008). Across these cases, 

translation is never neutral substitution but an ideological act that can both lose 

and create meanings – which is why queer is often treated in CEE scholarship as 

(partly) ‘untranslatable’ (Baer 2020; Kulpa et al. 2012; Article 2). It travels 

through asymmetric infrastructures, where Anglophone categories function both 

as resources for recognition and as symbols of geopolitical hierarchy – an ambi-

guity especially salient in a small-state setting with a contested relationship to 

both Western and Eastern frameworks (Cottet & Picq 2019). 

Research on LGBT politics and discourse in the region has begun to document 

these specificities in concrete, language-centred ways. Szulc (2012) shows how 

Polish activists negotiate between the English queer and locally available cate-

gories, revealing tensions between imported concepts and entrenched Catholic-

nationalist understandings of sexuality (Szulc 2012). Suyarkulova (2019) analyses 

how queer is adapted as квир (‘kvir’) in Kyrgyzstani Russian, where it acquires 

new political uses in debates about national values, “Western influence”, and 

legitimate belonging (Suyarkulova 2019). Baer’s discussion of post-Soviet Russia 

(e.g., the site gay.ru and the journal Kvir) illustrates similar dynamic: imported 

categories become usable through local media infrastructures and locally specific 

discursive constraints, rather than through one-to-one equivalence with Anglo-

phone queer (Baer 2018).  

Other work in the region (e.g., on Hungary and neighbouring contexts) simi-

larly shows that the circulation of queer and related vocabularies becomes 

entangled with domestic identity categories and EU-level equality discourses, 

producing locally specific ideological economies of naming (Kulpa & Mizie-

lińska 2011; Takács 2007). Joanna Chojnicka’s (2015) preliminary comparative 

study of homophobic discourse in Latvian, Lithuanian, and Polish media/political 

contexts identifies a recurrent post-socialist repertoire in which sexual minorities 

are framed as threats to nation, family, and the Church, excluded from ‘normal’ 

society, and positioned through privacy/invisibility logics, reversed victimhood, 

and bundling with other stigmatised outgroups. Although methodologically 

exploratory rather than corpus-based, this provides a useful regional macro-frame 
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for the present dissertation’s more systematic, label-sensitive analysis of Estonian 

media discourse. 

This body of work highlights why post-socialist sexual politics cannot be 

analysed without attention to language. Choices in translation, naming practices, 

and new words are part of the larger struggle over legitimacy, authenticity, and 

the perceived “foreignness” of non-heteronormative lives. Although this disser-

tation does not focus on translation theory, treating translation and localisation as 

part of how labels circulate helps reveal how borrowing, calquing, and dictionary-

making can become ideological (Bassi 2018; Cottet & Picq 2019). This connects 

directly to my studies of queer/kväär in Estonian media and of the locally adapted 

forms kväär/kvääri within Estonian and Finnish LGBT communities (Articles  

1–2). Small-language communities face this tension in a sharpened form: English-

origin terms can tie local activism to global movements, but they can also appear 

foreign or elitist (Taavetti 2024). 

CEE discourse-historical work on trans topics makes a related point about 

layered regimes of recognition: Chojnicka shows how gender transition dis-

courses are repeatedly framed as unfinished and continually reinterpreted in post-

socialist Poland, shaping what can be said and institutionalised about trans lives 

(Chojnicka 2023). As established in Section 2.1, naming practices provide a 

strategic entry point for analysing ideological struggle – and this is especially 

crucial for understanding Estonian LGBT discourse, where Soviet-era legal and 

medical vocabularies, activist terminology, and later rights-based framings did 

not simply replace one another but continued to coexist and reshape indepen-

dence-era discourse. 
 

 

3.2 Estonian research context 

This section specifies the Estonian context that shapes the dissertation’s empirical 

focus. Estonia shares the post-socialist legacies discussed in Section 3.1, but its 

trajectory is also shaped by a small-state language ecology with strong institutio-

nal language planning, rapid media transformation, and a compressed timeline of 

LGBT political mobilisation. 

One concrete linguistic consequence of Soviet social policy was asymmetrical 

visibility and criminalisation: in Soviet Estonia, male-male sex was criminalised, 

while women’s same-sex relations were rendered legally and discursively invisible 

(Põldsam & Arumetsa 2023). Soviet legal and medical discourses framed same-

sex desire as deviance or pathology, and these framings left durable traces in 

public language and institutional norms. More broadly, Soviet-era popular medical 

and health-education literature functioned as a didactic authority that taught 

gendered bodily taboos and normalised specific “proper” behaviours, often through 

pathologising and moralising narrative exempla (Kalkun 2006: 135, 138, 140). 

This legal-discursive environment shaped the lexical field available in public 

discourse: in late Soviet and early post-Soviet Estonian media, same-sex sexuality 

was often framed via terms like homoseksualism (‘homosexualism’) and 

pederastia (‘pederasty’), with the latter also functioning as a legal category; these 
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terms carried strong associations of deviance, pathology, and criminality (Kulpa 

et al. 2012). 

A specifically Estonian turning point is the late 1980s: during glasnost and 

perestroika same-sex sexuality became discussable in the media and was framed 

partly through HIV/AIDS prevention discourse and “enlightenment” articles 

(Kurvinen 2007: 288, 290). Koppel shows that this new media openness was 

channelled very specifically through HIV/AIDS prevention: the first HIV case in 

1988 brought “men who have sex with men” into public discussion as a risk group, 

and by 1989–1990 the Estonian-language press – including the dailies Noorte 

Hääl and Edasi and the youth magazine Noorus – already hosted the first public 

debates, personal ads, and early attempts to organise lesbian, gay, bisexual, and 

trans people (Koppel 2022: 125; Kurvinen 2007: 289–290). This public-health 

framing helped bring terms such as lesbi and gei into broader public circulation 

and created a pragmatic ‘need to name’ sexual minorities in public health and 

educational registers, while also making “homosexuality” speakable in the press 

and opening space (however constrained) for early self-organising and self-

naming practices to become visible (Kurvinen 2007). 

Estonia’s re-establishment of national sovereignty, EU integration, rapid media 

transformation, and the public emergence of LGBT politics occurred within a 

compressed time frame, illustrating what Kulpa and Mizielińska (2011) describe 

as a “time of coincidence” (see Section 3.1). These dynamics of selective uptake 

and local re-framing of imported concepts, well documented in Estonian gender/ 

media research and related scholarship on post-socialist knowledge transfer 

(Marling 2010; Koobak & Marling 2014), also shape how global queer vocabulary 

becomes locally legible and contestable.  

To locate Estonia within its closest regional comparison frame, the Baltic 

states show substantial internal divergence: ILGA-Europe’s 2026 Rainbow Map – 

an overall score indicating the extent of legal and policy protections for LGBTI 

people – ranks Estonia at 46%, while Latvia and Lithuania score 30% and 24% 

(ILGA-Europe 2026). Estonia presents a particularly instructive case: rapid legal 

change – marked most visibly by marriage equality in 2024 – coexists with 

persistent cultural ambivalence and generational divides in public attitudes. Public 

opinion monitoring shows a long-term increase in acceptance since 2012, but also 

uneven consolidation across questions and social groups: after the high point 

recorded in 2023, the 2026 survey indicates a slight decline in personal accep-

tance of homosexuality, weaker support for several rights-related items, and a 

more pronounced deterioration in attitudes toward trans people (Turu-uuringute 

AS 2023; 2026; Hämmal et al. 2022). This disjuncture between legal progress 

and uneven social acceptance forms the backdrop to my analysis of Estonian 

media discourse and community attitudes. Recent interview-based research on 

18–20-year-olds in Estonia suggests that anti-LGBTIQ+ hostility is perceived by 

youth as highly salient and partly normalised within wider risks of political 

violence, indicating that sexual- and gender-minority hostility should also be 

considered in relation to youth radicalisation and prevention contexts (Belova-

Dalton 2026). 
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A further layer concerns the wider European circulation of ‘culture war’ 

framings and anti-gender rhetoric. In Estonia, this repertoire is present but 

uneven: it tends to become most visible in particular outlets, actors, and controversy 

cycles, rather than functioning as a pervasive and stable organising frame across 

the entire media sphere (Sepper 2025). Kováts notes that “culture war” is a morally 

loaded concept that has travelled from the US to Europe and is often used as a 

metaphor to delegitimise opponents rather than simply describe disagreement 

(Kováts 2023). Russia’s 2013 ‘gay propaganda’ legislation provided a concrete 

model for framing LGBT visibility as a foreign-imposed threat, and its influence 

is traceable in Estonian conservative rhetoric that similarly frames LGBT rights 

as external imposition. Velmet (2019) shows how the Foundation for the Pro-

tection of Family and Tradition (SAPTK) and the rise of the Conservative 

People’s Party of Estonia (EKRE) drew on transnational conservative-populist 

repertoires that braid anti-LGBT and anti-gender positions with narratives of 

sovereignty, elite overreach, and contested democratic legitimacy. In the 2014 

Cohabitation Act debate, for instance, SAPTK’s mass letter campaign and calls 

for a referendum framed the bill as both a crisis of democracy and an EU-driven 

imposition. For my purposes, this context clarifies why LGBT-related termino-

logy in media discourse often functions as a strategic political tool as much as a 

description: labels can be mobilised to index foreignness, elitism, moral threat, 

or national decay, and they participate in struggles over who can credibly “speak 

for Estonia”. Policy-oriented equality research suggests that similar institutional 

struggles arise around how hate speech and discrimination are defined, especially 

where debates hinge on competing understandings of legitimate restriction versus 

“freedom of speech” (Padar & Sepper 2022; Kala 2024). 

Small-state language dynamics add an institutional dimension to this context. 

In Estonia, debates over new sexuality- and gender-related vocabulary become 

visible not only in mainstream media but also through language-planning and 

lexicographic institutions, which function as public reference points for accept-

able usage (Algvere 2025; Langemets et al. 2024; Lindström et al. 2023; Praakli 

& Koreinik 2020). Widely read Estonian-language news outlets therefore provide 

a pragmatic vantage point for tracing how sexuality- and gender-related labels 

are introduced, repeated, and contested in publicly accessible discourse, even as 

the media ecology has become more fragmented and ideologically segmented in 

recent years (Opermann & Kõuts-Klemm 2024). More broadly, Central and 

Eastern European scholarship shows that terminology debates around gender and 

sexuality can become focal points of ideological conflict: key labels are often 

framed as imports and are resignified within anti-gender registers, making lin-

guistic innovation publicly contestable (Bogetić 2022; Bogetić 2025; Kováts & 

Põim 2015). Estonian is highly permeable to English loanwords (Leemets 2004) 

and lexical change is accelerated through dense media and activist networks. For 

example, the word queer entered Estonian public texts mainly via commercial 

media, contemporary art, and activist communities – channels where global 

vocabulary often arrives first (Article 1). 
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3.3 Estonian LGBT discourse: existing research and gaps 

This section surveys existing research (3.3.1) and identifies the gaps this disser-

tation addresses (3.3.2). 

 

3.3.1 Existing research on LGBT topics in Estonia  

Research on Estonian LGBT discourse is still relatively sparse; adjacent political-

historical work on the mobilisation of gender and LGBT themes is discussed in 

Section 3.1 (Velmet 2019). The existing work falls into three areas: historical and 

sociological accounts, gender and media scholarship that provides a methodo-

logical backdrop, and the small body of linguistic work on LGBT representation. 

 

Historical and sociological accounts 

Põldsam’s dissertation offers the most comprehensive historical account so far, 

tracing discourses on non-normative sex–gender subjects from the interwar 

period to today’s Estonia. She shows how the period of national awakening that 

enabled LGBT community organising and rights claims simultaneously framed 

sexual minorities as threats to national continuity and demographic survival 

(Põldsam 2023). Together with Arumetsa, Põldsam reconstructs the emergence 

of gay, lesbian and trans community organising in 1989–1994 and shows how 

early activism unfolded at the intersection of post-Soviet democratisation and 

nation-building debates, while also being shaped by transnational activist net-

works and forms of support (Põldsam & Arumetsa 2023: 9–12). This work 

provides crucial sociohistorical context for my analysis of how media and public 

discourses construct LGBT identities in 1995–2023.  

Complementing these movement- and history-oriented accounts, sociological 

research has also examined everyday queer lives and close relationships in 

Estonia, highlighting how belonging, recognition, and “normality” are negotiated 

beyond formal politics, for instance, how same-sex couples navigate visibility in 

everyday spaces (Uibo 2021). Related work on Pride in Estonia shows how public 

LGBT visibility is negotiated between nationalist framings and transnational 

Pride repertoires, and how Pride itself can be treated as an “imported pheno-

menon” in competing political narratives. Uibo shows how visibility is negotiated 

through explicit naming work: organisers sought to avoid the derogatory framing 

of a “Gay/Homo parade” by rebranding the event as a “Pride procession”, drawing 

on the culturally positive connotations of the national Song Festival procession 

to make public LGBT visibility more acceptable (Uibo 2019). 

Tiidenberg and Allaste (2020) offer one of the most detailed empirical 

accounts of LGBT activism and public visibility in 2010s Estonia, based on 

activist interviews and participant observation. They show how civic activism is 

shaped by a persistent discourse of social passivity and by the Soviet-era semantic 

baggage of ‘activism’ (linked to state-mandated propagandist practices), which 

can give the activist label a residual negative valence and helps explain why 
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public-facing repertoires are often carefully negotiated rather than openly con-

frontational (Tiidenberg & Allaste 2020). While not a study of language use as 

such, this organisational and interactional context is crucial for interpreting how 

media discourse about LGBT issues was produced, circulated, and contested – 

especially around the partnership-law period – and for understanding how a small 

number of highly visible actors can become discursively over-represented as “the 

LGBT voice” (Tiidenberg & Allaste 2020). 

An important sign of consolidation is the edited collection “Kalevi alt välja: 

LGBT+ inimeste lugusid 19. ja 20. sajandi Eestist” (2022) (‘Brought Back to 

Light: Stories of LGBT+ People in 19th- and 20th-century Estonia’). This col-

lection comes from a community-driven scholarly initiative. It brings together 

research from different fields and the history of the community regarding Estonian 

LGBT lives and activism. It also includes studies on public visibility and naming 

practices that are important for later media and discursive struggles (Põldsam 

et al. 2022). 

 

Gender and media scholarship as methodological backdrop 

Although not focused on LGBT topics, Estonian scholarship on gender and media 

representation provides an important conceptual and methodological backdrop 

for my analysis of sexual normativity. Marling’s feminist CDA of post-socialist 

print media shows how media discourse constructed a “spectre of feminism” as 

an intimidating, foreign-coded “other” and used it as a gatekeeping device in 

negotiating “proper” national progress (Marling 2010). Importantly, she concep-

tualises this not as simple rejection, but as ideological filtering and “creolisation” – 

imported frames are reshaped into locally legible forms and aligned with 

dominant political ideologies (Marling 2010). Scholarship on ideological filtering 

and conceptual authority in post-socialist settings (Marling 2010; Kulpa & 

Mizielińska 2011; Bogetić 2022) supports the interpretation that Estonian debates 

over kväär involve contested conceptual authority, not only moral disagreement. 

This framing helps explain patterns in my data: the persistence of homoseksuaal 

alongside gei, or the complex functions of pede reflect active negotiation between 

competing frameworks for understanding sexuality and social order. 

Corpus-based research on gendered lexical patterning, alongside perception-

focused work, shows how language can naturalise men as the unmarked default 

and describe women and men through stereotypical traits, reflecting occupational 

gender segregation and interpretive bias (Kaukonen 2025; Kaukonen et al. 2025). 

A comparable Estonian precedent is Piits’ collocation-based work on frequent 

person-denoting nouns, which shows that recurrent co-textual patterns can be 

interpreted as evidence of culturally salient gender- and age- related stereotypes 

in media discourse (Piits 2015). In my dissertation, I build on this insight by using 

collocational patterning as one empirical route for tracing normativity in public 

discourse. Complementing these linguistic approaches, a recent mapping of 

misogyny and sexism in Estonia’s media environment emphasises how identity-

based forms of hatred are intertwined, with misogynistic discourses extending 
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beyond hostility toward women to other targets, including sexual and gender 

minorities (Kaukonen et al. 2024). Estonian media scholarship documents 

systematic gendered patterns in representation: women are more often framed 

through private/family life, while men are foregrounded via work and public 

achievements (Pilvre 2011; Sepper et al. 2020; Malmberg 2018). This provides a 

broader context for examining how sexual minorities are positioned within 

existing gender norms. 

 

Linguistic analyses of LGBT discourse 

Linguistic analyses of non-normative sexuality and LGBT representation in 

Estonian media are rare. Kurvinen’s (2007) historical discourse analysis of print 

media around the late Soviet and early independence period identified a shift from 

medical framing to sexualised representation but did not analyse terminology or 

linguistic patterning systematically. Because Estonian queer-linguistic research 

is sparse, Finnish provides the closest linguistic reference point: it is a related 

Finnic language, has a more established language-and-sexuality research tradition, 

and functions as the comparison case for Article 2. The Virittäjä special issue 

“Kieli ja queer – sukupuolen, seksuaalisuuden ja kielen tutkimuksen risteymiä” 

(‘Language and queer: Intersections in the study of gender, sexuality, and lan-

guage’, Virittäjä 126(2), 2022) maps the field from early “homoslang” traditions 

to contemporary queer linguistic approaches, illustrating how language and 

sexuality debates develop in a closely related language setting (Jantunen & Surkka 

2022). Comparative corpus research on Finnish platformed discussion, such as 

Suomi24, shows how homo/hetero categorisations and evaluative stances crys-

tallise through recurring lexical patterning, supporting the value of corpus evidence 

for tracking normativity across genres and participation structures (Jantunen 

2018), while Lindeman’s folk-linguistic approach treats language users as active 

contributors to linguistic expertise rather than only objects of analysis (Lindeman 

2025). 

Small number of recent BA and MA theses indicate emerging interest at the 

level of community and activist discourse. Toots (2023) analyses the lexicon of 

LGBT activist podcasts, documenting how speakers navigate between local and 

English-language terms and how they construct inclusive or exclusive in-group 

categories. Raud (2022), from the perspective of communication studies, shows 

that the Estonian “movable middle” often associates LGBT with “dashing, distant, 

and deviant” meanings and reports uncertainty and avoidance around LGBT-

related terminology, while also perceiving LGBT media coverage as excessive, 

exploitative, or irrelevant. This is useful for this dissertation because it highlights 

metalinguistic difficulty and the disproportionate role of repeated media labels 

for audiences who otherwise do not engage with LGBT topics. Other theses have 

explored more specific subtopics: Toots’ MA thesis (2025) focuses on represen-

tations of trans people in Estonian mainstream outlets and politically conser-

vative-populist alternative media, showing how topic selection and evaluative 

framing can vary across outlet types. 
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3.3.2 Gaps addressed by this dissertation  

Building on international research in queer linguistics and discourse studies, this 

dissertation offers a focused Estonian-language account of how labels related to 

sexuality and gender gain social meaning in public discussions and community 

metalinguistic reflections. At the policy level, Estonia has adopted LGBTIQ 

equality principles and action plan for 2025 to 2030 (Majandus- ja Kommunikat-

siooniministeerium 2025; Kala 2024). However, human-rights monitoring still 

reveals ongoing issues, such as debates over hate speech regulation, anti-dis-

crimination protections, and trans-related healthcare and legal recognition (Kala 

2025). In this context, the dissertation makes three contributions: 

Diachronic public-discourse evidence. While prior work has mapped key 

debates and moments in Estonian sexual politics, we still know comparatively 

little about how a small set of high-frequency labels (e.g., gei, homo, homo-

seksuaal) pattern in everyday news discourse across time through their recurring 

collocations, grammatical positioning, and evaluative co-texts. Article 3 addresses 

this by providing a corpus-assisted, diachronic analysis that links linguistic 

patterning to ideological positioning in media discourse.  

Localisation and community meaning making around kväär. Recent book-

level work on lavender languages inquiry argues that the emancipatory potential 

of such research depends on integrating critiques of normativity with methodo-

logies that centre locality, everyday practice, and language users’ lived expe-

rience (Marzullo & Leap 2024). Yet much language-and-sexuality research 

remains skewed toward media discourse and rarely captures how communities 

themselves evaluate and contest the labels that circulate publicly. Articles 1–2 

address this by analysing how queer is localised as kväär (and comparatively 

Finnish kvääri), documenting how community members conceptualise and 

evaluate the term, showing what it can do as an identity label and as a norm-

critical resource, but also why it can remain ambiguous or contentious. 

Slur functions and antagonistic positioning. Article 4 addresses the lack of 

diachronic and pragmatic research on sexuality-related slurs in Estonian by tracing 

how pede functions across periods and genres: not only as a personal insult, but 

also as a resource for political antagonism, gender policing, and metalinguistic 

commentary. This extends the dissertation’s broader argument that labels are not 

merely descriptive but function as an empirical window onto the discursive pro-

duction and contestation of normativity in a small-state language context. 

These contributions address gaps at both local and international levels. 

Empirically, the dissertation provides the first systematic corpus-based study of 

LGBT-related labels in Estonian media from 1995 to 2023, bringing evidence 

from a region that remains largely absent from international queer linguistics. It 

also contributes to Estonian language research and public debate by documenting 

how specific labels function ideologically over time and by providing an evidence 

base for discussions of media representation, language planning, and equality 

policy. While Poland and Hungary have attracted international scholarly attention 

for illiberal anti-gender and anti-LGBT mobilisation and policy backlash, and 
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Russia for the legal and social effects of its “gay propaganda” regime (Kuhar & 

Paternotte 2018; Grzebalska & Pető 2018; Kondakov & Shtorn 2021; Edenborg 

2021), this research has been primarily sociological, legal, and policy-oriented. 

The same is true of much existing work on Baltic LGBT issues (Vērdiņš & 

Ozoliņš 2020; Glenn 2022) and regional LGBT history (Lipša & Vērdiņš 2024; 

Navickaitė 2024). Corpus-based and discourse-linguistic approaches remain rare, 

leaving largely unexamined how public language itself participates in producing 

and contesting sexual normativity in these contexts. Theoretically and metho-

dologically, the dissertation extends Critical Stylistics beyond its predominantly 

Anglophone base and examines its applicability to Estonian, a language without 

grammatical gender but with a rich case system and productive compounding 

and derivation. The framework’s explicit form–function mappings also offer a 

tractable way to connect ideological text analysis with corpus evidence and 

community survey data. 

These gaps matter because in Estonia’s small state-language media ecology, 

labels and recurrent framings can rapidly stabilise into public ‘common sense’ 

about LGBT people. Without both a diachronic account of media patterns and 

evidence on community evaluations, it is difficult to assess which naming prac-

tices are normalising, stigmatising, or contested in practice.
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4. DATA AND METHODOLOGY 

Methodologically, the dissertation uses a complementary multi-method design: 

corpus-assisted analysis supports accountable generalisation about recurring 

public-discourse patterns, while text-anchored analysis and survey-based com-

munity data provide interpretive depth and access to locally articulated meanings. 

The interpretive frameworks are introduced in Chapter 2 (queer linguistics, slur 

pragmatics, metalinguistic perspectives) and in this chapter: corpus-assisted 

discourse studies (CADS), Critical Stylistics, and textual-conceptual functions 

(TCFs). 
 

4.1 Research design and logic of the dissertation 

Here and throughout, I use LGBT-related as an umbrella descriptor for labels that 

occur in Estonian public discourse in connection with non-heteronormative 

sexuality and gender; in the journalistic strand, gei, homo and homoseksuaal are 

therefore treated as context-dependent discourse labels rather than as precise 

demographic descriptors (Article 3). Lexicographically, homo, homoseksuaal, 

and pede are classified as nouns, while gei and kväär are classified as both noun 

and adjective in the Institute of the Estonian Language’s combined dictionary 

(Eesti Keele Instituut 2026). 

The dissertation adopts an integrative design in which methods are matched 

to distinct discourse sites and analytical tasks. Each article targets a different 

dimension of contested naming. This design is particularly apt in a context where 

sexual meanings are negotiated across layered institutional histories and 

competing moral-political frameworks; a corpus-only approach would miss local 

uptake and resistance, while survey-only evidence would miss the wider 

discursive structures within which those negotiations occur. The two data types 

also capture different speaker positions: the media corpus tracks predominantly 

out-group labelling of gei, homo, and homoseksuaal (how public texts categorise 

same-sex sexuality), while the surveys access in-group evaluation of kväär (how 

community members negotiate an emergent label). Article 4 (pede) addresses a 

related boundary case: it analyses predominantly out-group derogatory uses while 

also attending to limited identity-asserting or in-group uses, but its empirical 

evidence remains corpus-based. Against this background, the four articles 

contribute as follows: 

Article 1 (kväär, Estonian survey + corpus context): combines (a) corpus-

based contextualisation of LGBT-related labels in Estonian public texts with 

(b) an Estonia-focused online survey to examine community evaluations and 

meanings of kväär, using both closed-response items and open-ended meta-

linguistic commentary. 

Article 2 (kväär/kvääri, Estonian-Finnish comparison): uses parallel 

surveys in Estonian and Finnish language contexts to examine cross-linguistic 

and cross-cultural adaptation and evaluation of queer, kväär, and kvääri across 

post-Soviet Estonian and Nordic Finnish context, combining qualitative analysis 

of metalinguistic commentary with comparative statistical exploration of 

associations between background variables and evaluations. 
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Article 3 (gei, homo, homoseksuaal, media-corpus strand): analyses dia-

chronic media discourse using corpus-assisted pattern identification (frequency 

and collocation) and systematic close reading supported by a Critical Stylistics 

workflow, allowing recurrent textual strategies to be described in a transparent 

and comparable way across periods and outlets. 

Article 4 (pede, slur-focused strand): conducts a diachronic, corpus-infor-

med analysis of a derogatory label, treating the corpus primarily as a retrieval 

archive for contextualised instances and then analysing pragmatic function and 

usage patterns qualitatively (rather than modelling large-scale quantitative 

tendencies as the primary output). 

Across these four articles, three research dimensions emerge: diachronic 

development of labels is examined through diachronic corpus evidence (Articles 1, 

3–4) with Article 1 providing broader contextualisation across multiple sub-

corpora and Articles 3–4 conducting focused two-period comparisons. Discursive 

strategies are analysed via corpus-assisted patterning and a Critical Stylistic 

close-reading workflow applied to media texts (Article 3) and via corpus-

informed pragmatic analysis of slur usage (Article 4). Cultural translation is 

investigated through community survey data in Estonia and Finland, combining 

statistical exploration of evaluative patterning with inductive thematic analysis of 

metalinguistic commentary (Articles 1–2). Table 4.1 summarises how each 

article’s data, methods, and analytical focus contribute to the dissertation’s over-

all research design. 

 
Table 4.1. Overview of articles, methods and analytical foci 

Article Title Methods Analytical focus 

1 

“Kuidas suhtub Eesti LGBT 

kogukond sõnasse kväär?”  

 

EN “Perceptions of the word 

kväär (‘queer’) among the 

Estonian LGBT community” 

Corpus analysis 

(thesaurus, frequency, 

concordance). Community 

survey. Thematic analysis. 

Statistical methods 

(Conditional Inference 

Tree modelling) 

Frequencies of 

main LGBT labels 

and diachronic 

change; 

community 

attitudes toward 

kväär 

2 

“Is it like a warm coat or should it 

be buried 1,000 kilometres deep? 

A comparative analysis of queer, 

kväär and kvääri in the Estonian 

and Finnish languages” 

Parallel community 

surveys. Thematic 

analysis. Statistical 

methods (Chi-square tests; 

Conditional Inference Tree 

modelling) 

Cross-linguistic 

adaptation and 

comparison 

3 

“Naming, Framing, Regulating: 

gei, homo, homoseksuaal in 

Estonian media (1995–2023)” 

CADS (frequency, 

collocation, concor-

dances). Critical Stylistics 

Diachronic 

ideological 

discursive patterns 

4 

“Vaenusõna pede muutuv roll”  

 

EN “Changing role of the slur pede” 

Corpus-informed 

qualitative analysis 

Diachronic prag-

matic functions of 

slur pede 

 

Sections 4.2–4.6 describe the data, corpus procedures, survey design, and analytic 

steps in turn. 
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4.2 Data overview  

Across the dissertation, the empirical data come from (a) public written discourse 

in the Estonian National Corpus (ENC) (used in Articles 1, 3, and 4 with different 

analytic emphases) and (b) LGBT community surveys (Articles 1–2). Table 4.2 

provides an overview of corpus and survey data across articles. 

 
Table 4.2. Data sources and coverage2 

Article Corpus data Survey 

data 

Time span 

1 ENC 2021: Balanced Corpus (1990–2007; ~12M) 

ENC 2021: Reference Corpus (1995–2008; ~224M) 

ENC 2021: Timestamped (2014–2021; ~230M) 

Estonian Trends (2020–2023; ~142M) 

Estonia 

(n=353) 

Corpus: 

1990–2008; 

2014–2023 

Survey: 

October 2022 

2 – Estonia 

(n=353) 

Finland 

(n=353) 

October 2022 

(Estonia) 

October 2023 

(Finland) 

3 ENC 2023: Reference Corpus (1995–2008; ~224M)  

ENC 2023: Timestamped (2014–2023; ~344M)  

Periodicals only 

– 1995–2008; 

2014–2023  

4 ENC 2023: Reference Corpus (1995–2008; ~224M)  

ENC 2023: Timestamped (2014–2023; ~344M) 

Multiple text types (incl. comments/forums where 

available) 

– 1995–2008; 

2014–2023  

 

The data selection also entails several exclusions. Transgender-related labels such 

as transsooline and transseksuaal occur in the material but are not analysed syste-

matically, because they require a dedicated trans-linguistic framework attentive 

to gender, embodiment, transition, medical gatekeeping, legal recognition, and 

self-naming. Bisexual, pansexual, and asexual labels are not treated as focal 

terms, since the dissertation concentrates on the most frequent generalising labels 

for same-sex sexuality in Estonian media (homo, gei, homoseksuaal) and on two 

contested labels with distinct discursive roles (kväär, pede); bi- forms also create 

substantial unrelated query noise. The analysis is further limited to Estonian-

language discourse: Russian-language media in Estonia constitute an important 

parallel discourse field, with their own terminological repertoires (e.g., голубой 

[goluboi] ‘light blue; gay [slang]’, пидор [pidor] ‘slur for gay men’) and ties to 

both local and broader Russian-language media and discourse contexts. However, 

including Russian-language material would require a separate sampling strategy, 

 
2  Token counts are reported as displayed in Sketch Engine at the time of querying. The 

Reference Corpus count (~224 million) differs from the figure in Koppel & Kallas (2022; 

~212 million), likely due to differences in tokenisation.  
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different corpora, and engagement with the specificities of Russian state dis-

course on “non-traditional sexual relations”. Spoken interaction is excluded be-

cause available Estonian spoken corpora contain too few LGBT-related tokens 

and would require different methods. Social media platforms are not analysed as 

a separate data source because they require platform-specific collection strategies 

and ethical protocols; online comments and forums are used only where they are 

part of the Estonian National Corpus and explicitly included in the article-specific 

design. These exclusions are matters of data design and analytical focus, not 

claims about the lesser relevance of the excluded identities, languages, or 

discourse sites. 

 

4.2.1 Public discourse data (corpus-based) 

Public texts were accessed through the Estonian National Corpus / eesti keele 

ühendkorpus, queried via Sketch Engine (Kilgarriff et al. 2014). The corpus data 

are drawn from a general-purpose national corpus, not from a purpose-built 

corpus of LGBT-related texts. The target labels were retrieved through lexical 

queries across the corpus, regardless of text topic, which makes it possible to 

capture both topical and incidental uses of these labels, including uses that occur 

outside explicitly LGBT-related discussions. Article 1 uses the 2021 version 

(Kallas & Koppel 2022), Articles 3 and 4 use the 2023 version (Kallas & Koppel 

2023). These data are used in three different ways across the dissertation:  

• In Article 1, corpus evidence is used to contextualise label use in public dis-

course and to motivate the focus on kväär in community evaluation. The study 

draws on several subcorpora – the Balanced Corpus (1990–2007), Reference 

Corpus (1995–2008), and Timestamped Corpus (2014–2021) as well as 

Estonian Trends (2020–; ~142M as queried in 2023), an external monitor 

corpus drawing on the same sources as the Timestamped corpus and updated 

approximately monthly in Sketch Engine (Kallas & Koppel 2022). As a 

continuously expanding monitor corpus rather than a fixed reference corpus, 

Estonian Trends is used here to track very recent lexical salience and uptake, 

not as a directly comparable period corpus. Since Article 1 draws on sub-

corpora with different compilation histories and genre profiles, and since their 

coverage periods partly overlap, they are analysed as separate samples rather 

than pooled into a single dataset (Koppel & Kallas 2022: 209, 218). In Article 1, 

the frequency counts are based on the selected subcorpora as available in 

Sketch Engine and were not filtered by comment-section metadata. The corpus 

evidence is used for broad frequency-based contextualisation of public textual 

uptake; participatory genres such as comment sections and forums, where 

present in the underlying corpus, are not analysed separately, and community 

meanings and evaluations of kväär are examined through the LGBT survey. 

• In Article 3, quantitative corpus analysis (collocation, concordances) identifies 

salient patterns, and qualitative Critical Stylistics analysis interprets their 

ideological functions (the analytical toolkit is outlined in Section 4.3.2.1). 
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Article 3 restricts analysis to texts classified as ‘periodicals’ in Sketch Engine 

genre metadata. Because genre labels are automatic metadata, ‘periodicals’ is 

treated as a practical filter rather than a perfect genre typology. Outlets are 

categorised by ideological positioning (mainstream, cultural, conservative-

populist) rather than by genre, as the latter distinction is increasingly blurred 

in digital media environments. The categorisation draws on Estonian media 

research documenting the emergence of ideologically segmented alternative 

media alongside established outlets (Opermann & Kõuts-Klemm 2024; see 

Section 3.2). 

• In Article 4, the same corpus infrastructure was used to retrieve diachronic 

instances of a slur across text types (including participatory genres such as 

forums and comment sections) for pragmatic/function analysis rather than 

large-scale quantitative modelling. Because the two periods differ in platform 

ecology and the availability/visibility of participatory genres in the corpus, 

Article 4 analyses pede cross-genre. 

 

For the diachronic corpus-based articles (Articles 3–4, and for the diachronic 

contextualisation in Article 1 where comparable), the core comparisons are orga-

nised around two time periods drawn from subcorpora of the Estonian National 

Corpus, with article-specific filtering as described above: 

• Earlier period (P1) (Reference Corpus/Koondkorpus, 1995–2008; ~224 mil-

lion tokens): contains journalism, fiction, parliamentary transcripts, Estonian 

and European legal texts, academic texts, and web texts including news, blog 

and forum posts. Article 1 additionally draws on the Balanced Corpus (1990–

2007; ~12 million tokens), which contains equal proportions of newspapers, 

fiction, and academic writing. Although the Balanced Corpus starts in 1990, 

token frequencies before 1995 are too low and corpus composition too varied 

for reliable diachronic claims. 

• Later period (P2) (Timestamped/Uudisvood, 2014–2023; ~344 million 

tokens; see Table 4.2): consists primarily of online media portal texts (Koppel 

& Kallas 2022: 217–218), including established outlets (e.g., Delfi, ERR, 

Postimees), conservative-populist alternative media (Uued Uudised, Objektiiv), 

and cultural publications (e.g., Sirp, Müürileht). 

 

Throughout this dissertation, journalistic texts refer to content from professional 

outlets (newspapers, online news portals, and cultural publications), including 

news, opinion, features, interviews, and reviews; social media posts and user-

generated commentary are not included unless explicitly stated. In Sketch Engine, 

these correspond to texts classified as ‘periodicals’ in the genre metadata. This 

means that the corpus-based analyses describe public textual representations of 

LGBT-related labels; they do not directly capture private discourse, community-

internal communication, embodied practice, or interactional use. 
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The two main subcorpora were selected because their temporal metadata 

enables diachronic tracking of language change, and because the periods they 

cover correspond to analytically meaningful phases: an early independence phase, 

when same-sex relationships first became discussable in mainstream media, and 

a later phase characterised by intensified political contestation around partnership 

recognition and marriage equality. The absence of data for 2009–2013 reflects 

corpus availability rather than a theoretical assumption; the gap falls between the 

compilation periods of the available subcorpora (Kallas & Koppel 2022). Not-

ably, both kväär and the LGBT initialism entered the corpus during this gap 

period (Article 1). 

 

4.2.2 Community-facing data (survey-based) 

Community perspectives are captured through online surveys targeting LGBT 

respondents. Article 1 analyses an Estonia-focused survey conducted in October 

2022 (N = 353), administered via Google Forms. The survey was conducted at a 

point when kväär had begun circulating beyond activist and academic contexts 

into cultural journalism and broader public discourse, while community attitudes 

toward the term remained divided. This timing makes it possible to relate docu-

mented media usage patterns to community members’ self-reported evaluations 

and interpretations of the same emerging label. Article 2 extends this design into 

a parallel Estonian-Finnish comparison, co-authored with Meri Lindeman. The 

Finnish survey was conducted in October 2023 via Webropol, reaching the same 

number of responses as the Estonian survey (N = 353) and yielding a combined 

dataset of N = 706. Both surveys were open for seven days. Response uptake was 

strongly front-loaded – the large majority of responses arrived within the first two 

days of dissemination, after which the rate of new responses fell to a trickle. The 

seven-day window therefore captured the bulk of community uptake, and keeping 

the survey open longer was unlikely to have added many further responses. As is 

typical for online community surveys disseminated via social media, the samples 

skewed toward younger respondents; age was therefore treated as an analytically 

relevant background variable in subsequent analyses. 

In the Estonian survey, the questionnaire was distributed through three main 

channels: the largest Estonian LGBT+ Facebook group (approximately 1,800 

members); the Estonian LGBT Association (Eesti LGBT Ühing), which included 

it in its newsletter and closed information channels; and the Gay Christians’ 

Fellowship (Geikristlaste Kogu), which was invited by email to forward it to 

members and followers. From there, the questionnaire circulated further person-

to-person and through reposting by other LGBT groups and online spaces, 

including Discord. Respondents to the Finnish survey were recruited through 

comparable community organisations and online networks. “LGBT community” 

was thus operationalised pragmatically, as those reachable through LGBT activist 

organisations and their associated channels – people who recognise LGBT labels 

or community spaces as relevant to themselves. Targeting these networks rather 

than adjacent ones (e.g., feminist circles) was deliberate: the aim was to capture 
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how people who relate to the labels evaluate kväär, not the views of a general 

public with an interest in the topic. 

Both surveys followed a similar overall structure. The first section collected 

background information (sociodemographic and identity-related variables), with 

identity questions allowing custom responses and non-response options. The 

second section asked about familiarity with and use of kväär/kvääri/queer and 

included a five-point evaluation item measuring respondents’ orientation toward 

the localised label. The third section consisted of open-ended questions inviting 

respondents to justify their rating and describe what they understood kväär/kvääri 

to mean. 

These surveys are not intended to be statistically representative of all LGBT 

people in Estonia or Finland. In the Estonian survey, the sample was concentrated 

in major urban centres, with approximately 71% of respondents living in Tallinn 

or Tartu, and was also nationally/ethnically homogeneous, with approximately 

92% reporting Estonian national/ethnic self-identification. The surveys are 

therefore best understood as community-facing, self-selected samples recruited 

through LGBT organisations and online networks, rather than as population-level 

attitude surveys. The Estonian survey is also likely to under-represent Russian-

speaking LGBT people in Estonia, since recruitment moved mainly through 

Estonian-language LGBT organisations and networks. Earlier work notes parallel 

Estonian- and Russian-speaking queer networks in Estonia (Aavik et al. 2016), 

and Uibo’s survey found Russian-speaking respondents to be under-represented 

relative to their share of the general population (Uibo 2021). Recent ethnographic 

work on grassroots queer organising in Estonia also points to the growing impor-

tance of multilingual community spaces and Russian-speaking queer participants 

and activists (Lukinmaa & Milyakina 2025). Several such initiatives were only 

emerging or being reorganised around the time of the Estonian survey and were 

therefore not available as established recruitment channels. A consequence of this 

recruitment route is that the surveys may also under-reach people who engage 

with queer as a political or practice-based label without affiliating with organised 

LGBT communities, for example, those in artistic or activist circles who support 

queer politics without adopting the label for themselves, or people whose relation-

ship to queer runs through non-normative relationship or sexual practices, which 

were more visible in the Finnish data (Article 2). Some meaning potentials of 

kväär circulating outside organised LGBT community networks may therefore 

be under-represented.  

Ethical procedures followed web-survey guidelines (Buchanan & Hvizdak 

2009). In the Estonian survey, I obtained informed consent; no personal identifiers 

(names, contact details, IP addresses) were collected; and participants indicated 

age in ranges to reduce identification risk. After data collection, the Estonian 

Google Forms survey was deleted from the platform, and the exported data were 

stored and processed on secure university servers. 

The full Estonian survey instrument is provided in Appendix 1. 
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4.3 Queer Corpus Stylistics: from corpus evidence 

to ideological positioning 

This section introduces the corpus-based and text-analytical approaches used in 

the dissertation. Section 4.3.1 outlines Corpus-Assisted Discourse Studies (CADS) 

as the methodological framework for pattern identification; Section 4.3.2 presents 

Critical Stylistics as the interpretive framework for linking textual form to 

ideological meaning; and Section 4.3.2.1 specifies the textual-conceptual functions 

applied in the analysis. 

In the media-corpus strand of the dissertation, I use “Queer Corpus Stylistics” 

as a working label for the specific combination of approaches applied here: the 

normativity critique of queer linguistics, corpus-based patterning, and the text-

anchored interpretive toolkit of Critical Stylistics. The point is not to propose a 

new paradigm, but to name an integrated workflow that moves between macro-

level repetition (how norms become “common sense”) and micro-level textual 

choices (how categories, agency, and assumptions are grammatically built) 

(Kłaniecki 2023)  

 

4.3.1 Corpus-assisted discourse studies 

Corpus-Assisted Discourse Studies (CADS) refers to approaches that combine 

corpus linguistic techniques with discourse-analytic interpretation to identify 

recurrent (and often non-obvious) patterning in large text collections and relate 

these patterns to social meaning and ideology. A key motivation is methodo-

logical: corpus analysis supports accountable generalisation beyond isolated 

examples, while discourse-analytic close reading keeps interpretation anchored 

in co-text, genre, and context (Baker 2008, 2018, 2023; Baker et al. 2008; 

Partington et al. 2013). 

In this dissertation, corpus-assisted analysis makes visible how LGBT-related 

labels become embedded in wider discursive fields through repeated co-textual 

association and distribution across genres and time periods. CADS foregrounds, 

for example: 

Collocation and co-textual patterning: how labels cluster with recurring 

semantic fields and institutional frames (Brezina et al. 2015; Gablasova et al. 2017). 

Evaluative environments (often discussed via semantic prosody): how 

repeated co-occurrence can build persistent positive/negative orientations around 

otherwise “descriptive” category terms, while still requiring concordance-based 

interpretation rather than purely automatic labelling (Hunston 2007). 

Diachronic comparison: how distributional tendencies and dominant co-

textual environments shift or persist across periods (Baker 2013; Partington et al. 

2013). 

CADS is complementary to the dissertation’s other frameworks rather than 

competing with them: corpus evidence provides a structured view of repetition 

and salience in public discourse, while queer linguistics and (where used) Critical 

Stylistics support interpretation of these patterns as mechanisms of normativity 

and ideological positioning. 
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In language-and-sexuality research specifically, corpus-assisted approaches 

have produced substantial diachronic evidence. Paul Baker’s corpus-based work 

on British public discourse shows that framings and label choices shift over time – 

often toward more rights- and identity-oriented language – while older framings 

and “diachronic layers” of terminology remain in circulation (Baker 2008; Baker 

2013; Baker 2023; Love & Baker 2015). Wilkinson’s diachronic corpus-based 

CDA of The Times – interpreted through a poststructuralist discourse-theoretical 

lens – traces how salient labels and framings shift across periods, from earlier 

legal-criminal framings (e.g., homosexual offence) toward later collectivising and 

institutionalised labels (e.g., LGBT community), while showing that change 

unfolds alongside recurring, sedimented patterns visible in keyword profiles and 

collocation analysis (Wilkinson 2019; Wilkinson 2022; Wilkinson 2023). Other 

scholars have combined CADS approaches with critical discourse traditions to 

trace how media texts normalise certain sexual and gender identities while margi-

nalising others (Tarat et al. 2023; Zottola 2018). Corpus-assisted critical stylistics 

work outside sexuality studies (e.g., Hassan’s analysis of media portrayals of 

religious groups) is also relevant here methodologically, because it demonstrates 

how corpus patterns can be interpreted through Jeffries’ textual-conceptual 

functions to reveal ideological positioning (Hassan 2019). 

 

4.3.2 Critical Stylistics as interpretive framework 

The corpus-based media analysis requires a framework that links textual form to 

ideological meaning in a systematic and transparent way. For this purpose, the 

dissertation draws on Critical Stylistics (CS), developed by Jeffries, which offers 

a text-anchored toolkit for identifying how ideologically consequential meanings 

are constructed through recurrent linguistic patterning (Jeffries 2010; Jeffries & 

Walker 2019). 

CS builds on Hallidayan Systemic Functional Linguistics (SFL; Halliday & 

Matthiessen 2004) but reworks its functional grounding into an explicitly critical 

descriptive apparatus: a consistent set of form-function mappings that trace how 

texts cue particular worldviews and “common-sense” assumptions (Jeffries 2010). 

The choice also resonates with established Estonian traditions of functional and 

critical text analysis that foreground how linguistic form participates in con-

structing social reality and power relations (e.g., Kasik 2002; Kasik 2003; Kasik 

2004); CS adds to this tradition one explicit and replicable cross-linguistic toolkit. 

CS aligns with the broad aims of Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) in 

treating discourse as ideologically consequential but differs in emphasis. Where 

CDA often moves between textual analysis and wider socio-historical expla-

nation, CS forces the analyst to specify which textual choices cue which ideological 

readings, tracing how categorisation, agency patterns, list/contrast structures, and 

presuppositions build a particular version of social reality in the text, rather than 

moving quickly from topics to stances (Jeffries 2010; Jeffries & Walker 2019). This 

is especially useful in corpus-assisted work, where the interpretive risk is to build 

claims from striking individual concordance lines rather than from recurrent 

textual patterns. 
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Finally, CS is central primarily in Article 3, where the media-corpus analysis 

requires systematic form-ideology mapping at a textual level. The other articles 

foreground different but complementary perspectives (community evaluation and 

metalinguistic sense-making; pragmatic approaches to derogation and contested 

labels). The theoretical framework therefore presents CS as one component 

within an integrated design. 

 

4.3.2.1 Textual-conceptual functions used in this dissertation 

Jeffries operationalises Critical Stylistics through textual-conceptual functions: 

recurring ways in which texts organise experience, evaluation, agency, relations, 

assumptions, and viewpoint through identifiable linguistic cues (Jeffries 2010: 

15–16). 

Jeffries’ framework comprises ten textual-conceptual functions (Jeffries 2010): 

1. Naming and describing: constructing categories and attributes through 

labels, noun phrases, modification, and nominalisation. 

2. Representing actions, events and states (transitivity): construing processes 

and participant roles, distributing agency, responsibility, and affectedness. 

3. Equating and contrasting: building relations of sameness and difference 

between categories, actors, or positions. 

4. Exemplifying and enumerating: grouping entities into sets and taxonomies, 

as complete lists or illustrative instances. 

5. Prioritising: assigning salience by foregrounding some meanings and back-

grounding others through information structure and syntactic packaging. 

6. Implying and assuming: presenting meanings as shared or taken for granted 

(presupposition and implicature). 

7. Negating: evoking a scenario to deny or dismiss it. 

8. Hypothesising: using modality and conditionals to present situations as 

possible, probable, necessary, or obligatory. 

9. Presenting others’ speech and thoughts: reporting, framing, and evaluating 

the speech and thought of others. 

10. Representing time, space and society (deixis): positioning events and 

participants in time, space, and social relations relative to a viewpoint. 
 

Of Jeffries’ ten functions, Article 3 develops in detail those that most consistently 

organised the comparison between gei, homo, and homoseksuaal: naming and 

describing, representing actions/events/states, equating and contrasting, exempli-

fying and enumerating, implying and assuming, and prioritising. The other func-

tions in Jeffries’ framework were not treated as absent. Negating, hypothesising, 

reported speech/thought, and time-space-society positioning occur in the material, 

but in this analysis they mainly functioned as cues within the focal functions or as 

contextual features of journalistic discourse, rather than generating separate 

comparative findings. The selection of focal functions was therefore guided by 

analytical productivity: functions were developed as separate categories when 
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they helped explain recurrent differences in the ideological positioning of the 

three terms. 

Following Jeffries, the functions are treated here as overlapping conceptual 

tools rather than as discrete categories with one-to-one correspondences between 

form and meaning. The textual cues listed for each function are therefore used as 

recurrent operational indicators, not as exclusive or exhaustive formal markers. 

 

 

The core TCFs used are: 

 

Naming and describing captures how texts construct social categories and 

attributes through labels, noun phrases, modification, and nominalisation, thereby 

delimiting “kinds of people” and their evaluative profiles (Jeffries 2010: 19–21, 

33–35). Typical realisations include label choice, noun-phrase structure, modi-

fication (premodifiers/postmodifiers), nominalisation, and categorising compounds. 

Naming is treated here as ideologically consequential because it establishes 

category boundaries and can embed evaluation implicitly. A further operational 

distinction within naming and describing concerns grammatical realisation: 

labels can appear as nouns (constructing a bounded social type) or as adjectives 

(attributing a property). Nominal labelling can strengthen categorisation by 

presenting sexuality as a discrete identity category rather than an attribute. In the 

media corpus analysed in Article 3, the target terms gei, homo, and homoseksuaal 

occur predominantly in nominal patterns (e.g., as head nouns or predicate com-

plements such as olla X ‘to be X’); adjectival uses are comparatively rare and are 

treated as part of the same categorisation work (Article 3). 

In the tables below, the first column gives the Estonian example with gloss 

and translation, the second identifies the key textual cue(s), and the third provides 

the TCF interpretation, i.e. the analytical point the example illustrates in relation 

to the function. 

 
 

Example (ET + gloss + EN) Textual cue TCF interpretation 

Geide ja lesbide õiguste eest võitlejate 

rühmitust  

gay.PL.GEN and lesbian.PL.GEN 

rights.PL.GEN for fighter.PL.GEN 

organisation.PART 
‘an organisation of fighters for the rights of 

gays and lesbians’ 

geide ja 

lesbide + 

võitlejate 

rühmitust 

Constructs a rights-

bearing collective and 

institutional legitimacy 

through category 

naming. 

Homoseksuaalide abielu tähendab aga 

omasuguste ühendust  

homosexual.PL.GEN marriage mean.3SG 

but same.kind.PL.GEN union.PART  

‘The marriage of homosexuals means a union 

of those of the same kind’ 

tähendab + 

omasuguste 

ühendust 

Defines the category 

via sameness; frames 

“marriage of 

homosexuals” as a 

distinct type with an 

internal logic. 
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Representing actions, events and states captures how texts construe processes 

and participant roles – who acts, who is acted upon, and what is presented as an 

action, event, or state – thereby distributing agency, responsibility, and affectedness 

(Jeffries 2010: 38–40). Typical realisations include verb/process type, voice and 

impersonal constructions, argument structure, and clause patterns that foreground 

or background actors and institutions. 

 

Example (ET + gloss + EN) Textual cue TCF interpretation 

Doonoriks ei või olla […] narkomaanid, 

prostituudid ja homoseksuaalid.  

donor.TRANS NEG can be.INF […] 

drug.addict.PL prostitute.PL and 

homosexual.PL  

‘A donor cannot be […] drug addicts, 

prostitutes, and homosexuals.’ 

doonoriks + 

ei või olla; 

institutional 

source 

implicit 

Represents the listed 

groups as regulated 

rather than acting 

participants; the 

institutional source of 

the prohibition is 

syntactically absent. 

 

Equating and contrasting captures how texts build relations of sameness/ 

difference between categories, actors, or positions, often compressing evaluation 

into oppositions and alignments (Jeffries 2010: 51–52). Typical realisations 

include coordination and parallelism, comparison structures, apposition/renaming, 

and contrastive frames (e.g., binaries, “X vs. Y” formulations). It is included 

because equivalences and oppositions often act as compressed ideological eva-

luations and devices for constructing oppositions and alignments. 

 

Example (ET + gloss + EN) Textual cue TCF interpretation 

Pole tähtis kas inimene on gei või hetero.  

NEG.be important whether person be.3SG 

gay or straight  

‘It doesn’t matter whether a person is gay 

or straight.’ 

kas + või + 

pole tähtis 

Builds a binary contrast 

while explicitly 

neutralising its value; still 

presupposes the salience 

of the category split. 

 

Exemplifying and enumerating captures how texts group entities into sets and 

taxonomies, either presenting items as constituting a (seemingly) complete list or 

as illustrative instances of a broader category (Jeffries 2010: 66–67, 69–71). 

Typical realisations include list structures and case-parallelism, explicit exempli-

fying markers (e.g., ‘for example’ equivalents), and coordination patterns that 

create category scope and membership. This function is analytically distinct from 

equating/contrasting because it organises who or what belongs together, rather 

than how items are positioned relative to one another. In practice, the boundary 

between exemplifying and enumerating is not always formally clear-cut; some 

cases rely on pragmatic inferencing, and the same list structure may function as 

either an illustrative or a more comprehensive set depending on context.
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Example (ET + gloss + EN) Textual cue TCF interpretation 

Kõik targad lapsed teavad, et inimesed 

jagunevad tarkadeks ja lollideks, 

lesbideks ja geideks.  

all smart.PL child.PL know.3PL that 

people divide.PASS smart.PL.TRANS 

and stupid.PL.TRANS 

lesbian.PL.TRANS and gay.PL.TRANS  

‘All smart children know that people are 

divided into smart and stupid, lesbians 

and gays.’ 

kõik targad 

lapsed teavad + 

tarkadeks ja 

lollideks, 

lesbideks ja 

geideks 

Naturalises a taxonomy 

via list/parallelism and 

treats categorisation as 

“known truth”. 

Näiteks geide ja lesbide ühendused on 

juba loodud.  

for.example gay.PL.GEN and 

lesbian.PL.GEN association.PL be.3PL 

already establish.PTCP.PASS  

‘For example, gay and lesbian 

associations have already been 

established.’ 

näiteks + on 

juba loodud 

Provides a concrete 

instance supporting a 

broader category claim; 

presents 

institutionalisation as 

already underway. 

 

Implying and assuming captures how texts present meanings as already shared, 

taken for granted, or not up for debate, thereby naturalising contestable premises 

as the default interpretive frame (Jeffries 2010: 94–103). Typical realisations 

include presupposition triggers (definite descriptions, factives, change-of-state 

formulations), temporal/iterative markers (e.g., ‘already’), conditionals and 

limiters (e.g., ‘as long as’), and other constructions that embed assumptions rather 

than asserting them. Although presupposition and implicature can be analytically 

distinguished, they are not always sharply separable in practice; the category is 

used here to capture both textually encoded assumptions and closely related 

implied meanings that contribute to naturalisation. 

 

Example (ET + gloss + EN) Textual cue TCF interpretation 

Kümme noort leidis, et neid ei häiri 

homoseksuaalid seni, kuni need avalikult 

üles ei astu ning paraade ei pea.  

ten young.person.PART find.PST.3SG 

that them.PART NEG bother 

homosexual.PL as.long.as these publicly 

up NEG step and parade.PL.PART NEG 

hold  

‘Ten young people found that they are not 

bothered by homosexuals as long as they 

do not appear publicly and do not hold 

parades.’ 

seni, kuni + 

avalikult + ei 

astu + ei pea 

Presupposes 

acceptability is 

conditional on 

invisibility; normalises a 

threshold model of 

tolerance. 
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Example (ET + gloss + EN) Textual cue TCF interpretation 

Rootsi homoseksuaalidel juba lubatud 

oma kooselu seadustada, mis annab neile 

samasugused õigused nagu 

heteroseksuaalsetel abielupaaridel.  

Sweden.GEN homosexual.PL.ADE 

already allow.PTCP.PASS own 

cohabitation legalise.INF which give.3SG 

them.ALL same.kind.PL.NOM 

rights.PL.NOM as heterosexual.PL.ADE 

married.couple.PL.ADE  

‘In Sweden homosexuals have already 

been allowed to legalise their 

cohabitation, which gives them the same 

rights as heterosexual married couples.’ 

juba lubatud + 

samasugused 

õigused nagu 

Presupposes that 

permission is/was 

required; constructs 

rights as granted within 

an authorisation frame 

while asserting 

equivalence to 

heterosexual marriage. 

 

Prioritising captures how texts assign salience by foregrounding some meanings 

and backgrounding others through information structure, transformations, and 

subordination: for example, what is placed in thematic or initial position, what 

appears in the main clause rather than an embedded clause, and what is expressed 

through transformations that reduce prominence, especially passive constructions 

and comparable impersonal forms (Jeffries 2010: 77–88). In Article 3, this is 

particularly relevant for institutional discourse, where regulatory outcomes are 

foregrounded while authorising institutions or agents (state, medical institutions, 

legal bodies) are left implicit or syntactically downgraded. Typical realisations 

include word order and thematic fronting, passive and impersonal constructions, 

agent omission or optional agent marking (e.g., English by-phrases, Estonian 

poolt-constructions), and subordination or relative-clause packaging of con-

sequential information. Some of the following examples also appear under earlier 

functions. 

 

Example (ET + gloss + EN) Textual cue TCF interpretation 

Doonoriks ei või olla [...] narkomaanid, 

prostituudid ja homoseksuaalid.  

donor.TRANS NEG can be.INF [...] 

drug.addict.PL prostitute.PL and 

homosexual.PL  

‘A donor cannot be [...] drug addicts, 

prostitutes, and homosexuals.’ 

doonoriks + 

ei või olla; 

institutional 

authority implicit 

Foregrounds eligibility 

as the primary 

proposition while 

backgrounding who 

imposes the restriction; 

prioritises regulatory 

logic over institutional 

accountability. 
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Example (ET + gloss + EN) Textual cue TCF interpretation 

Rootsi homoseksuaalidel juba lubatud 

oma kooselu seadustada, mis annab 

neile samasugused õigused nagu 

heteroseksuaalsetel abielupaaridel.  

Sweden.GEN homosexual.PL.ADE 

already allow.PTCP.PASS own 

cohabitation legalise.INF which 

give.3SG them.ALL 

same.kind.PL.NOM rights.PL.NOM as 

heterosexual.PL.ADE 

married.couple.PL.ADE  

‘In Sweden homosexuals have already 

been allowed to legalise their 

cohabitation, which gives them the same 

rights as heterosexual married couples.’ 

lubatud + mis 

annab 

Prioritises authorisation 

(“allowed”) as the 

headline meaning, while 

the rights outcome is 

syntactically secondary; 

keeps the granting 

institution 

backgrounded, even in a 

pro-equality framing. 

 

Several of these examples recur in Chapter 5, where they are analysed as evidence 

rather than only as illustrations of the functions. The functions themselves are 

overlapping conceptual lenses rather than discrete categories (Jeffries 2010: 88): 

a single stretch of text may, for instance, both enumerate category members and 

presuppose their boundaries as given (Jeffries 2010: 66–71; 94–103). 

 

 

4.4 Corpus analytical procedures  

All corpus analyses were carried out in Sketch Engine (Kilgarriff et al. 2014) 

using the corpora described in Section 4.2. This section specifies (a) how search 

queries were constructed and cleaned, (b) how quantitative patterning (frequency 

and collocation) was operationalised where relevant, and (c) how concordance 

material was selected and analysed in the close-reading stages. 

As outlined in Section 4.2.1, the three corpus-based articles use the corpus 

differently: Article 1 for frequency contextualisation, Article 3 for collocation-

based patterning and qualitative interpretation, and Article 4 as a retrieval archive 

for pragmatic analysis. The corpus analyses are therefore text-first and pattern-

oriented: they examine how labels are used in public written discourse, rather 

than analysing interactional turn-taking, ethnographic practice, or speaker-level 

sociolinguistic variation. 

 

4.4.1 Query construction, cleaning, and context units 

Exploratory frequency mapping 

To contextualise term salience and to determine which labels would be carried 

forward into the corpus-based analyses, I first compiled a broader set of candidate 

LGBT-related labels for an exploratory frequency overview. The initial list was 



 52 

based on prior research and researcher judgement and was then checked using 

Sketch Engine’s distributional thesaurus in ENC 2021 to check corpus-near 

neighbours and confirm that selected items belonged to the same meaning domain. 

Seed terms for the thesaurus were gei, lesbi, homo, homoseksuaal, LGBT, trans-

sooline, and transseksuaal; for kväär and pede, corpus frequency was too low for 

the thesaurus function to return results. Items that appeared as thesaurus 

neighbours but fell outside the dissertation’s focus (e.g., broader “social justice” 

labels) were excluded to keep the frequency comparison aligned with the research 

object. Figure 5.1 presents this exploratory frequency mapping; the subsequent 

article-level analyses focus on the narrower set of key labels specified in 

Section 4.1. 

 

Query design 

Search queries were constructed to retrieve relevant morphological variants of the 

target labels (e.g., case- and number-marked forms) and, where needed, derived 

and compound forms, while excluding string-matches that are orthographically 

similar but conceptually unrelated. Depending on the term and the article, this 

was achieved via (a) lemma-based searches (when available and appropriate), 

and/or (b) regular-expression patterns (to capture derivatives and compounds 

sharing a stem). For example, Article 1 uses regular-expression queries in the 

lemma search field (e.g., homo.* retrieves all words whose lemma begins with 

homo-, including homo, homoseksuaal, homoabielu (‘same-sex marriage’), homot-

sema (‘to act/be homo’ [pejorative]); trans.* retrieves transsooline (‘transgender’), 

transseksuaal (‘transsexual’), etc.). 

The distinction between regular-expression queries (e.g., homo.*) and single-

lemma queries (e.g., homo) is analytically significant: regular-expression queries 

capture morphological variation (compounds, derivatives), while single-lemma 

queries track individual labels as standalone forms. This difference is interpreted 

in Section 5.1. 

 

Cleaning and exclusions 

Retrieved results were checked against concordance lines to confirm that hits 

belonged to the intended meaning domain; false positives were removed through 

manual concordance screening and, when searches returned substantial unrelated 

material, through query-level exclusions or stopword lists in Sketch Engine. For 

homo, non-target uses (Homo sapiens, Homo ludens) and technical formations 

(homogeenne ‘homogeneous’, homogeniseerima ‘to homogenise’) were excluded. 

For prefix-like strings (trans-), unrelated items (e.g., transport, transatlantiline) 

were filtered out. 
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Context units 

The basic qualitative unit of analysis is the concordance line (KWIC), with 

surrounding co-text used to establish how the label functions in context. In 

Article 4, concordance lines were extracted with ±50 words of co-text; when 

required, larger units (paragraph or full text) were consulted for functional inter-

pretation. 

 

4.4.2 Frequency and collocation procedures 

Where the research task required diachronic patterning (Articles 1 and 3), 

frequency was calculated as both absolute counts and normalised frequency (per 

million tokens) to support comparison across subcorpora of different sizes. To 

test whether observed frequency differences between periods are statistically 

significant, log-likelihood (LL) tests were applied to the three focal terms in 

Article 3 (gei, homo, homoseksuaal). Log-likelihood is appropriate for comparing 

frequencies across corpora of different sizes and does not assume normal 

distribution (Rayson & Garside 2000). Statistical significance is treated as a 

warrant that differences are unlikely to be due to corpus size alone, while inter-

pretive claims are based on convergence with normalised frequencies, collocation 

evidence, concordance reading, and qualitative analysis. Results are reported in 

Section 5.1.  

In Article 3, collocation analysis was used to locate recurrent discursive 

environments for gei, homo, and homoseksuaal before moving into text-anchored 

interpretation. Collocates were extracted using Sketch Engine’s Collocations 

function within a symmetrical ±5-word window, wide enough to capture dis-

course-level patterning while limiting noise from distant co-text (Stefanowitsch 

2020), with results ranked by LogDice score. The Collocations function was 

preferred over Word Sketch because the latter requires higher token frequencies 

to generate reliable grammatical profiles (Kilgarriff et al. 2014: 10–12), and the 

target terms had relatively low frequencies in the filtered subcorpora. The 

window-based approach also aligned better with the research aim of identifying 

general discursive environments rather than specific grammatical relations.  

LogDice was selected as the association measure because it is well suited for 

large, diverse general corpora with relatively low target-term frequencies. Unlike 

Mutual Information (MI), which favours rare word pairs and can overweight low-

frequency collocates, or T-score, which emphasises high-frequency combinations, 

LogDice balances both extremes and produces more stable results across varying 

corpus sizes and term frequencies (Rychlý 2008). A LogDice score of ≥ 5 was 

used as the minimum threshold for significance, with scores ≥ 10 treated as 

especially strong associations. A minimum collocate frequency of 7 occurrences 

was applied to avoid interpreting accidental co-occurrence. 

Collocation results were then treated as attention-directing evidence: they 

identify where patterning is likely to be meaningful, but interpretive claims are 

grounded in concordance reading rather than in collocation scores alone. The 
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quantitative collocational results informed the subsequent qualitative Critical 

Stylistics analysis (Section 4.4.4). 

 

4.4.3 Concordance selection and qualitative reading 

Across the corpus-based analyses, qualitative interpretation proceeds through 

concordance reading with metadata. In Article 3, KWIC concordance lines were 

exported from Sketch Engine and manually analysed as the main qualitative 

evidence base for describing recurring discursive strategies. 

To keep close reading manageable while still anchored in the quantitative 

outputs, Article 3 applies a structured sampling rule: for each strong collocate, 

7–15 concordance lines per period were analysed. The lower bound corresponds 

to the minimum-frequency threshold, while the upper bound was set to maintain 

analytical tractability; where a collocate occurred more than 15 times, all lines 

were read and a subset selected to represent recurring patterns, with highly 

exceptional one-off cases excluded. KWIC lines were stratified by outlet and year 

within each period to ensure coverage across sources and timepoints and to avoid 

clustering from single sources. The resulting qualitative dataset consists of 1,078 

concordance lines across both periods and all three node terms. Consistency was 

supported through two-pass coding, with each TCF assignment documented with 

an explicit note of the textual cue(s) motivating the decision. Concordance lines 

were treated as evidence of recurrent patterning rather than as “best examples”: 

quantitative results (frequency/collocation) were used to identify salient co-

textual environments, and qualitative coding was then conducted by the author 

on this systematically extracted dataset. Examples quoted in the analysis are 

therefore illustrative of patterns attested across multiple concordance lines; single 

instances are not treated as sufficient evidence on their own.  

In Article 4, the procedure differs because the research aim is not collocational 

profiling but a diachronic account of pragmatic functions. The corpus is therefore 

used as a retrieval archive, and the analysis proceeds through reading and coding 

concordance evidence (± 50 words; expanded when necessary) across the two 

periods. Because several relevant meanings depend on irony, sarcasm, quotation, 

or context-dependent subversion, concordance lines were not interpreted mechani-

cally: where the local KWIC context was insufficient, wider co-text was con-

sulted before assigning a function or ideological interpretation. 

All Estonian corpus examples cited in the dissertation were translated into 

English by the author. Translations aim to preserve the lexical and stylistic 

markedness of the original, rendering examples as literally as possible while 

maintaining readability. Where pragmatic effects or connotations are difficult to 

render in translation, the original Estonian is retained in parentheses or discussed 

in the analysis. 
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4.4.4 Critical Stylistics workflow 

In Article 3, corpus outputs are integrated with a Critical Stylistics workflow 

within the Queer Corpus Stylistics design outlined in Section 4.3. Quantitative 

patterning (frequency and collocation) is used to identify salient co-textual 

environments for gei, homo, and homoseksuaal, and these environments are then 

interpreted through close qualitative analysis of concordance material using 

Jeffries’ textual-conceptual functions (TCFs).  

Coding was conducted manually on exported KWIC lines, with attention to 

how grammatical and lexical patterning constructs category boundaries, allocates 

agency and responsibility, builds equivalences and oppositions, and embeds 

taken-for-granted assumptions. The Critical Stylistics workflow operationalises 

the queer-linguistic commitments set out at the beginning of Chapter 2 by tracing 

how naming, agency, categorisation, presupposition, and evaluation construct 

normativity in recurrent textual patterns. 

Each label analysis in Article 3 follows a consistent presentation structure: 

(a) frequency and distribution overview, (b) collocational profile with key col-

locates identified, (c) qualitative analysis of concordance patterns organised by 

textual-conceptual function, and (d) summary of ideological positioning. This 

structure ensures that interpretive claims remain anchored in the quantitative 

evidence. 

Each concordance line was coded for the textual-conceptual function most 

directly relevant to ideological positioning in that local context. Where multiple 

functions were applicable, the overlap was noted, but a single primary function 

was assigned according to which function most strongly shaped how the label 

positioned the referent group in that specific co-text. This was an interpretive 

decision guided by the research questions rather than a mechanical rule. Coding 

proceeded across multiple analytical passes, with earlier decisions periodically 

revisited to ensure consistency as patterns and categories became clearer. Register 

differences were not pre-assigned but emerged through iterative analysis of con-

cordance evidence. 

As this is a solo-authored study, intercoder reliability measures were not 

calculated. Instead, consistency was supported through systematic documentation 

of coding decisions, repeated analytical passes, and explicit coding cues. These 

cues included how agency and responsibility were distributed in the clause; 

whether institutional authorisation or restriction was invoked; whether equiva-

lences or oppositions were constructed; whether list or enumeration structures 

were used to build categories; and what assumptions were treated as given, for 

example through presupposed norms. 
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4.4.5 Slur-focused corpus-informed workflow 

Article 4 uses the same corpus infrastructure and diachronic division as the media 

strand but operationalises corpus evidence differently: the objective is to docu-

ment how pede functions pragmatically across contexts and time, rather than to 

model collocational tendencies as the primary output. 

The coding scheme takes Croom’s (2013) three-part classification of slur uses 

as its starting point (see Section 2.1.1) but extends it to accommodate two 

dimensions that existing frameworks do not systematically address: diachronic 

functional change and ideological instrumentalisation. The five-function  

scheme – (1) insult, (2) social control, (3) political labelling, (4) provocation, and 

(5) (limited) identity-asserting/in-group use – was developed inductively from 

the corpus material; the empirical motivation is presented in Article 4. A minority 

of instances resisted clean assignment, most often where norm-enforcing and 

ideological-boundary uses co-occurred or where the slur was reported rather than 

deployed. These cases were assigned to their primary function to keep the 

categories analytically legible; a few marginal uses that did not form a recurring 

pattern were noted but not treated as separate functions. 

The discussion is descriptive rather than evaluative: it does not provide a legal 

or normative classification of hate speech but analyses discursive functions and 

contextual uses.  

 

 

4.5 Survey analytical procedures 

This section outlines how the two survey datasets (Section 4.2.2) were analysed. 

Both surveys combine (a) closed-response items analysed quantitatively and 

(b) open-ended comments analysed qualitatively as metalinguistic commentary. 

The two strands are treated as complementary: statistical analyses map patterned 

associations in the sample, while thematic analysis specifies how respondents 

themselves justify and conceptualise kväär/kvääri. 

Quantitative strand (Articles 1–2). All quantitative analyses were conducted 

in RStudio (Posit Team 2024). Attitude towards kväär/kvääri was measured with 

a 5-point Likert item and analysed in relation to background variables (e.g., age 

group, gender and sexual identity, trans status; operationalisation reported in 

Articles 1–2). For statistical analysis conditional inference trees (Hothorn et al. 

2020) were used as an exploratory method to identify which background 

variables show the strongest association with attitude ratings. Cross-language 

comparisons (Article 2) were tested using chi-square tests of independence. 

Qualitative strand: open-ended responses (Articles 1–2). As established in 

Section 2.3, open-ended responses are treated as metalinguistic commentary – 

language users’ explicit reflections on labels, their meanings, and their social 

consequences rather than as opinion data. Open-ended responses were analysed 

inductively following Braun and Clarke’s (2006) thematic analysis procedure. 

The qualitative material comprises the open-ended justifications and definitions 
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(approximately 13,000 words in the Estonian survey and 14,000 words in the 

Finnish survey). Themes are treated as interpretive patterns produced through 

coding rather than as entities that “emerge” from the data. Initial coding was 

conducted without predetermined hypotheses; a single response could be coded 

under multiple themes when it mobilised several evaluative logics (e.g., condi-

tional or ambivalent stances). QCAmap (Mayring 2014) was used as a practical 

environment for coding and organising themes; the analytic logic followed 

thematic analysis rather than qualitative content analysis. For Article 2, the 

Estonian thematic framework developed in Article 1 served as the baseline: 

Lindeman coded the Finnish dataset using this framework, and we developed the 

cross-dataset synthesis jointly. Because the open-ended material constitutes a 

fixed dataset (all survey responses) rather than an incrementally sampled one, 

saturation is not applicable as a stopping criterion; instead, thematic coverage was 

ensured through iterative coding and review of the full dataset. 

Integration of strands. In Articles 1–2, the quantitative and qualitative 

analyses address different aspects of the same object: community negotiation of 

a contested label. Quantitative modelling indicates which background variables 

pattern with evaluative orientation in the sample; qualitative analysis shows how 

respondents make sense of and argue for those evaluations (e.g., via linguistic 

associations, perceived risks, aesthetic judgements, political meanings, or 

inclusion/exclusion concerns). Integration of the two strands is reported in the 

Results/Discussion sections of Articles 1 and 2.  

 

 

4.6 Researcher positionality, reflexivity, and ethics  

As a queer researcher involved in Estonian feminist and LGBT networks, I am 

not an external observer of the discourses analysed. This community affiliation 

shaped both my access to data – particularly for survey distribution – and my 

interpretive orientation. It brings advantages (familiarity with local naming 

debates and sensitivity to contextual nuance, as well as credibility within the 

community and increased trust that likely supported survey participation), but it 

also means I am implicated in the discourses I examine. 

My research is guided by two commitments: producing a linguistic analysis 

of identity labelling in Estonian and avoiding analytic practices that reproduce 

stigma when discussing marginalised groups. These aims are not always aligned, 

and navigating their tension has required ongoing reflexive attention. I main-

tained a research diary and an audit trail of analytical decisions (e.g., coding 

choices, query parameters, and borderline cases) to make my interpretations more 

transparent and accountable. 

Importantly, I do not adopt a “view-from-nowhere” stance toward the social 

content of the discourse under study. When analysing queerphobic or dehuma-

nising language, the analysis is text-anchored and empirically grounded, but it is 

not politically neutral: the purpose is to show how such discourse works 
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linguistically and ideologically, not to legitimise it as simply one “side” of a 

debate (Lo Vecchio 2025; van Dijk 2001; Motschenbacher 2011). 

The clearest test came with the kväär survey data: responses were often ambi-

valent, ranging from distaste and avoidance (including explicit call for dictionary 

removal) to celebration and pride. I present these positions and their reasoning 

without advocating a “correct” outcome, treating the object of analysis as com-

munity negotiation rather than terminological “resolution”. 

Ethical considerations were particularly acute in analysing pede (Article 4). 

The term has documented harmful uses and can carry impact even in quoted or 

ironic contexts, yet it also appears in community self-positioning and limited 

attempts at reclamation. I approach this material with the understanding that 

questions of reclamation and harm are matters for community negotiation, 

not academic adjudication. My analysis documents the range of pragmatic 

functions – including tensions and ambivalences – without deciding which uses 

are legitimate. 
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5. MAIN RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

This chapter synthesises the dissertation’s empirical findings on how LGBT-

related labels have been used, evaluated, and ideologically positioned in Estonian 

media discourse and LGBT community language practices across roughly three 

decades, foregrounding cross-article patterns and answering the three research 

questions. 
 

 

5.1 Frequency trajectories and lexical stratification 

This section triangulates two frequency measures (see Section 4.4.1): a stem-

based view of broader word families, produced through regular-expression 

queries in the lemma search field (Article 1), and a single-lemma view of stand-

alone labels in journalistic texts (Article 3). Together they show the same overall 

trajectory, while any divergence indicates whether change is driven primarily 

by standalone label choice or by broader lexical productivity (cf. van Dijk 

2001: 275). 

 

5.1.1 Frequency patterns: stem-based and single-lemma evidence 

Across the LGBT-related word families captured by the stem-based queries, the 

main pattern is field expansion with layering. Older labels, compounds, and 

derivatives remain in circulation even as newer items enter the field and become 

specialised. This pattern is comparable to Szulc’s analysis of Polish LGBT naming, 

where Polish terms, English borrowings, euphemisms, activist labels, and locally 

adapted forms such as gej and kłir coexist rather than forming a simple sequence 

of replacement (Szulc 2012: 72–73). The Estonian data show a comparable but 

language-specific layering in a smaller-language context, where the arc from 

Soviet-era medicalised vocabulary to rights-based institutional language and 

activist neologisms unfolds within approximately thirty years. Figure 5.1 shows 

these patterns across four corpus periods (see Table 4.2 for corpus details).3  

Two complementary measures are used here. Figure 5.1 maps the broad word-

family trends (stem-based queries) across four periods; Figure 5.2 narrows to 

standalone single lemmas in journalistic texts across two periods, making the 

‘change without replacement’ claim visible at the lemma level. The two are read 

together throughout this section: the stem-based view shows overall expansion 

across word families, while the single-lemma view shows which individual labels 

drive it. 

 
3  Note that the four subcorpora have different compositions. The Balanced Corpus contains 

formal genres like newspapers, fiction, and academic texts. The Reference Corpus includes 

web and forum texts. The later corpora, Timestamped and Estonian Trends, are based on RSS 

news feeds. The Balanced Corpus offers the earliest baseline from 1990 to 2007 and shows 

the first uses of terms. However, the most reliable comparison over time is between the Refe-

rence Corpus and the later RSS-based corpora. See Section 4.2 for details about the corpora. 
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Figure 5.1. Relative frequencies of LGBT-related word families captured by stem-based 

regular expression queries across four corpus periods (per million tokens). Asterisk 

notation (e.g., homo.*) indicates regular-expression queries in the lemma search field, 

capturing all words whose lemma begins with the search string. 
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Figure 5.2. Relative frequencies of LGBT-related lemmas in journalistic texts across two 

periods (per million tokens). Data from ENC Reference subcorpus (1995–2008) and ENC 

Timestamped subcorpus (2014–2023), filtered by source metadata. 

 



 62 

First, use of homo.* remains consistently more frequent than use of hetero.*, 

though both the frequency of homo.* and the asymmetry between the two change 

over time: in 1990–2008, homo.* occurs around 8–10 times more often than 

hetero.*; by the 2020s, homo.* has declined somewhat while hetero.* has 

increased slightly, narrowing the gap to around fivefold. (The apparent peak in 

the 1995–2008 Reference Corpus is likely to reflect corpus composition, as this 

subcorpus includes web texts and forum posts; see Section 5.2.) The increase in 

hetero.* may reflect debates around partnership and marriage equality, where 

both labels – homo- and hetero- – are explicitly named in comparison. The single-

lemma data (Figure 5.2) specifies the source of this decline: within the homo- 

family, the standalone label homo declines strongly, as does the noun homo-

seksuaal, while the adjective homoseksuaalne ‘homosexual [adj.]’ and abstract 

noun homoseksuaalsus ‘homosexuality’ remain relatively stable. This indicates 

that the regular-expression level decline is driven by shifts in identity-label pre-

ference – from homo and homoseksuaal toward gei – rather than by a decline in 

descriptive or adjectival vocabulary. A similar change has been noted in English-

language media. Love and Baker (2015: 71–72) highlight a gradual decline in the 

use of “homosexual”, while the term “gay” remains stable. They see this as a 

significant shift in norms, where “homosexual” relates to behaviour, but “gay” 

refers to identity. Motschenbacher (2021: 26–27) clarifies this trend: many people 

now avoid “homosexual” as a self-identifying label because of negative con-

nections. The Estonian data show a similar pattern. There is a decline in formal 

and clinical labels along with the rise of an identity-affirming alternative. How-

ever, the local dynamics are different. English also has homo as a colloquial and 

often derogatory form (Boswell 1993; Merriam-Webster n.d.) but in the English-

language comparison literature cited here the contrast is more often drawn 

between gay and homosexual, whereas in the Estonian case homo appears more 

visibly as a routine public-discourse label. 

At the same time, the use of gei increases substantially, confirming the redis-

tribution away from homo – an older, pragmatically flexible and polemically 

available label – toward gei as the preferred standalone label in journalistic dis-

course. Log-likelihood tests indicate that the period differences are unlikely to be 

due to corpus size alone, with a sharp decline for homo (7.65 → 2.97; LL = 

562.28, p < .001) and a strong rise for gei (3.05 → 5.98; LL = 241.64, p < .001), 

while homoseksuaal shows only a small decrease (2.82 → 2.46; LL = 7.08, 

p < .01). The overall asymmetry between homo.* and hetero.* remains consistent 

with regard to markedness/heteronormativity: heterosexuality is lexically less 

marked, while homosexuality is more often explicitly named. This imbalance 

shows a wider pattern in discussions. Baker (2005: 100–101) points out that in 

media talks, heterosexuality is often ignored or taken for granted because it is not 

seen as newsworthy. Meanwhile, Paterson and Coffey-Glover (2018: 21) illus-

trate that unmarked marriage usually means heterosexual marriage. Terms like 

heterosexual marriage and traditional marriage appear as specific alternatives, 

indicating that heterosexuality acts as the unmentioned standard. Motschenbacher 

and Stegu (2013: 524) expand on this: concentrating only on non-heterosexuality 
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can reinforce heterosexuality as the hidden norm. The Estonian frequency data 

reveal that this markedness logic continues, even as the language becomes more 

varied. The gap between homo and hetero shrinks but does not disappear. 

The distribution of concordance lines across outlet types in the journalistic 

dataset confirms that label preference correlates with ideological positioning 

(Figure 5.3). Conservative-populist outlets – present only in Period 2 – show a 

distinct pattern: while gei remains the most frequent term (48%), it is less domi-

nant than in mainstream sources (72%). The difference is not in homo, which 

remains stable (19–20% in both outlet types), but in homoseksuaal, which 

accounts for 32% of conservative-populist concordance lines, compared to 9% in 

mainstream media. This suggests that conservative-populist sources show mar-

kedly higher use of formal-clinical terminology (homoseksuaal) while main-

stream outlets prefer identity-affirming language (gei). Cultural outlets only have 

35 concordance lines in total (2% of the dataset), which is too few for a reliable 

comparison. This register-ideology split has parallels across languages. 

Socciarelli (2019: 46–47 and 54–55) notes a similar distinction in Italian media. 

In this context, the term omosessuale varies based on the discourse and ideo-

logical positions. Conservative and Catholic groups prefer the formal term, while 

the borrowed gay serves as a label that affirms identity. Motschenbacher (2021: 

26–27) offers a framework for understanding this: terms with negative asso-

ciations become available as distancing labels in ideologically charged discourse. 

The Estonian data reflects the same trend. The term homoseksuaal is not just 

“formal”; its formality serves a specific ideological purpose in conservative-

populist sources.  

 

Figure 5.3. Proportional distribution of gei, homo, and homoseksuaal by outlet type and 

period. Conservative-populist outlets are absent from Period 1. Of the full dataset 

(n = 1,816 concordance lines), 47 lines from miscellaneous sources not classifiable into 

the three main outlet categories are excluded from this figure. 

 

Second, while the use of gei.* rises, lesb.* decreases slightly. Multiple expla-

nations are possible: (a) gei may increasingly be used in a gender-inclusive way 

following English gay, though collocational evidence suggests gay remains 

strongly associated with male referents (Motschenbacher 2022: 72); (b) sub-

corpus composition and topic distribution may affect observed frequencies; 

and/or (c) lesbian visibility may have been particularly salient in the 1990s and 
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then redistributed as the vocabulary diversified. The decrease of lesb.* may also 

relate to movement history: the merging and professionalisation of lesbian and 

gay activism in Estonia led to broader umbrella terminology (Koppel 2022: 141). 

These patterns require separate qualitative follow-up. The imbalance between 

gay/gei and lesbian/lesbi frequencies is a common pattern across different lan-

guages. Baker (2013: 191) points out that gay is more closely linked to male 

identity, which contributes to the invisibility of lesbians. Szulc (2012: 78–79) 

explains that in Polish discussions, gay serves as a general term but often ends up 

being exclusive to males, raising similar concerns. Ng et al. (2024: 1–2) offer 

recent statistical proof: in their extensive analysis of news coverage, the label gay 

significantly surpasses lesbian and other identity labels.  

Third, later corpora show a clear rise in rights-based and institutional vocabulary. 

The query results for samasooli.* (‘same-sex’) (capturing all inflected forms) and 

the single lemmas samasooline and samast soost (‘of the same sex’) increase 

sharply, with samasooline rising up to tenfold compared to the 1990s. These 

terms primarily appear in debates about registered partnership and marriage 

equality. Motschenbacher (2018: 161–162; 2022) reports that English same-sex 

typically pairs with relationship and legal-political vocabulary. It is least likely to 

connect with identity categories. This term acts as the label the state uses to 

regulate non-heterosexual relationships. The Estonian samasooline serves the 

same purpose: it functions as a regulatory tool rather than a label that com-

munities choose for self-description. 

Fourth, use of trans.* increases substantially from the 2010s onward, roughly 

doubling in comparison to the earlier periods. The single-lemma data shows a 

change within this family. Transsooline (‘transgender’) increases notably while 

transseksuaal (‘transsexual’) declines, reflecting wider international trends. 

Zottola (2018: 247–248; 2021: 71) documents a similar pattern in British press 

corpora. Popular press favours transsexual and sex change, while quality press 

increasingly uses trans. Advocacy groups see transsexual as problematic because 

it emphasises physical and sexual aspects instead of identity. Baker (2013: 193) 

interprets this same trend in English-language academic discourse as a shift from 

a sex/sexuality framework to a gender framework. Two additional terms appear 

in Figure 5.2: biseksuaal (‘bisexual’) and mittebinaarne (‘non-binary’), which 

remain low-frequency in the corpus. These terms are not analysed in detail here: 

bisexual identity vocabulary poses particular methodological challenges, as the 

stem bi- generates substantial noise in regular expression queries (e.g., binaarne 

‘binary’, bioloogia ‘biology’), requiring manual filtering that falls outside the 

current scope. Non-binary labels emerge only in the later period, consistent with 

the broader expansion of non-binary as an identity category beyond binary 

frameworks (Coats & Laippala 2024: 21–22; Kolek 2019: 304, 312–313) and 

warrant separate investigation as gender-identity vocabulary expands. The low 

frequency of these terms should not suggest low relevance. Wilkinson (2019: 

249, 250) shows that bisexuality is often overlooked in media representation. 

Coverage is not equally shared across identity categories. Ng et al. (2024: 1, 7) 

confirm that in news discourse, gay keywords far outnumber bisexual ones. Fifth, 
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use of institutional umbrella terminology shows the strongest growth. LGBT.* is 

absent from the earlier corpora but its frequency increases sharply from the 

2010s, becoming one of the most frequent terms in the later periods (Figure 5.1). 

This increase aligns with the initialism’s institutional consolidation during the 

corpus gap (2009–2013; see Section 3.2): EU-supported Erinevus Rikastab 

(‘Diversity Enriches’) initiatives (running 2009–2012) produced LGBT-branded 

mainstream outputs (including a supplement of the daily newspaper Postimees) 

and an LGBT public-opinion survey; MTÜ Eesti Gei Noored (NGO Estonian 

Gay Youth) was renamed Eesti LGBT Ühing (Estonian LGBT Association); and 

the Ministry of Justice’s 2012 cohabitation-law concept triggered sustained 

public debate (Talalaev 2013; Tiidenberg & Allaste 2020). The single-lemma 

data confirms that the frequency of use of LGBT increased substantially in jour-

nalistic texts (Figure 5.2), reflecting the professionalisation of advocacy and the 

stabilisation of LGBT as a default label in policy, media, and organisational 

discourse. Cross-linguistically, a comparable shift is visible in UK press 

discourse: in a diachronic corpus of The Times (1957–2017), Wilkinson shows 

that LGBT becomes a key term in the 2003–2017 subcorpus and is closely tied to 

institutional/workplace contexts, consistent with a move toward collectivising 

umbrella terminology (Wilkinson 2023: 176, 179, 207). Baker (2013: 188) 

documents a comparable trend in English-language academic discourse, where 

frequency of use of LGBT increases, while use of homosexual decreases, linking 

this to the limitations of earlier formulations like gay men and lesbians. 

Sixth, kväär enters later as a new addition, though with a low frequency: it is 

absent from the P1 data but present by 2014 (Figure 5.1), appearing after the 

2009–2013 timestamp gap in the corpus. Despite its low frequency, kväär 

becomes salient enough to trigger explicit metalinguistic negotiation within the 

LGBT community (see Section 5.3). Notably, the use of LGBT is at least seven 

times more frequent than kväär in the later corpus periods, underscoring that 

institutional terminology dominates while activist/cultural innovations like kväär 

occupy a niche position. In the 2020s Estonian Trends corpus, kväär becomes 

almost three times more frequent than the English queer, suggesting that the 

localised form has gained ground over the English label. The single-lemma data 

(Figure 5.2) confirms that the use frequency of both kväär and queer remains low 

compared to established labels, though kväär shows slight growth (Article 1). In 

other non-English contexts, the relationship between local forms and English 

forms varies. Jakobsson (2020: 151–152) shows how the Swedish word skev 

takes on a broader meaning beyond sexuality, though it also moves away from its 

original critical meaning. 

Seventh, the pede.* query remains relatively infrequent in the broader corpus 

comparison: pede.* occurs at 2.29 occurrences per million words in the 1995–

2008 Reference Corpus and at 1.21 per million in both Feeds and Estonian 

Trends. Here, the regular-expression query does not isolate the slur pede alone, 

but also includes pederast-type forms. The higher rate in the Reference Corpus 

likely reflects the inclusion of web texts and forum material, where such 

vocabulary is more common. The single-lemma data (Figure 5.2), restricted to 
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journalistic texts, separates pede and pederast and likewise confirms that both 

remain low-frequency. However, low or only moderately changing frequency 

does not imply functional stability: Article 4 draws on forum and blog data 

alongside media texts to document substantial pragmatic refunctionalisation 

of pede, including its extension into political and polarised public discourse and 

its increased morphological productivity in compounds (see Section 5.2.2). 

This disconnect between frequency and function illustrates why quantitative 

frequency data must be supplemented with qualitative pragmatic analysis. As 

Motschenbacher (2018: 166–167) argues, corpus findings require qualitative 

concordance-based interpretation. Love and Baker’s (2015: 57) account of a 

mismatch between “words and acts” makes a related point: the frequency or 

explicitness of particular words cannot by itself reveal whether the exclusionary 

social work of discourse has diminished, persisted, or changed form. The pede 

data illustrate this concretely: pragmatic functions multiply (Article 4) while raw 

frequency remains low and changes only moderately. 

Taken together, the frequency data obtained from queries using regular 

expressions and single lemmas converge on the same conclusion: lexical change 

in Estonian LGBT-related vocabulary is characterised by expansion and strati-

fication rather than simple replacement. Older, colloquial, institutional, and activist 

vocabulary coexists, with different forms becoming specialised across time, 

register, and ideological positioning. Cross-linguistically, this pattern aligns with 

diachronic studies showing that LGBT lexicons layer rather than simplify: Shi 

and Lei (2020), tracking English LGBT labels across 150 years, show that earlier 

terms persisted even as newer labels entered, with each becoming associated with 

different usage contexts. 

Several additional lemmas shown in Figure 5.2 are not discussed in detail but 

warrant a brief mention. In the homo family, homoseksualism (‘homosexualism’) 

and homoseksualist (‘homosexualist’) decline and stay very low-frequency; these 

forms carry some lingering negative or ideological meanings. In the hetero 

family, use of heteroseksuaalne (‘heterosexual [adj.]’) increases slightly over 

time, while use frequency of heteroseksuaalsus (‘heterosexuality’) remains low. 

The use frequency of the single lemma lesbi (‘lesbian’) declines slightly, which 

is in line with the lesb.* pattern mentioned earlier. Pederast (‘pederast’) 

stays low-frequency and declines. In the trans family, transseksuaalne (‘trans-

sexual [adj.]’) and transseksualism (‘transsexualism’) both decline, while trans-

mees (‘trans man’) and transnaine (‘trans woman’) appear in the later period. 

Biseksuaalne (‘bisexual [adj.]’) stays very low frequency across both periods. 
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5.2 Discursive strategies and ideological positioning 

in Estonian media discourse 

Building on the frequency patterns documented in Section 5.1, this section syn-

thesises the dissertation’s findings on how ideological positions are constructed 

through linguistic choices in Estonian media discourse. The main evidence comes 

from the Critical Stylistics analysis of three labels (homo, gei, homoseksuaal) 

(Article 3) and the pragmatic analysis of the slur pede (Article 4).  

Primary coding using textual-conceptual functions (see Sections 4.3.2.1 and 

4.4.4) gives a descriptive overview of the dominant textual mechanisms by term 

and period (Figure 5.4). Because each concordance line was coded for a single 

primary function, functions that typically work in combination with others – 

particularly Implying/Assuming – are under-represented in this distributional 

summary and are instead traced through the qualitative concordance analysis 

below. 

Figure 5.4. Primary textual-conceptual function distributions across homo, homo-

seksuaal, and gei by period (P1 = 1995–2008; P2 = 2014–2023; n = 1,078 concordance 

lines). Percentages are calculated within each term-period subset. 
 

Together, these analyses show that the way LGBT-related labels work and posi-

tion their referents changes over time. However, some structural patterns stay the 

same. There is still pressure to categorise, connections to institutions, and orga-

nisation based on contrast. Within a single period, institutional-regulatory, rights-

based, and populist-antagonistic normativities coexist and produce conflicting 

framings of the same labels. This confirms that normativities are multiple and 

competing rather than monolithic (Hall et al. 2019) and that identity categories 

not only describe but also regulate and exclude (Motschenbacher & Stegu 2013: 

523–524). Heterosexuality functions as the unmarked default – a pattern visible 

at the frequency level (Section 5.1) and, here, in textual structure: ‘marriage’ 

requires explicit marking when it refers to same-sex unions, while heterosexual 

marriage needs none (cf. Paterson & Coffey-Glover 2018: 192). The Estonian 

data show that this pressure continues even as vocabulary expands. What changes 
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is not the persistence of these structural patterns, but where evaluation is located. 

In Period 1, evaluation often comes from obvious textual choices, such as 

stigmatising pairs, scare quotes, and clear labels of deviance. In Period 2, it 

increasingly moves toward structural and subtle forms: assumptions, degree of 

certainty, selective attribution, and category membership based on lists. This 

diachronic shift aligns with Love and Baker’s (2015: 83–84) finding that 

opposition in British press discourse increasingly uses indirect strategies. 

However, the Estonian situation is complicated by the rise of openly hostile dis-

course in conservative-populist outlets. 

In Critical Stylistics terms, the most consequential patterns are realised 

through a small set of recurring mechanisms: Naming/Describing, Representing 

Actions/Events/States, Equating/Contrasting, Exemplifying/Enumerating, and 

especially Implying/Assuming (e.g., via modality, hypotheticals, definitional 

structures). This synthesis chapter shows what these mechanisms do in the data: 

they repeatedly frame LGBT-related labels and their referents as (a) institutio-

nally governable, (b) politically mobilisable, and (c) conditionally “integrable” in 

ways that keep heterosexuality as the unmarked norm (see Section 5.2.3). 

 

5.2.1 Institutional framing and term-specific differentiation  

A central finding is that institutional framing is not a neutral background: it is one 

of the main ways in which public discourse encodes power asymmetries. Paterson 

and Coffey-Glover (2018: 192) made a similar observation about British marriage 

debate discourse. They noted that public discussions tend to focus on institutions, 

not the individuals impacted by them, and that binary categories are often 

accepted as “natural”. Ng et al. (2024: 8–10) supported this on a larger scale, 

finding that mainstream news coverage of LGBT issues mainly revolves around 

legal and rights themes. 

Across the journalistic corpus analysed in Article 3, categories indexed by gei, 

homo and homoseksuaal are frequently constructed as objects of external regu-

lation – permitted, prohibited, defined, or protected – through textual patterns that 

foreground institutions and background lived agency. All three labels appear in 

institutional contexts, but with distinct positioning. 

The comparison of gei, homo, and homoseksuaal shows that the three labels 

should not be treated as simple stylistic variants. Although they may occasionally 

alternate within journalistic prose as apparent synonyms, especially where writers 

avoid lexical repetition, the corpus evidence shows that this synonymy operates 

only at the level of local textual substitution. At the discourse level, the three 

labels are differentiated by their recurrent collocational environments, textual 

functions, and institutional or ideological positioning. Gei is increasingly 

associated with rights-based and human-rights discourse, homoseksuaal with 

institutional and classificatory registers, and homo with politically flexible, often 

antagonistic or rhetorically condensed uses, especially in compounds and 

oppositional framings. 
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Homoseksuaal recurrently appears in constructions that frame same-sex 

identity as a formal category to be evaluated, administered, or controlled. One 

robust pattern is its embedding into prohibitive or exclusionary statements. For 

example, Doonoriks ei või olla narkomaanid, prostituudid ja homoseksuaalid 

(‘Donors cannot be drug addicts, prostitutes, and homosexuals’) positions homo-

seksuaal as the final element of a negatively marked list and uses deontic 

modality (“cannot”) to construct same-sex identity as a disqualifying category. 

Even where discourse appears tolerant, institutional asymmetry remains visible 

in impersonal permission constructions, e.g., Rootsi homoseksuaalidel on juba 

lubatud oma kooselu seadustada (‘Swedish homosexuals have already been 

allowed to legalise their cohabitation’). Here, acceptance is represented not as 

inherent belonging but as authorisation granted. The same logic is reinforced 

through definitional constructions that reduce relationships to a categorical taxo-

nomy, e.g., homoseksuaalide abielu tähendab aga omasuguste ühendust (‘the 

marriage of homosexuals means a union of those of the same kind’). This 

“X means Y” framing foregrounds sameness and category while backgrounding 

relational or experiential dimensions. In short: homoseksuaal often functions as 

the register-appropriate label that lends weight to institutional regulation, and this 

weight can serve as a tool of exclusion just as easily as classification. Baker 

(2005: 21) points out a similar situation for English homosexual. Its medical 

meanings allow for clinical and institutional interpretations that create distance 

instead of providing a clear description. 

Diachronically, homoseksuaal undergoes the most visible register shift of the 

three terms. In Period 1, it is predominantly embedded in institutional manage-

ment and biomedical framing: law and administration (marriage legalisation, 

partnership registration), church-state authorisation (lubanud õnnistada ‘allowed 

to bless’), and epidemiological risk classification (AIDS/HIV risk groups, blood 

donation exclusion). In Period 2, homoseksuaal moves toward visibility politics 

and public narration: coming-out milestones in sports and politics (tunnistas 

avalikult ‘admitted publicly’, kapist välja ‘out of the closet’, määratles end 

‘defined oneself’), human-rights and repression reporting (Chechnya/Russia: 

vahistatakse ‘are arrested’, piinatakse ‘are tortured’, tapetakse ‘are killed’), and 

polarised legislative framing (marriage “distortion”, adoption rights, hate-speech 

criminalisation). The TCF (textual-conceptual function) distribution reflects this 

shift: list-based positioning (Exemplifying/Enumerating) drops from 39.6% in P1 

to 28.5% in P2 of coded concordance lines, while action and event framing 

(Representing Actions/Events/States) rises from 33.3% to 46.7% (Figure 5.4). 

Gei is most distinctively aligned with rights-based and advocacy registers. 

Collocational evidence (Article 3) shows gei developing strong associations with 

international human rights vocabulary (‘Chechnya’, ‘persecution’, ‘torture’) and 

appearing in evidence-based claims such as 52% geidest ja lesbidest on kogenud 

vaenulikkust (‘52% of gays and lesbians have experienced hostility’). This 

positions gei within institutional legitimation and transnational advocacy dis-

course. Both terms appear in visibility contexts, but with contrasting evaluative 

orientations: gei is framed as linked to personal well-being and empowerment 
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(paranes ta vaimse tervise probleemidest koheselt, kui geiks olemise avalikustas – 

‘his mental health problems improved immediately after he disclosed being gay’), 

while the visibility of homoseksuaal is framed as structurally constrained or 

newsworthy precisely because it is exceptional (tänapäeva tippjalgpallis pole 

võimalik avalikult homoseksuaal olla – ‘in today’s top-level football, it is not 

possible to be openly a homosexual’). The register difference thus positions 

homoseksuaal within institutional-regulatory and medical framings, while gei 

aligns with rights-based advocacy and personal well-being narratives. Gei also 

shows diachronic development, though less dramatic than the other two terms. In 

Period 1, gei is already established as a stable identity category, frequently paired 

with lesbi and embedded in taxonomic lists (geid, lesbid, biseksuaalid, trans-

seksuaalid ‘gays, lesbians, bisexuals, transsexuals’) that treat sexuality as a 

classificatory system. Alongside rights-based framing, Period 1 gei also appears 

in institutional-regulatory constructions with deontic modality (politsei lubas 

geide paraadi ‘police allowed the parade of gays’) and in assimilationist framings 

where inclusion depends on integration into mainstream society (noorte geide ja 

lesbide sulandumine tavaühiskonda ‘young gays’ and lesbians’ integration into 

mainstream society’). Period 2 strengthens the rights and visibility register while 

the institutional-regulatory and assimilationist framings recede but do not 

disappear. The shift is thus one of relative prominence rather than replacement, 

consistent with the layering pattern observed in Section 5.1. Quantitatively, gei 

shows the strongest action/event profile of all three terms (Figure 5.4), while a 

rise in Naming/Describing reflects the increased taxonomic diversity of Period 2. 

Homo is the most versatile and changeable of the three terms. It appears less 

often in formal institutional settings and more frequently in competing contexts, 

such as rights/legal progress, moral panic, spectacle, and debate about language. 

Here, it acts as a rhetorical tool, and its ideological strength largely relies on its 

surroundings. In Period 1, homo is closely linked to stigmatising and medical 

terms, like AIDS and related slurs. In this period, action framing is the main way 

of presenting the term. In Period 2, action framing decreases while contrastive 

and list-based positioning becomes stronger (Figure 5.4). This change aligns with 

a move toward political grouping and polarised views and is also seen in contexts 

of normalisation and self-identification (see Section 5.2.2). This does not mean 

gei is always used positively or homo negatively; rather, the three terms show 

patterned differentiation that aligns them with different ideological projects and 

interactional stances. Across both periods, LGBT subjects are frequently posi-

tioned within regulatory and institutional templates – but a counter-pattern of 

agency appears especially in protest, rights-claiming, and community-event 

contexts. The stronger generalisation is therefore dual-track: institutional regu-

lation and community agency coexist as competing representational logics, with 

their relative prominence shifting across periods and outlet types. 

Agency patterns – the tendency for LGBT subjects to appear as objects of 

institutional action rather than as agentive actors – were identified through 

qualitative analysis of concordance lines, not through systematic grammatical 

analysis. This finding reflects recurrent textual tendencies observed across the 
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dataset (Article 3), and is compatible with Peterson’s (2016) analysis of how 

transitivity and phoricity can position queer subjects as passive or backgrounded 

participants in English homophobic discourse. However, verifying this pattern at 

the grammatical level in Estonian would require a focused corpus-syntactic 

analysis of subject/object distribution, process types, and referential chains, and 

could therefore be pursued in future research. 

 

5.2.2 Categorisation and antagonistic positioning in 

polarised discourse: list structures, grievance clustering, 

and pede as an ideological tool  

The second major result concerns how media discourse repeatedly constructs 

same-sex sexuality relationally, through contrasts and list-based association with 

other categories. Across both periods, Exemplifying/Enumerating and Equating/ 

Contrasting are among the most consequential mechanisms, though their functions 

shift substantially. Grammatical number supports this interpretation: in the con-

cordance lines, plural forms of homo, gei, and homoseksuaal clearly outnumber 

singular forms (806 vs. 240 countable cases). I treat this not as a direct measure 

of agency, but as evidence of a recurrent grammatical pattern in which LGBT 

subjects are more often construed as countable social groups than as individual 

experiential subject positions. 

In Period 1, enumeration primarily operates through two competing logics: 

coalition/inclusion lists that position homosexuality as one minority among 

others within a rights/tolerance frame, and stigmatising “deviance bundles” that 

place it alongside criminality, pathology, or disgust categories. Both logics use 

the same syntactic device (coordinated lists, case-marked parallelism) but produce 

contrasting ideological effects. For gei specifically, enumeration in Period 1 is 

one of the most frequent textual mechanisms: identity inventories (geid, lesbid, 

biseksuaalid, transseksuaalid ‘gays, lesbians, bisexuals, transsexuals’) construct 

sexuality as a classificatory system, while institutional examples and quantification 

(52%, kogu maailmas ‘all over the world’) present categories as countable and 

stable. Equating/Contrasting in Period 1 centres on identity-category opposition – 

homo vs. hetero, “traditional family” vs. homode abielu ‘homo marriage’– some-

times reinforced through scare quotes and analogies that police the limits of 

acceptable identity and family forms. 

In both periods, enumeration is one of the most frequent textual mechanisms 

for positioning homo (P1: 24.2%; P2: 32.8%). What shifts is not its prevalence 

but its function. Three distinct list-types emerge: “menu of targets” lists that 

bundle minorities with ideological labels (pagulased, moslemid, immigrandid, 

liberaalid, feministid, homod ‘refugees, Muslims, immigrants, liberals, feminists, 

homos’), “issue-bundle” lists that cluster contested policy topics, and taxonomy-

expansion lists that legitimise a wider classificatory system (bisexual, trans, queer, 

non-binary). The ideological point is that the list itself does the positioning work: 

once homod appears in a list with other politicised categories, the text no longer 
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needs explicit evaluation to cue “outgroup” readings. Coffey-Glover (2015: 4–5) 

explains this from a Critical Stylistics viewpoint. Implying and assuming carry 

ideological power because they make claims seem like common sense. List 

structures work in a similar way. They present category membership as accepted 

rather than debated. 

Equating and contrasting breaks down into two opposing patterns in Period 2. 

Polarisation templates create divides, using us vs. them frames and either X or Y 

binaries that place homo alongside other politicised categories. Normalisation 

templates argue that the divide does not matter, shown by phrases like pole vahet, 

kas hetero või homo (‘it doesn’t matter whether hetero or homo’) and elavad 

sõbralikult kõrvuti (‘live side by side in a friendly manner’); these also include 

de-pathologisation claims. Thus, Period 2 constructs and unsettles the same 

categorical distinctions at the same time, constructing and dissolving the very 

same categorical divisions. The key idea is that even normalisation templates 

depend on naming categories: tolerance often stems from identifying these cate-

gories and then rejecting discrimination, which can ironically reinforce the 

boundaries it tries to eliminate. 

A clear illustration can be seen in the example vanamehed pruunides ülikon-

dades, kes kütavad õhku kahe teemaga: pagulased ja homod (‘old men in brown 

suits heating up the air with two topics: refugees and homos’), where homod 

appears as one of two “heated-up” topics (paired with refugees). Even if the 

sentence is critical of populist agitation, the structure still reproduces a list logic 

that positions same-sex sexuality as a politicised wedge issue rather than an 

ordinary social fact. In this sense, ideological polarisation can be enacted even in 

texts that oppose polarisation because the same enumerative and contrastive 

architecture keeps the category available as a rhetorical tool. A comparable 

pattern emerges in Jantunen’s (2018) analysis of Finnish forum discussions and 

reveals that homo often appears with terms related to religion, aggression, hate 

speech, and political vocabulary. In contrast, hetero is characterised by themes of 

cognition, emotion, and self-reflective identity. This difference highlights the 

wider imbalance between how society discusses non-normative sexuality 

publicly and how it treats heterosexuality privately and without emphasis. 

A further Period 2 development is that marriage discourse becomes a site 

where competing framings of homo converge: institutional-rights reportage, moral 

panic and religious-apocalyptic frames, slippery-slope arguments, and satirical 

depoliticisation all cluster around the same legal change (cf. Love & Baker 2015: 

70 and Paterson & Coffey-Glover 2018: 21–23 for comparable dynamics in 

British press discourse). Homoseksuaal participates in the same legislative arena 

but in different textual environments: adoption rights, hate-speech criminalisation, 

and disputes over representational authority (LGBTIQ+ ei esinda kõiki homo-

seksuaale ‘LGBTIQ+ does not represent all homosexuals’), where the formal 

label lends institutional weight to competing claims about who speaks for whom. 

Article 4 extends this focus on categorisation and antagonistic positioning by 

showing how the slur pede has shifted from mostly localised insult functions 

toward systemic ideological instrumentalisation in the later period. The dia-
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chronic comparison (1995–2008 vs. 2014–2023) documents a move from a 

predominantly mediated/quoted and culturally ironised usage toward more direct 

political labelling, with a notable rise from around 2018. The shift is explicitly 

connected to changes in the media environment (digital expansion and comment-

space affordances) and to broader polarisation dynamics (including conflicts 

around the cohabitation act and refugee policy). Institutional and civil-society 

monitoring also indicates that online spaces linked to Estonian news outlets are 

important sites of anti-LGBT hostility: European Commission against Racism 

and Intolerance (ECRI) (2015: 16) identifies news-portal comment sections as 

sites of racist and homophobic expression, and in Grossthal and Vähi‘s (2022:  

5–6) monitoring sample pede was the most frequent Estonian slur in comments 

targeting groups on the basis of sexual orientation. 

In later discourse, pede often becomes a worldview label rather than a refe-

rence to a person – for example, Pedeseadus, pedesotsid ja rahva pedestamine 

‘fag law, fag social democrats, and fagging the people’ illustrates how the slur is 

mobilised to delegitimise policies, institutions, and ideological opponents. This 

is strengthened by morphological productivity: pede- as a first component (e.g., 

pedepropaganda, pedesotsid) functions as an efficient mechanism of ideological 

bundling, allowing diverse “undesirable” phenomena to be collapsed into one 

stigmatising construct. At the same time, -pede as a second component can func-

tion as an ironic intensifier (e.g., enthusiasm compounds), but Article 4 stresses 

that this does not automatically imply neutrality: the underlying stereotype of 

“deviation/excess” remains available and socially consequential. This pattern of 

stable low frequency, along with functional intensification, is different from the 

French Google Books data analysed by Agovino et al. (2022: 157, 165–166). In 

that data, pédé rises sharply after the 1960s. This increase is seen as a resemanti-

sation process driven by LGBT mobilisation. In contrast, the Italian term pede-

rasta remains rare and relatively stable. This is consistent with Italy’s historically 

documented “strategy of silence” (Agovino et al. 2022: 153, 166). The Estonian 

term pede is more similar to the Italian pattern. The lack of a comparable 

community-led resemantisation means its hostile functions operate without the 

competing practical aspects that appropriation, even if partial, can introduce (see 

Section 2.3). This also shows that strategies associated with Anglophone queer 

politics, such as slur reclamation, do not transfer automatically: a form may be 

theoretically available for reappropriation while remaining locally dominated by 

hostile, antagonistic, or norm-policing uses. 

This section’s synthesis shows that processes of categorisation and anta-

gonistic positioning operate on a continuum from subtle classificatory lists and 

contrasts in mainstream journalism to explicit ideological labelling in polarised 

and alternative media but also that these mechanisms shift diachronically. In 

Period 1, evaluation is more often carried by overt lexical markers (stigmatising 

collocations, scare quotes, blunt deviance-bundling). In Period 2, evaluation 

increasingly migrates to structural carriers: list membership, presupposition, 

modality, and selective attribution do the ideological work while surface lan-

guage may appear more measured, making ideological positioning potentially 
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harder to identify and contest than in Period 1’s more overt formulations. Across 

that continuum, lexical choice (homo vs. gei vs. homoseksuaal vs. pede) is 

inseparable from textual patterning, which determines whether sexuality is framed 

as governable, tolerable, threatening, laughable, or politically symbolic. 

 

5.2.3 Visibility and integration: conditional normalisation and 

the markedness of disclosure  

The third key result concerns how inclusion and social belonging are discursively 

made conditional in visibility contexts. Article 3 shows that equality is frequently 

articulated through conditional clauses, modality, and comparative framings so 

that “normality” is asserted but not presupposed as the default. A representative 

example is: Kui gei läheb arsti juurde, siis on ta tavaline patsient (‘If/when a gay 

person goes to the doctor, then they are a regular patient’). The kui (‘if/when’)… 

siis (‘then’) construction carries conditional force; the statement performs 

inclusion, yet it also reveals how strongly the discourse relies on categorical 

abstraction (a generic “gei” as a type) when imagining equality. Motschenbacher 

(2020: 3, 4) argues that coming-out discussions support the hetero/homo divide 

by leaving heterosexuality unmarked, while non-heterosexual identities need a 

clear declaration. Baker (2005: 90) shows how media talks about coming out 

using ideas of confession and announcement, treating disclosure as an important 

event. The Estonian conditional constructions illustrate the same imbalance in 

grammar; belonging must be clearly stated rather than simply assumed. This 

pattern is already visible in Period 1, where formulations such as ei tohi teha 

vahet, kas oled gei, lesbi või nõndanimetatud tavaline inimene (‘must not make a 

distinction whether you are gay, lesbian, or a so-called normal person’) name 

heterosexuality only through the category ‘normal’ – marking it as the baseline 

against which gei and lesbi appear as identity categories, even within a sentence 

arguing against discrimination. The hedge nõndanimetatud (‘so-called’) signals 

awareness of this asymmetry. 

In the later material, visibility is repeatedly treated as something socially 

negotiated and managed. Article 3 notes that kapist välja tulema (‘to come out of 

the closet’) functions as an established metaphorical resource, and that coming 

out is framed not simply as personal disclosure but as a negotiation of belonging – 

and, often implicitly, of permission to be publicly visible as LGBT. Within these 

visibility contexts, the three labels also show tendential differentiation: gei is 

closely tied to disclosure/well-being narratives; homo is often used in politicised 

framings where visibility is debated and contrasted with “ordinary” social member-

ship; and homoseksuaal appears in milestone-style reporting and constraint 

framings where disclosure is newsworthy or structurally difficult, particularly in 

Period 2, where it clusters around sports and political coming-out events, often 

with verbs of public declaration (tunnistas avalikult ‘admitted publicly’, 

määratles end ‘defined oneself’) that frame disclosure as an event requiring insti-

tutional narration rather than personal narrative. 
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Taken together, the integration/visibility findings show that discursive change 

is not simply a matter of “more acceptance” or “softer words”. Rights-based and 

wellbeing registers do expand, but they often coexist with older institutional 

framings and with newer polarisation dynamics. Crucially, even supportive dis-

course can keep heterosexuality as the unmarked baseline by treating same-sex 

sexuality as something that must be explicitly named, disclosed, managed, or 

conditionally normalised. The broader diachronic shift is synthesised in 

Section 5.4. The following section turns from high-frequency public labels to the 

localisation and contestation of kväär and the community’s metalinguistic nego-

tiation of its meanings and risks. 

 

 

5.3 Localisation and community negotiation 

While Sections 5.1–5.2 showed how LGBT-related vocabulary is used and 

ideologically positioned in Estonian media discourse, this section shifts the 

analytical lens to community-facing meaning-making: how LGBT community 

members evaluate, legitimise, reject, and redefine emergent labels. The focus is 

on kväär/kvääri as localised equivalents of queer, because their uptake is uneven 

and accompanied by explicit metalinguistic debate. Rather than assuming a single 

‘community’ stance, I treat these debates as evidence of partial institutionali-

sation alongside heterogeneous adoption and contested meanings. (Articles 1–2) 

 

5.3.1 Kväär in Estonian: recognition, uptake, and polarisation  

Article 1 shows a “known but contested” profile for kväär in the Estonian LGBT 

community sample. Recognition is high (93% report knowing the word), yet 

self-reported use is substantially lower (35% say they use it). This gap is 

important for the dissertation’s broader argument: kväär is not a niche term 

simply because people have not encountered it; rather, it is a term whose social 

meaning creates reasons to hinder adoption even when the label is recognisable. 

Attitudes in the same sample are distributed across the full five-point scale, 

tilting modestly toward the negative end: 34% evaluate the term as acceptable 

(“very like” + “somewhat like”), 21% are neutral, and 45% evaluate it as un-

acceptable (“somewhat dislike” + “strongly dislike”). The specific attitude 

distributions are compared with the Finnish results in Section 5.3.2. The key 

analytical point is therefore not “rejection” but polarisation: kväär is simul-

taneously available as (a) an inclusive, empowering umbrella for some, and (b) 

an awkward or risky label for others. Szulc (2012: 87–91) documents similar 

discussions within communities in Poland. Here, English queer serves both as an 

inclusive term and a place for defining boundaries, with different ideological 

stakes involved.  

The demographic patterning reported in Article 1 provides a concrete loca-

lisation mechanism: gender identity is the strongest predictor of attitude rating. 

In the decision-tree model, men and women show a lower predicted average 
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evaluation (2.685) than nonbinary participants (3.304), with no further splits in 

the model after this primary division. The qualitative analysis in Article 2 helps 

explain this split. Respondents define kväär not only through non-normativity but 

also through active anti-normativity, questioning norms that include homo-

normativity. Nonbinary identity positions exist outside the binary gender system. 

This may make kväär’s norm-critical meaning more resonant for them than for 

respondents whose gender identities fit within established categories. When 

gender identity is removed, age emerges as the next predictor: younger groups 

show higher predicted averages than older groups, and under-30 participants are 

overall more positively oriented toward kväär. Kväär is therefore locally associated 

as a term that aligns especially with nonbinary identity positions and younger age 

cohorts, rather than functioning as a stable cross-community umbrella. This 

aligns with sociolinguistic work that treats age not only as a matter of openness 

to innovation but as an intersection of life stage and history: different cohorts 

encounter linguistic forms under different social conditions and attach different 

meanings to them (Labov 2010; Eckert 1997; Eckert 2003). Age may matter here 

for an additional reason as well: different generations encountered different label 

repertoires at the point when sexual and gender identity categories first became 

personally salient, often during youth or early adulthood, and those earlier labels 

can retain particular affective weight and familiarity. For older respondents, 

kväär is a later addition to a repertoire already anchored around other terms; for 

younger respondents, it may form part of the vocabulary through which their 

identity is first articulated. 

Article 1 further connects this contested uptake to broader language-ideological 

tensions: respondents explicitly orient to the English-Estonian relationship in 

LGBT vocabulary and to competing strategies of localising queer either by 

reworking familiar Estonian terms with negative histories, such as lilla ‘purple’, 

which is used informally as a derogatory term for gay people, or pede, or by valuing 

kväär as a new “exact” translation that creates new local linkages. Importantly 

for the dissertation’s argument about “change without replacement”, kväär does 

not function as a single “safe alternative” that resolves naming politics; rather, it 

becomes one more layer in the stratified repertoire. 
 

5.3.2 Estonian-Finnish comparison: same global concept, 

different local anchors  

Article 2 shows that Estonian and Finnish language users display similar average 

attitudes toward the localised terms (mean 2.8 in both; median 3; mode 2), but 

different patterns of adoption and different demographic predictors of evaluation. 

In both language contexts, the responses span the full Likert range, supporting 

the interpretation that the issue is ambivalence rather than categorical opposition. 

At the level of self-reported familiarity and usage, however, the two contexts 

diverge (see Figure 5.5). Estonian respondents report higher familiarity with 

kväär (92.6%) than Finnish respondents do with kvääri (85.0%), higher general 

usage (35.1% vs. 21.8%), and higher self-referential use (32.1% vs. 18.4%). 
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Finnish respondents, by contrast, report much higher usage of the term queer, 

with 87.0% in Finnish compared to 65.4% in Estonian. This pattern supports a 

key localisation argument: Finnish respondents’ lexical choices suggest greater 

openness to using the global English term as a main resource. In contrast, 

Estonian respondents show a stronger preference for the localised form (kväär), 

even though it remains a topic of debate. Article 2 also points out that Finnish has 

significantly more alternative translations for queer than Estonian, though most 

of these are specific to certain contexts, such as vinokino for a film festival, rather 

than general-use terms. 

Figure 5.5. Familiarity and usage of kväär, kvääri, and queer. Responses n = 706. 

 

Attitudes also show stronger polarisation in Estonia (Figure 5.6). While overall 

dislike is similar (45.3% among Estonian respondents; 42.5% among Finnish 

respondents), Estonian sample has higher proportions at both extremes: 21.8% 

“strongly dislike” and 17.9% “strongly like”, compared to Finnish 13.9% and 

9.9%, respectively. This cross-language difference in polarisation complements 

Article 1’s within-Estonian finding that no single “correct meaning” stabilises 

and that kväär remains ideologically loaded. 

 

Figure 5.6. Distribution of responses to the five-point evaluation item for kväär/kvääri. 

 



 78 

The demographic predictors of evaluation also differ by language context. In the 

decision tree reported in Article 2, the statistically most significant predictor of 

evaluation among Estonian respondents is gender identity (men and women 

evaluate kväär lower; nonbinary and genderqueer participants higher), whereas 

among Finnish respondents evaluation patterns primarily by sexuality: asexual 

and bisexual respondents evaluate kvääri more favourably than gay, lesbian, 

pansexual, and other respondents do. This matters for interpretation: the “same” 

translocal concept does not land on the same social fault lines. Among Estonian 

respondents, kväär aligns strongly with gendered positioning; among Finnish 

respondents, kvääri aligns more with sexuality-based subgrouping. At the same 

time, both contexts show a broader similarity: kväär/kvääri is more positively 

received especially by respondents for whom conventional binary or fixed 

identity labels may be less adequate or less comfortable. 

Finally, the relationship between the localised labels (kväär in Estonian, 

kvääri in Finnish) and the English label queer is structured differently in the two 

countries. Evaluation of the localised form does not predict whether respondents 

report using the English queer in either language, but the reasons differ. In 

Finnish, reported queer use is not strongly predicted by any single variable; the 

English form functions as a parallel choice largely independent of attitudes 

toward kvääri. In Estonian, by contrast, reported queer use is structured mainly 

by age: respondents over 35 are much less likely to report using it. This suggests 

that English queer use is tied to generational repertoires, rather than being directly 

predictable from respondents’ evaluation of kväär alone. 
 

5.3.3 Metalinguistic logics: why people embrace or 

reject kväär/kvääri 

Across Articles 1–2, the most important qualitative result is that the debate about 

kväär/kvääri is rarely “just about a word”. Respondents treat kväär/kvääri as a 

site where multiple ideological concerns meet: language purity vs. multilingualism, 

translation legitimacy, in-group authority, identity inclusion, usability, and social 

consequences. This means that the ambivalence surrounding kväär/kvääri is not 

only a reaction to an unfamiliar word, but also a response to the double status of 

queer as both an empowering transnational resource and a marker of Anglophone 

conceptual authority. Respondents who value the term tend to foreground soli-

darity and inclusiveness; those who reject it orient to its perceived importedness – 

and, as the themes below show, these positions are often argued through the same 

language-ideological resources. Article 2 organises these justifications into five 

main themes: linguistic attitudes, connections and associations, identity and 

authority, practicalities, and impact. 

 

1. Linguistic attitudes: emotion, purism, and “good/bad localisation” 

A central feature of this theme is the intensity of affect in respondents’ eva-

luations. Some evaluations are mild (“clumsy”, “nice”, “weird”), but others 

are strongly emphatic; one Finnish respondent writes: “I HATE the word 
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kvääri and hope that it will be buried a thousand kilometres deep and will 

NEVER be dug up” (as an extreme negative stance). Respondents also argue 

both for and against the localised forms through language-ideological positions: 

some oppose English loan influence, while others value borrowings as re-

sources that enrich the language; importantly, purist arguments can appear on 

both sides depending on whether “localisation” is seen as resistance to English 

or as awkward “Finnish-/Estonian-ised English”. 

 

2. Connections and associations: wrongness, rifles, and social scenes 

This theme shows how localisation activates new associations. Estonian 

respondents often link kväär with väär (‘wrong/false’). They interpret this 

either as playful defiance, like “a middle finger to homophobes”, or as undesir-

able self-stigmatization, asking, “why label yourself ‘wrong’?” Finnish 

respondents also connect kvääri with ‘wrong’ through inflectional rhyme, for 

example, the genitive kvääri-n rhyming with väärin ‘wrongly’. They notably 

associate it with kivääri ‘rifle’, which has a negative connotation. These 

phonological links show how a global concept is reinterpreted based on the 

existing words in the local language. Respondents also place kväär/kvääri 

socially. Finnish participants connect kvääri to specific locations and cultural 

references, including the queer bar Kvääristö. Estonian participants describe 

kväär as a modern term related to academic and activist groups. 

 

3. Identity and authority: self-identification, community boundaries, out-

sider-use norms 

Both datasets highlight identity ownership. Kväär/kvääri is often framed as a 

tool for self-identification. Respondents often state, either explicitly or impli-

citly, that outsiders should not use this term. Article 2 points out a common 

belief that the word should “definitely” be used by the person or community 

themselves, not by outsiders. Respondents also construct a social type of the 

“kväär/kvääri user” in both positive and negative ways. For example, they 

describe users as educated or privileged versus annoying hipster queer. This 

shows that the term has already taken on a social profile rather than just a 

semantic description. A key cross-language difference concerns scope. Finnish 

respondents widen the definition of kvääri to include non-monogamous and 

kinky subcategories, indicating a broader range of meanings. In contrast, 

Estonian kväär is more closely linked to LGBT identity specifically, as noted 

in Article 2. Estonian respondents also express stronger evaluations on both 

sides of the rating scale. The Estonian data emphasises community belonging 

and inclusiveness more than the Finnish data, which reflects a greater internal 

debate about the exact boundaries of kvääri identities, as noted in Article 2. 

 

4. Practicalities: recognisability, spelling/pronunciation, and communicative 

efficiency 

Respondents often judge kväär/kvääri based on practical factors such as 

memorability, spelling, pronunciation, audibility, and whether the word is 
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widely recognised enough to be useful in conversation. The Finnish kvääri 

has not yet made it into the national dictionary (Article 2) and remains 

unsettled among competing synonyms; this lexicographic instability is ref-

lected in the reported lower self-referential usage. In Estonia, respondents 

have similar practical concerns. They describe kväär as hard to pronounce and 

visually unappealing; some believe the English word queer is clearer and more 

established. However, some respondents mention kväär’s morphological 

flexibility for example, kväärikas ‘queerish’ and kväärtuslik ‘queer-valuable’, 

a play on väärtuslik ‘valuable’, as evidence that it can be used productively in 

Estonian. Others see the rise of new terms as unhelpful for gaining wider 

recognition (Article 1). 

 

5. Impact: empowerment, risk, and social consequences 

Finally, respondents assess kväär/kvääri in terms of what it might do: 

empower, enable strategic vagueness and inclusion, divide the community, or 

invite hostility. Article 1’s synthesis explicitly highlights the importance of 

inclusive language use (kväär as an umbrella that can cover multiple identi-

ties) while also stressing that kväär does not function as an unambiguous “safe 

alternative” in Estonian. 

 

A second qualitative layer concerns what kväär/kvääri is understood to mean, 

and both datasets show notable differences. Based on the qualitative findings in 

Article 2, definitions can be grouped into themes such as synonymy (especially 

with queer), norm-nonconformity, polysemy or epistemic looseness, concept 

hierarchy (umbrella versus subcategory), and drawing exclusionary boundaries 

(what counts as kväär/kvääri and what does not). This variability suggests a 

cautious discussion-level implication for the dissertation: kväär/kvääri cannot 

currently be assumed to represent everyone the way institutional umbrella terms 

like LGBT+ aim to, even if some users choose it for inclusive reasons. As one 

Estonian respondent noted, “It seems to mean everything and yet nothing at the 

same time. On the one hand, it feels liberating, but on the other, I often have no 

idea what is meant by it” (Article 2). Conversely, some Finnish respondents 

specifically excluded “basic gays and lesbians” from the category, viewing 

kväär/kvääri as a more specific identity marker rather than an umbrella term 

(Article 2). 

Together, Articles 1–2 show that kväär/kvääri is a case of translocalisation in 

a very concrete sense: the global concept ‘queer’ enters local languages not 

simply as a borrowed form, but as a locally reworked label whose meaning is 

reshaped by (a) phonological/semantic associations in the receiving language, 

(b) language-ideological expectations about “proper” localisation, and (c) intra-

community negotiations of belonging, authority, and safety. The result is a sign 

that many people recognise but use unevenly. Its inclusive potential is therefore 

inseparable from the social risks and competing ideological interpretations 

attached to it in specific contexts. 
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5.4 Synthesis: naming, normativity, and negotiation 

The preceding sections approached the data from three angles: frequency and 

stratification (Section 5.1), discursive positioning in media (Section 5.2), and 

community evaluation (Section 5.3). Read together, they converge on an 

argument that no individual strand could establish on its own: the ideological 

work of Estonian LGBT-related labels is carried out simultaneously through three 

operations – naming, positioning labelled referents in relation to an unmarked 

norm, and the negotiation of those labels within the communities they describe. 

Naming. The clearest cross-article finding is that the Estonian LGBT-related 

lexicon develops through expansion and stratification rather than replacement 

(Section 5.1). Soviet-era medicalised vocabulary, rights-based institutional terms, 

English-origin borrowings, locally adapted activist terminology, and slurs coexist 

across roughly three decades, but they become specialised across time, register, 

and ideological positioning. Crucially, naming cannot be read off raw frequency 

alone: homo declines as a standalone label while remaining productive as a com-

pound stem, gei rises as the rights-compatible mainstream label, and homo-

seksuaal recedes overall yet concentrates in conservative-populist outlets where 

its clinical register can perform distancing work. Pede makes the point most 

sharply: its frequency remains relatively stable, but its pragmatic functions 

multiply (Section 5.2). Naming is therefore not simply a matter of which words 

exist, but of how labels distribute across registers and come to perform different 

ideological work. 

Normativity. The second axis is that labels position their referents in relation 

to an unmarked heterosexual norm, and that this positioning persists even as 

public discourse becomes more liberalised (Section 5.2). The homo/hetero 

asymmetry narrows but does not disappear; “marriage” requires explicit marking 

primarily when it is same-sex; and inclusion is repeatedly framed as conditional 

rather than assumed. What changes over time is not the disappearance of norma-

tivity, but the linguistic means through which it is carried. In Period 1, evaluation 

is often visible through overt markers such as stigmatising collocations and scare 

quotes. In Period 2, it more often moves into structural mechanisms – presup-

position, selective attribution, list-based association, and authorisation frames – 

that can make the surface language appear more measured while still positioning 

LGBT subjects as marked, debated, or institutionally mediated. This supports 

Motschenbacher’s (2020) broader point that discursive change around same-sex 

sexuality need not mean a move from normativity to non-normativity, but may 

involve a qualitative shift in the mechanisms through which normativity is 

reproduced. This is the dissertation’s central claim about ideology: it operates not 

only through explicit attitudes, but also through recurrent textual structures that 

organise what appears ordinary, legitimate, or in need of explanation. 

Negotiation. The third axis is that labels meant for a community become 

objects of negotiation within it, following a logic that does not simply mirror 

media uptake (Section 5.3). Kväär is widely recognised but unevenly adopted; its 

evaluation is polarised and patterned by locally salient identity divisions – gender 

identity in the Estonian data, sexuality in the Finnish data. The same global 
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concept therefore lands on different social fault lines even in two closely related 

Finnic languages. Respondents debate phonological associations (kväär ~ väär), 

questions of “proper” localisation, and in-group authority over who may use the 

term. These debates show how the same label can be experienced simultaneously 

as a resource for transnational queer belonging and as a sign of linguistic or 

conceptual importedness. This is where the gap between public availability and 

community acceptance becomes central: a label that appears neutral, progressive, 

or analytically useful in public discourse cannot be assumed to be experienced as 

inclusive by those it names. 

Taken together, the three axes are not independent findings but interlocking 

aspects of one process. A label is introduced, retained, or redistributed; in use, it 

positions its referents relative to an unmarked norm; and the communities it 

describes adopt, contest, rework, or refuse it. The ideological work of LGBT-

related naming in Estonian becomes legible through this interplay – and this 

interplay is visible only because media discourse and community evaluation are 

analysed together. 

Each axis corresponds to one of the dissertation’s research questions – naming 

to RQ1, normativity to RQ2, and negotiation to RQ3 – whose specific findings 

are summarised below. 

 

RQ1. Lexical change in Estonian LGBT-related vocabulary is characterised 

by: 

1. Expansion and stratification rather than replacement: older, institutional, 

rights-based, activist, and derogatory terms coexist rather than simply dis-

placing one another; 

2. Redistribution among standalone labels: homo declines while gei rises in 

journalistic discourse; 

3. Persistent homo-/hetero- asymmetry: homo-forms remain more frequent than 

hetero-forms, consistent with heteronormativity as markedness; 

4. Functional change without major frequency change: pede shows relatively 

stable frequency but substantial pragmatic refunctionalisation; 

5. Ideological differentiation across outlet types: conservative-populist sources 

use homoseksuaal proportionally more often, while mainstream media 

increasingly uses gei. 

 

RQ2. Ideological positioning in media discourse emerges through three 

recurring mechanisms: 

1. Institutional regulation and recognition frames, including agency positioning 

and permission structures; 

2. Antagonistic positioning, including exemplifying/enumerating structures and 

the polemical mobilisation of homo; 

3. Slur-based ideological compression, especially through pede as a flexible 

label in compounds and political labelling. 
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RQ3. The localisation of global queer terminology (queer → kväär/kvääri) is 

characterised by: 

1. Public-text stabilisation at low frequency: the localised form becomes visible 

but remains far less frequent than institutional umbrella terms such as LGBT; 

2. A recognition-uptake gap with polarised evaluation, structured by different 

demographic predictors in the Estonian and Finnish data; 

3. Metalinguistic anchoring in local form: evaluation is shaped not by “meaning” 

alone, but by phonological and semantic associations, language ideologies, 

and perceived social risks and benefits of the label. 
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6. CONCLUSION 

This dissertation begins from the premise that language is not merely a reflection 

of existing social attitudes toward LGBT people but one of the sites through 

which those attitudes are produced, reproduced, and contested. Despite this, the 

linguistic dimension of Estonian LGBT discourse has received little systematic 

attention, leaving the mechanisms through which harmful patterns are built into 

routine language use largely unexamined. This dissertation addresses that gap. 

While vocabulary changes are a significant part of this process, the dissertation 

shows that they do not tell the full story. Estonia legalised same-sex marriage in 

2024, and its LGBT vocabulary has grown from a limited set of Soviet-era 

medical and legal terms to a diverse range that includes rights-based institutional 

language (samasooline, LGBT), an English-derived label (gei), a locally adapted 

critical term (kväär), and older established forms (homo, homoseksuaal, pede). 

Each of these labels carries different meanings, associations, and ideological 

implications. This dissertation demonstrates that even in rights-friendly discus-

sions, the way media texts are written still frames LGBT individuals as subjects 

of regulation rather than as active participants. Permission structures, conditional 

integration frames, and grouping with other marginalised categories remain 

prevalent over time. 

This dissertation provides the first systematic study of how a small set of focal 

LGBT-related labels are used in Estonian media over three decades. It examines 

their frequencies, collocations, grammatical environments, and evaluative con-

texts. This work also offers the first organised documentation of how Estonian 

LGBT communities, and Finnish communities for comparison, evaluate a con-

tested localised form of queer. Together, the media and community strands 

address the same problem from two complementary angles. Labels that circulate 

in public discussion gain ideological weight through repetition and textual 

patterning; communities then navigate this weight by accepting, resisting, reinter-

preting, or rejecting labels that are used for them or offered as resources for self-

description. The synthesis across articles reveals what no individual study could 

show: the gap between media discourse patterns and community evaluations is 

important for analysis. Kväär is widely recognised but adopted unevenly. Gei is 

common in mainstream journalistic discourse, yet those it is meant to describe 

debate whether any of the available labels truly represents their experience. Pede 

shows a steady low frequency in journalistic data while diversifying pragmati-

cally in participatory genres, where it can function as insult, gender policing, 

political labelling, provocation, and, more marginally, tentative self-reference. 

These differences between frequency and function, and between public circu-

lation and community evaluation, are key signs of contested naming in a small, 

closely connected public sphere. 

The dissertation also offers a methodological contribution by showing how 

corpus-assisted discourse analysis, Critical Stylistics, and community survey 

methods can work together around a common focus: contested naming practices. 
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Applying Jeffries’ textual-conceptual functions to Estonian-language media texts 

demonstrates that the framework can be used beyond its Anglophone origins 

(Jeffries 2010), while the Estonian material also shows where operational adjust-

ment is needed. Because Estonian lacks grammatical gender but has productive 

compounding and a rich case system, categorisation and ideological positioning 

are carried partly through compound formation and case-marked list structures 

that the original framework does not foreground. Combining corpus evidence 

with community survey data addresses a known gap in corpus-based queer lin-

guistics (Baker 2018), where media representation has typically overshadowed 

the views of the communities represented. These findings matter not only for 

queer linguistics and corpus studies, but also for media studies, language planning, 

and equality-oriented communication, where terminological recommendations 

benefit from evidence of how labels function in use. 

The dissertation reexamines what it means to study “LGBT terminology”. In 

public and policy discussions, terminology is often treated as if labels can be 

easily ranked from more progressive to less progressive, more accurate to less 

accurate, or from slur to neutral to empowering. The evidence here presents a 

different view. Following Lo Vecchio (2025), the dissertation views LGBT-

related naming as a pragmatically and socially marked lexical field. This is an 

area where word choices carry social significance and show patterned variation. 

It can be analysed using the same methods as any other disputed vocabulary. 

While it is established that labels carry ideological weight through context in 

corpus-assisted discourse studies, this work shows how this principle operates 

within a layered small-language context that includes both media and community 

data. Labels are tools whose ideological effects depend on how they are used, 

including the words they appear with, the grammatical structures they are in, their 

positions in a list, and the assumptions they carry. The findings also show that 

linguistic categorisation is not only constraining: the same processes that regulate 

social intelligibility can also create possibilities for recognition, solidarity, and 

self-definition. 

In the media data, the label homoseksuaal is more strongly associated with 

institutional and regulatory contexts than gei, making non-normative sexual 

identity seem like a formal category that can be defined, managed, or controlled. 

This association with regulatory registers can lead to the term being used for 

distancing, objectifying, or exclusionary purposes in public discussions. Homo, 

meanwhile, occupies a different position: it declines as a standalone label in 

journalistic texts but remains highly productive as a compound stem in politicised 

and metalinguistic debates, serving as a versatile resource for both ironic and 

antagonistic discourse. Similarly, pede is not just a slur with a fixed negative 

meaning. It is a versatile term whose effect changes depending on the context and 

time. It can shift from a direct insult to a way to police masculinity, to a political 

label, or to a provocative cultural statement. The masculinity-policing function in 

particular shows how homophobia and misogyny operate through shared lin-

guistic mechanisms, extending stigma beyond sexuality to gender nonconformity 

more broadly (cf. Kaukonen et al. 2024). Additionally, its ability to form 
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compounds with pede- as a first element extends stigma to laws, policies, and 

ideological opponents. The key takeaway is that studying terminology related to 

marginalised groups needs to focus not only on which labels are chosen, but also 

on how they work in use: through collocation, grammatical patterning, textual 

organisation, compounding, and pragmatic function. 

For Central and Eastern European queer linguistics more broadly, the disser-

tation provides a clear example that the relationship between “Western” queer 

concepts and local discursive realities is not just a matter of simple importing or 

rejection. The kväär/kvääri comparison shows that the same global concept 

interacts with different social issues in Estonian and Finnish-language contexts. 

In Estonian, its uptake is shaped by gender identity, while in Finnish it is 

influenced by sexual identity. Localisation is affected not only by meaning but 

also by phonological connotations (kväär ~ väär ‘wrong’), language-ideological 

expectations, and internal community debates about authority and risk. The 

ambivalence around kväär/kvääri should therefore be read as an effect of the 

term’s double status: it can function as a resource for transnational queer 

belonging and critique, while also being experienced as a sign of linguistic or 

conceptual importedness. This supports the broader argument in CEE scholarship 

that local sexual politics cannot be understood through a simple catch-up narra-

tive (Kulpa & Mizielińska 2011). Instead, local sexual politics functions through 

its own logic of layering, simultaneity, and negotiation (Szulc 2012), which be-

comes clear when one focuses on how language works rather than only on what 

laws allow.  

Several limitations shape the scope of these claims. These conclusions are 

derived from public written corpora – journalistic texts throughout, and partici-

patory genres (forums and comments) in the analysis of pede as well as com-

munity survey data. They reflect publicly used language rather than private 

conversation. The dissertation shows how naming and framing patterns change 

over time, genre, and discourse site. It does not test causal relationships between 

media discourse and public attitudes or policy outcomes. The analyses focus on 

what appears in public texts and do not address spoken interactions, private 

conversations, or the fast-changing dynamics of social media. The community 

surveys mostly reached respondents through Estonian-language LGBT organisa-

tions. As a result, Russian-speaking, rural, and less organisationally connected 

individuals, and people who relate to queer without community affiliation are 

likely to be underrepresented. Including these groups would require different 

strategies for reaching participants. The convergence of findings across different 

methods strengthens the overall argument, but it also means that the conclusions 

reflect trends across various strands rather than a single model applied to all data. 

The focus on a limited set of labels, chosen for their frequency and ideological 

importance, necessarily overlooks other terms, like biseksuaal (‘bisexual’) and 

mittebinaarne (‘non-binary’), as well as the complete range of trans-related 

vocabulary. Their discursive paths deserve specific analysis. 

Four directions for future research emerge from these results. First, the finding 

that ideological positioning works through routine textual patterns, not just 
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through overt evaluation, calls for research focused on how different audiences 

read and interpret the institutional framings, list structures, and conditional 

integration patterns documented here. Combining the corpus-stylistic approach 

with reader-response or focus-group methods would help determine whether the 

ideological effects identified through text analysis match the meanings that 

audiences create. Second, the pede analysis suggests a broader methodological 

hypothesis: functional diversification can happen without frequency change. This 

should be tested by applying the same corpus-informed functional approach to 

other contested and derogatory labels, including gendered and ethnic slurs, across 

different genres. Third, the dissertation’s claims about small languages and 

peripheral contexts should be strengthened by expanding multilingual and regional 

comparisons. This is especially important in relation to Russian-language media 

in Estonia and bilingual community networks. Such an approach would test how 

far the patterns identified here are specific to language versus shared across 

Estonia’s parallel publics. It would also extend queer-localisation comparisons 

beyond Estonian and Finnish to other Baltic and Central/Eastern European 

language contexts. Fourth, experimental or survey-based designs that systemati-

cally vary label choices in otherwise similar contexts, such as gei, homo, or homo-

seksuaal would test whether the register-specific ideological associations docu-

mented through corpus analysis lead to measurable differences in readers’ 

evaluations and perceived appropriateness. This would decouple the effect of 

label choice from the textual environments in which labels typically appear. 

What this dissertation shows is that in a small language facing rapid legal and 

social change, the words available for non-heteronormative identities are never 

just words. They serve as places where institutional authority, community 

belonging, political strategy, and drawing of ideological distinctions meet. Across 

the articles, these labels were shown to do three things at once – to name, to 

position what they name in relation to an unmarked norm, and to become objects 

of negotiation within the communities they describe. It is in this interplay of 

naming, normativity, and negotiation that their ideological work becomes legible. 

Here, the routine and often invisible work of forming texts shapes which kinds of 

lives become publicly understood. For queer linguistics, the dissertation shows 

that Anglophone-derived frameworks need to be adjusted for different languages. 

It also highlights how “translation” and word formation reveal sites of ideological 

negotiation in small-language settings. For Estonian language planning and for 

those working on LGBT issues, such as NGOs, educators, and journalists, as well 

as the LGBT communities themselves, this research provides evidence for thought-

ful discussions about naming practices, media representation, and commu-

nication strategies within the community. Without community evaluation, it is 

impossible to determine whether a term that seems neutral or progressive in 

media is actually seen as inclusive or as being taken over. Examining how labels 

become routine through text formation, rather than just focusing on which labels 

are selected, is essential for understanding Estonian LGBT discourse. This 

approach also helps to clarify the relationship between language, social norms, 

and transformation in contested areas.  
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SUMMARY IN ESTONIAN 

Nimetused, normatiivsus ja neis navigeerimine: LGBT-teemadega seotud 

sildid Eesti meediadiskursuses ja kogukonna hinnangutes, 1995–2023 

 

Väitekirjas uurin, kuidas LGBT-teemadega seotud nimetuste kaudu eesti keeles 

tähendusi luuakse, norme taastoodetakse ja piire tõmmatakse. Analüüsi keskmes 

on viis eestikeelset sõna – gei, homo, homoseksuaal, kväär ja pede –, mis erinevad 

üksteisest ajaloo, kasutuskonteksti, hinnangulisuse ja kogukondliku vastuvõtu 

poolest. Esitähtlühendit LGBT kasutan väitekirjas üldise katusmõistena: see 

tähistab lesbisid, geisid, biseksuaalseid ja transsoolisi inimesi. Variante (nt 

LGBT+, LGBTI, LGBTQ) kasutan vastavalt allikmaterjalile; plussmärk osutab 

teistele seksuaal- ja soovähemustele ning identiteetidele, mida lühendi neli tähte 

eraldi ei nimeta. Ingliskeelset sõna queer, eestikeelset vastet kväär ja soome-

keelset vastet kvääri käsitlen eraldi vaidlusaluste nimetustena, mille kasutuse, 

sobivuse ja sotsiaalsete tähenduste üle kogukondades aktiivselt arutletakse. 

Ühelt poolt on Eesti ühiskondlik ja õiguslik raamistik viimase kolme aasta-

kümne jooksul märgatavalt muutunud: nõukogude ajast pärinev kriminaliseeriv 

ja patologiseeriv käsitus on asendunud järjest enam võrdsetele õigustele ja inim-

õigustele toetuva poliitikaga, näiteks hakkas 2024. aastal Eestis kehtima abielu-

võrdsus. Teiselt poolt ei muutu LGBT inimestest rääkimise viisid automaatselt 

seadusemuudatuste ega uuringutes väljendatud hoiakutega samas tempos. Avalikus 

meediaruumis püsivad edasi nii häbimärgistavad kui ka institutsionaalselt regu-

leerivad kirjeldused ning heteronormatiivsed eeldused võivad säilida ka näiliselt 

neutraalses või isegi toetavas sõnastuses. 

Uuritav periood 1995–2023 on seega olnud kiire ühiskondliku muutumise 

aeg. Õiguskeskkond on liberaliseerunud, LGBT-teemadest rääkimiseks kasutatav 

sõnavara on laienenud ning meediaruum on muutunud. Õiguste, nähtavuse ja 

perekonna teemalised vaidlused on toonud LGBT-teemad avalikku arutellu 

varasemast nähtavamalt, kuid samal ajal on need vaidlused muutunud poliitiliselt 

polariseeritumaks ja instrumentaalsemaks. Väitekirjas näitan, et nimetuste valik 

on ideoloogiliselt ja institutsionaalselt tähenduslik: sõnavalik asetab keele-

kasutaja eri ootuste ristumispunkti ning nimetuste kaudu saavad mõned subjektid 

normipäraseks, teised markeerituks, probleemseks või võivad mõjuda isegi 

ähvardavalt (Fairclough 1995; Wodak 2012; Motschenbacher 2010, 2022; van 

Dijk 1998). 

 

Uurimisküsimused ja teoreetiline raamistik 

Väitekirja eesmärk on vastata küsimusele, kuidas meediadiskursuses ja kogu-

kondlikes keelepraktikates kujundatakse ja kinnistatakse LGBT-siltide tähendusi 

ja positsioone ning kuidas neis navigeeritakse kontekstis, mida iseloomustab kiire 

ühiskondlik muutus ja tugevalt meediastunud avalik ruum (Fairclough 1992, 

1995; Wodak 2012). Eesmärgi täitmiseks olen püstitanud kolm uurimisküsimust: 
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1. Kuidas on LGBT-teemadega seotud peamiste eestikeelsete siltide (gei, homo, 

homoseksuaal, kväär, pede) kasutussagedus, -mustrid ja ideoloogilis-institut-

sionaalne positsioon Eesti avalikus diskursuses muutunud (1995–2023)? 

2. Milliste keeleliste mehhanismide abil kasutatakse LGBT-teemadega seotud 

silte identiteetide kujundamiseks ja ideoloogiliseks positsioneerimiseks Eesti 

avalikus diskursuses? 

3. Kuidas on globaalne silt queer eesti keelde (kväär) ja soome keelde (kvääri) 

kohandunud ning milliseid hinnanguid annavad neile LGBT kogukondade 

liikmed? 

 

Analüüsi keskmes on viis eesti keeles laialt kasutatavat või ühiskondlikult laetud 

silti: gei, homo, homoseksuaal, kväär ja pede; võrdlusesse on kaasatud ka inglis-

keelne sõna queer ning soomekeelne kvääri. Need sildid on seotud eri registrite 

(nt meditsiini, seaduste ja poliitikakujundamise, inimõiguste, aktivismi), institut-

sionaalse ajaloo ning tekstiliikide ja pragmaatiliste funktsioonidega. Varasemad 

uurimused on näidanud, et korduvad tekstilised mustrid võivad hoida hetero-

seksuaalsust vaikimisi normina ning käsitleda mittenormatiivset seksuaalsust 

erandina, probleemina või reguleeritava objektina, ka siis, kui sõnavara ise on 

kaasajastunud (Warner 1993; Cameron ja Kulick 2008; Motschenbacher 2022). 

Siinses väitekirjas uurin, kas ja kuidas need mustrid avalduvad Eesti materjalis – 

nende siltide jälgimine korpustes ja kogukonna metalingvistilistes hinnangutes 

võimaldab tuua nähtavale, kuidas sellistest mustritest tulenev normatiivsus püsib 

ka siis, kui ühiskondlikud hoiakud ja seadused liberaliseeruvad. 

Metodoloogiliselt toetub töö kväärilingvistika (queer linguistics) uurimis-

suunale, mille kohaselt hetero- ja cis-normatiivsust käsitatakse diskursiivselt 

toodetava vaikimisi režiimina, mis muutub nähtavaks nimetamise, markeerituse 

ja kategoriseerimise kaudu (Warner 1993; Cameron 1995; Cameron ja Kulick 

2008; Motschenbacher 2010, 2022). Laiemalt toetub väitekiri kriitilise diskursuse-

uurimuse traditsioonile, mille kohaselt keel ei kirjelda maailma üksnes neutraal-

selt, vaid osaleb normide, hierarhiate ja identiteetide loomises (Fairclough 1992, 

1995; Wodak 2012). 

Uurimistöö ühendab korpuse abil tehtava diskursusanalüüsi (Corpus-Assisted 

Discourse Studies, CADS) ja kriitilise stilistika (CS) tööriistu: kvantitatiivsed 

korpusmustrid (sagedused, kollokatsioonid, konkordantsid) suunavad tähelepanu 

korduvatele kooslustele, mille põhjal kirjeldatakse kvalitatiivselt, kuidas teks-

tides konstrueeritakse normi, kõrvalekallet, autoriteeti ja loomulikustatust (Baker 

2008, 2018, 2023; Partington et al. 2013; Jeffries 2010). Vaenusõna (pede) uurimus 

lisab pragmaatilise vaatepunkti: vaenusõna tähendus ei ole üksnes leksikaalne, 

vaid kujuneb kasutusaktides, osaluspraktikates ja žanrites; seetõttu ei saa selle 

kohta järeldusi teha ainult sageduse alusel (Croom 2013; Rappaport 2020; 

Anderson ja Lepore 2013). Kogukonnaandmete käsitlemisel on lähtutud rahva-

lingvistika ja metalingvistilise teadlikkuse perspektiivist, mille kohaselt on keele-

kasutajad ise tähendusloome eksperdid, kes põhjendavad ja vaidlustavad keelelisi 
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valikuid oma kogemuse ja keeleideoloogiate kaudu (Niedzielski ja Preston 2003; 

Preston 2004; Garrett 2010). 

Sotsiokultuuriliselt asetub uurimus Kesk- ja Ida-Euroopa postsotsialistlikku 

konteksti, kus seksuaalsuse poliitika ja mõistestik ei moderniseeru lineaarselt ühe 

lääne mudeli järgi, vaid kujuneb ajaloo, institutsioonide ja geopoliitiliste muutuste 

ristumiskohas (Kulpa ja Mizielińska 2011; Kulpa et al. 2012; Dobrowolska 2025). 

Eesti puhul on oluline nõukogudeaegne õiguslik-meditsiiniline pärand ja vara-

jane HIV/AIDSi ennetustöö (Healey 2001; Kurvinen 2007; Koppel 2022), samuti 

taasiseseisvumisjärgne kiire meediaruumi muutumine ning tugevad keele-

ideoloogiad ja keelekorralduslik traditsioon (Lindström et al. 2023). 2010.–

2020. aastate avalikes vaidlustes on lisaks nähtav ka laiem antigender-retoorika, 

kus LGBT-silte kasutatakse poliitilise polariseerimise vahendiks (Kováts ja Põim 

2015; Velmet 2019; Bogetić 2025; Sepper 2025). Joanna Chojnicka (2015) on 

näidanud, et Läti, Leedu ja Poola meedia- ja poliitilises diskursuses positsio-

neeritakse seksuaalvähemusi sageli ohuna rahvusele, perekonnale ja kirikule ning 

välistatakse seeläbi nn normaalsest ühiskonnast. Väitekiri näitab, et Eesti mater-

jalis ilmnevad võrreldavad normatiivsed mustrid, kuigi need realiseeruvad keele-

liselt teistsuguste mehhanismide kaudu. 

 

Andmestik ja meetodid 

Väitekirja empiiriline materjal pärineb kahest allikast. 

 

1. Avalik kirjalik diskursus: eesti keele ühendkorpus, milles tegin päringuid 

veebipõhise korpuspäringute keskkonnas Sketch Engine (Kilgarriff et al. 2014; 

Kallas ja Koppel 2022; Kallas ja Koppel 2023). Tegemist on üldkorpusega, 

mitte LGBT-teemade põhjal koostatud erikorpusega: analüüsitavad esinemis-

juhud on leitud sõnapäringutega kogu korpusest, sõltumata teksti teemast. 

 

Diakroonne analüüs tugineb kahele perioodile, mida võimaldavad korpuste aja-

märgistatud andmed: 1995–2008 (Koondkorpus) ja 2014–2023 (Uudisvoogude 

korpus). Artiklite lõikes kasutan korpusematerjali eri eesmärkidel: (a) laiem 

kasutussageduste kaardistus ja sõnavara muutuste jälgimine, (b) ajakirjanduslike 

tekstide kollokatsioonid ehk sõnad, mis esinevad otsitava nimetuse lähikontekstis 

tavalisest sagedamini, ning kriitilise stilistika lähilugemine, (c) sõna pede käsit-

levas artiklis eri žanrite kontekstitundlik kvalitatiivne analüüs. Perioodidevahelisi 

sageduserinevusi kontrollisin log-likelihood-testiga ning kollokatsioonide 

tugevust hindasin LogDice’i assotsiatsioonimõõdikuga (Rayson ja Garside 2000; 

Gablasova et al. 2017). 

 

2. Kogukonnaandmed: veebiküsitlused LGBT vastajatele Eestis (oktoober 

2022, N=353) ja Soomes (oktoober 2023, N=353), kokku N=706. Küsitlused 

sisaldasid küsimusi sõnadega tuttav olemise ja nende kasutamise kohta,  

5-punktilist hinnanguküsimust sõna kväär/kvääri kohta ning avatud vastustega 

küsimusi, kus vastajad põhjendasid oma hinnanguid ja kirjeldasid sõnaga 
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seotud tähendusi, definitsioone ja assotsiatsioone. Kvantitatiivses analüüsis 

kasutasin tingimusliku otsustuspuu mudeleid (Conditional Inference Trees; 

Hothorn et al. 2020), et tuvastada, millised taustatunnused seostuvad sõnale 

antud hinnangutega kõige tugevamalt; Eesti ja Soome vastuste võrdluses 

kasutasime ka sõltumatusteste, sealhulgas hii-ruut-teste. Avatud vastuseid 

analüüsisin temaatilise analüüsi meetodiga (Braun ja Clarke 2006). 

 

Meetodite kombinatsioon on integratiivne: korpusanalüüs annab pildi kasutus-

mustritest ja avaliku diskursuse korduvatest mallidest, kogukonnaandmed toovad 

välja selle, kuidas nimetusi tajutakse ja millised tähendused seostuvad nendega 

uuritava grupi sees. Just nende kahe vaate dialoog võimaldab selgitada, miks 

mõni avalikus ruumis levinud silt ei kinnistu kogukonnas või miks mõne nime-

tuse funktsioon muutub (nt vaenusõnade puhul) ilma märgatava sagedusnihketa. 

Väitekiri koosneb katuspeatükist ja neljast publikatsioonist. Esimene artikkel 

uurib sõna kväär Eesti LGBT kogukonnas: kui tuntud see on, kes seda kasutab, 

kuidas seda hinnatakse ja milliste põhjendustega seda omaks võetakse või selle 

kasutamisest hoidutakse. Artikkel ühendab kogukonnaküsitluse korpuspõhise 

taustaga, sest kvääri ei saa mõista üksiksõnana eraldi laiemast sõnavara muutu-

misest. Selle tähendus ja vastuvõtt kujunevad olukorras, kus eesti keeles on kõrvuti 

vanemad nimetused (homo, homoseksuaal, vaenusõna pede), peavoolustunud 

õiguste ja poliitika keel (LGBT, samasooline) ning uuemad kogukondlikud ja 

aktivistlikud sõnad. 

Teises artiklis, mille kirjutasin koos Meri Lindemaniga Turu Ülikoolist, võrdlen 

sõnade queer, kväär ja kvääri kasutust ning hinnanguid eesti ja soome keeles. 

Artikli keskse küsimusena uurisime, kas sama globaalne sõna kohandub kahes 

lähisugulaskeeles sarnastel viisidel. Tulemused näitavad, et ei kohandu. Eesti 

keele keskkonnas seostuvad hinnangud sõnale kväär eelkõige sooidentiteediga, 

seksuaalse identiteediga. Samas ei ole need taustatunnused põhjused iseeneses, 

vaid näitavad, milliste kogukonnasiseste arutelude, kasutajaprofiilide ja keeleliste 

ootuste külge sõna kummaski keeleruumis kinnitub. Samuti on ingliskeelse queer’i 

kasutus soome vastajate seas märksa levinum, mis näitab, et lokaliseeritud vormi 

vajalikkus ja prestiiž ei ole eesti ja soome keeles samasugused. 

Kolmandas artiklis analüüsin sõnade gei, homo ja homoseksuaal kasutust 

Eesti ajakirjanduslikes tekstides aastatel 1995–2023. Korpusanalüüsi ja kriitilise 

stilistika abil – st ühendades korduvate keelemustrite tuvastamise tekstide lähi-

lugemisega – näitan, et need nimetused ei ole lihtsalt stiilivariandid ega süno-

nüümid. Gei seostub üha enam õiguste ja inimõiguste raamistikuga, homo-

seksuaal institutsionaalse ja klassifitseeriva registriga ning homo poliitiliselt ja 

retooriliselt paindliku kasutusega, eriti liitsõnades ja vastandustes. 

Neljas artikkel keskendub vaenusõnale pede. Selle artikli eesmärk on peale 

kasutuskontekstide uurimise ka näidata, kuidas selle funktsioonid ajas muutuvad. 

Analüüsist selgub, et pede võib toimida otsese solvanguna, maskuliinsuse ja 

normide kontrollimise vahendina, poliitilise sildistamise tööriistana, provokat-

sioonina ning piiratud juhtudel võib seda esineda ka enesekohases või kogukonna-

siseses kasutuses. Oluline mehhanism on liitsõnamoodustus ehk morfoloogiline 
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produktiivsus: pede- liitsõna esikomponendina võimaldab kanda seksuaalsusega 

seotud stigmat üle ka seadustele, poliitikutele, ideoloogiatele ja avalikele vaid-

lustele. Nii ei toimi sõna ainult otsese solvanguna inimese kohta, vaid ka poliiti-

lise ja ideoloogilise märgistamise vahendina. 

Nelja artikli ühine eesmärk on näidata, kuidas nimetused toimivad eri tasan-

ditel: avalikus meedias korduvate sõnavalikute ja tekstimustritena, vaenusõnade 

puhul pragmaatiliste kasutusfunktsioonidena ning kogukonnas hinnangute, 

kasutusotsuste ja metalingvistiliste põhjenduste objektina. Nii moodustub tervik-

argument sellest, kuidas LGBT-teemadega seotud sõnad eesti keeles inimesi ja 

nähtusi nimetavad, normidega suhestavad ning kogukondades navigeerimise ja 

vaidluse objektiks muutuvad. Sellepärast on väitekirjas kõrvuti korpusanalüüs, 

tekstide lähilugemine, vaenusõnade pragmaatiline analüüs ja kogukonnaküsit-

lused: iga andmestik näitab nimetuste ideoloogilisest tööst eri külge. 

 

Peamised tulemused 

1. Leksikaalne areng: laienemine ja kihistumine  

Korpusandmed näitavad, et Eesti LGBT-sildid ei asendu lineaarselt, vaid 

laienevad ja kihistuvad: uued nimetused ja institutsionaalsed sildid (nt LGBT, 

samasooline) lisanduvad, kuid vanemad sõnad ei kao, vaid spetsialiseeruvad eri 

registritesse ja ideoloogilistesse positsioonidesse (vrd Szulc 2012; Baker 2013; 

Shi ja Lei 2020). Korpusandmed annavad sarnase üldpildi kahest vaatenurgast, 

mis võimaldab eristada, kas muutus tuleneb teema taandumisest või sildivaliku 

ja vastuvõetavuse muutumisest. Ajakirjanduslikes tekstides nihkub eelistus 

selgelt: homo kui iseseisva sildi kasutus on vähenenud, samal ajal kui sildi gei 

kasutus on suurenenud; sildi homoseksuaal kasutus on muutunud vähem, kuid 

see püsib eriti institutsionaalsetes ja ideoloogiliselt laetud kasutuskontekstides 

(artikkel 3). 

 

2. Markeeritus: heteroseksuaalsus kui vaikimisi norm 

Homo-/hetero-asümmeetria püsib kogu vaadeldud ajavahemiku vältel: homo- on 

korpuses järjekindlalt ligikaudu viis korda sagedam kui hetero-, mis tähendab, et 

mittenormatiivne seksuaalsus on avalikus ruumis sagedamini eksplitsiitselt nime-

tatud kui heteroseksuaalsus (Baker 2005; Motschenbacher ja Stegu 2013; 

Motschenbacher 2022). Ajas lõhe väheneb, kuid ei kao: ka õigustepõhise avaliku 

arutelu laienedes jääb heteroseksuaalsus taustanormiks, mille ümber “teised” 

seksuaalse identiteedi kategooriad eraldi sõnastatakse. 

 

3. Nimetuste kasutuse ideoloogiline diferentseerumine meedias 

Kuigi gei, homo ja homoseksuaal võivad üksiktekstides vahelduda näiliste süno-

nüümidena, eriti sõnakorduse vältimiseks, ei toimi nad meediadiskursuses sama-

väärsete nimetustena. Eesti meedias on nende kasutus ideoloogiliselt diferent-

seerunud: gei seostub tugevalt õiguste ja inimõiguste raamistikuga, homo poliitilise 

vastandamise ja liitsõnalise kasutusega ning homoseksuaal institutsionaalse, 

klassifitseeriva ja distantseeriva registriga. Gei seostub tugevalt õiguste, heaolu 
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ja rahvusvahelise inimõiguskeele registriga ning esineb korduva mustrina insti-

tutsionaalset autoriteeti kandvas raamistikus: statistika esitamise, organisatsioo-

nide ja rahvusvaheliste inimõigusraportite meediavahenduse kaudu (artikkel 3; 

vrd Wilkinson 2023; Ng et al. 2024). Nimetus homoseksuaal koondub klassi-

fitseerivasse institutsionaalsesse raamistikku (õigus-, meditsiini-, haldusküsi-

mused); selle kliiniline taust võimaldab diskursiivset distantseerimist, kus identi-

teeti esitatakse kategooriana, mida hinnatakse, hallatakse või kontrollitakse (Baker 

2005; Motschenbacher 2021; artikkel 3). Konservatiiv-populistlikes allikates on 

homoseksuaal proportsionaalselt sagedam kui peavooluallikates, mis toetab 

tõlgendust, et formaalsus toimib siin ideoloogilise ressursina (Opermann ja Kõuts-

Klemm 2024; artikkel 3; vrd Socciarelli 2019). Homo on pragmaatiliselt kõige 

paindlikum: see sobitub kergesti liitsõnadesse (homoabielu, homopropaganda), 

loosunglikesse vastandustesse ning seda kasutatakse ideoloogiliste piiride sead-

misel, kus mittenormatiivset seksuaalsust rakendatakse retooriliselt rahulolematuse 

koondamise vahendina. 

 

4. Tekstilised mehhanismid ja diakrooniline nihe 

Ideoloogiline positsioneerimine ei teostu ainult otseste väärtusotsuste kaudu, vaid 

sageli tekstide ülesehituse korduvates mustrites: keda esitatakse tegutsejana ja 

keda tegevuse objektina, mida kirjeldatakse lubamise või keelamise loogikas, 

millised kategooriad pannakse samasse loendisse ning millised eeldused kinnis-

tatakse tingimuslausetega (Jeffries 2010; Partington et al. 2013; Motschenbacher 

2022). Selle mustriga haakub ka mitmuse kasutus: lähilugemisel esinevad 

nimetused korduva mustrina rühmakategooriatena (geid, homod, homo-

seksuaalid), mitte üksikisiku kogemusliku positsioonina. Seda ei saa käsitada 

agentsuse otsese mõõtmisena, kuid see toetab üldisemat järeldust, et LGBT-

subjektid ilmuvad meediatekstides rühmadena, kelle õigusi, nähtavust või 

tunnustamist lubatakse, keelatakse, reguleeritakse või kaitstakse. 

Kriitilise stilistika analüüsis tuli esile kaks peamist tekstilist mehhanismi, 

mille kaudu LGBT-silte ideoloogiliselt positsioneeritakse: loendid ja koordineeri-

vad struktuurid ning eeldused ja modaalsus. Esiteks loendid ja koordineerivad 

struktuurid (Exemplifying/Enumerating), mis võivad normaliseerida, asetades 

LGBT-kategooriad ühe vähemusena teiste sekka (nt juudid, mustlased, homo-

seksuaalid), või stigmatiseerida, sidudes need nn probleemiklastritesse (nt narko-

maanid, prostituudid ja homoseksuaalid) (Jeffries 2010; Coffey-Glover 2015; 

artikkel 3). Teiseks eeldused ja modaalsus (Implying/Assuming): tolerantsus 

kujuneb nendes tekstimustrites sageli tingimuslikuks (nt kuni nad avalikult üles 

ei astu; kui see sättumus kõrvale jätta), mistõttu kuuluvus ei ole eeldatud, vaid 

justkui väljateenitav (Baker 2005; Motschenbacher 2020; artikkel 3). 

Oluline on ka see, et sama grammatiline mehhanism võib luua vastandlikke 

ideoloogilisi efekte: koordineeritud loend võib olla kaasav või stigmatiseeriv. Ka 

homofoobse populismi vastane kriitika võib taastoota loendiloogikat, mis teeb 

LGBT-teemast poliitilise vastandamise vahendi (wedge issue) (artikkel 3; vrd 

Chojnicka 2023).
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Diakrooniline nihe avaldub selles, kuhu hinnanguline positsioneerimine pai-

gutub. Varasemates tekstides (1990. aastad ja 2000. aastate algus) avaldub häbi-

märgistamine otsesemalt: negatiivsed kollokatsioonid (nt aids, pede, narkar), 

jutumärkidega distantseerimine ja LGBT-siltide kaudu selge kategoriseerimine 

hälbena. Hilisemas perioodis (2014–2023) muutub osa hinnangulisusest struk-

tuursemaks: ideoloogiline positsioneerimine liigub sagedamini loenditesse, eel-

dustesse, modaalsusesse ja agentsuse varjamisse, kuigi paralleelselt kasvab ka 

avalikult vaenulik repertuaar konservatiiv-populistlikes kanalites (Love ja Baker 

2015; Velmet 2019; artikkel 3; Sepper 2025). 

 

5. Vaenusõna pede: stabiilne sagedus, tugev muutus pragmaatilistes funkt-

sioonides 

Vaenusõna pede analüüs näitab, et sagedus ei ole piisav mõõdik: isegi kui 

esinemissagedus ajakirjanduslikes korpustes on madal ja suhteliselt stabiilne, 

võib sõna pragmaatiline funktsioon tekstis oluliselt muutuda (Croom 2013; 

Motschenbacher 2018; artikkel 4). Varasemas perioodis domineerivad otsese 

solvanguga seotud kasutused, mis on enamasti ajakirjanduses vahendatud või 

tsiteeritud kujul: tekst ei pruugi sõna ise solvanguna kasutada, vaid annab edasi 

olukorda, kus kedagi on nii nimetatud. Sellistes kasutustes on sihtmärgiks 

peamiselt mehed, kellele omistatakse mittenormatiivset seksuaalsust. Hilisemas 

perioodis lisandub tugevam ideoloogiline instrumentaliseerimine: pede laieneb 

poliitilise sildistamise vahendiks, maskuliinsuse ja normide sotsiaalseks kont-

rolliks ning provokatsioonivõtteks. Oluline mehhanism on liitsõnamoodustus: 

pede- kui esimene komponent võimaldab kanda stigmat üle abstraktsetele objek-

tidele (pedeseadus, pedesotsid, pedepropaganda), muutes vaenusõna paindlikuks 

poliitiliste piiride tõmbamise vahendiks (artikkel 4). Pragmaatiliste funktsioonide 

nihkesse panustavad eelkõige kaks tegurit: veebimeedia levik ja ühiskonna 

poliitiline polariseerumine, mis selgitavad sõna muutumist argisest solvangust 

poliitilise diskursuse vahendiks (artikkel 4). Laiemalt haakub see dünaamika 

Eesti vaenu- ja platvormiseire materjaliga, kus uudisteportaalide kommentaa-

riume on kirjeldatud homofoobse väljenduse levikukohana ning sõna pede esineb 

seksuaalse sättumuse põhistes eestikeelsetes vaenukõnejuhtumites keskse vaenu-

sõnana (ECRI 2015; Grossthal ja Vähi 2022). 

Uurimusest tuleb selgelt esile ka see, et irooniline, metafoorne või naljana 

mõeldud kasutus ei neutraliseeri automaatselt vaenusõna sotsiaalset kahjulikku 

toimet: sõna ajalooline ja normeeriv koormus jääb kasutusse reservina ning võib 

aktiveeruda ka siis, kui sihtmärgiks ei ole otseselt seksuaalsus, vaid laiem normi 

rikkumine (Anderson ja Lepore 2013; Rappaport 2020; artikkel 4). 

 

6. Kväär/kvääri: suur tuntus, selektiivne omaksvõtt, polariseerunud hin-

nangud 

2022. aastal läbi viidud küsitluse analüüs näitab, et sõna kväär on Eesti LGBT 

kogukonnas tuntud, samuti seda, et see pakub palju arutamisainet: valdav enamik 

vastajatest tunneb sõna (93%), kuid märksa väiksem osa raporteeris end seda 

kasutavat (35%); hinnangud jaotuvad tugevalt kogu skaalal ja kalduvad 

tagasihoidlikult negatiivse poole (artikkel 1; artikkel 2). 
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Eesti-Soome võrdlus kinnitab, et sama globaalne silt ei mahu kahes lähisugu-

laskeeles samasse kasutusloogikasse. Eestis on lokaliseeritud vorm (kväär) tutta-

vam ja sagedamini kasutatav kui Soomes (kvääri), samas soome keeles rapor-

teeritakse oluliselt rohkem ingliskeelse queer’i kasutamist (artikkel 2). Kesk-

mised hinnangud lokaliseeritud variantide suhtes on sarnased, kuid Eestis on eri 

arvamused tugevamad, st rohkem on äärmuslikke hinnanguid mõlemas suunas, 

mis viitab kohalike assotsiatsioonide tugevamale mõjule. 

Oluline on ka see, milliste taustatunnustega hinnangud seostuvad: eesti keele 

kontekstis on keskseim sooidentiteet (mittebinaarsed vastajad hindavad sõna 

keskmiselt positiivsemalt), soome keele kontekstis eristusid aseksuaalsed ja 

biseksuaalsed vastajad, kes hindasid sõna keskmiselt positiivsemalt (artikkel 1; 

artikkel 2). See toetab väitekirja lokaliseerimiskäsitust: lokaliseerimine on üht-

aegu fonoloogiline ja semantiline (kväär ↔ väär), ideoloogiline (laenud vs. oma) 

ning kogukonnasisene autoriteedivõitlus – kelle sõna see on ja kellel on õigus 

seda kasutada (Kulpa et al. 2012; Baer 2020; Niedzielski ja Preston 2003). 

Avatud vastuseid analüüsiti temaatilise analüüsi abil (Braun ja Clarke 2006). 

Analüüs koondas põhjendused viieks: (1) keelelised hoiakud ja kohaliku variandi 

sobivus eesti keelde (vrd Garrett 2010), (2) assotsiatsioonid ja seosed (nt väär-

seos kui julge ümberpööramine või enesestigmatiseerimise risk), (3) identiteet ja 

autoriteet (kogukonnasisesed ja -välised kasutusnormid), (4) praktilisus (hääldus, 

kirjapilt, äratuntavus, kommunikatiivne tõhusus) ning (5) mõju (võimestamine 

vs. turvariskid) (artiklid 1 ja 2). 

Vastustest ilmneb, et nimetused toimivad kogukonna jaoks ühtaegu tähendus-

loome, strateegia ja riskijuhtimise vahendina: inimene võib sõna toetada, kuid 

seda mitte kasutada, kui see tundub ohtlik; või pidada sõna ebasobivaks, kuid 

tunnistada selle poliitilist potentsiaali. 

 

Järeldused ja panus 

Väitekirja kõige üldisem järeldus on see, et leksikaalne moderniseerumine – uute 

nimetuste lisandumine ja peavoolu keeleliste valikute muutumine – ei too 

automaatselt kaasa täielikku diskursiivset nihet. Isegi LGBT inimesi toetavates 

või solidaarsust väljendavates tekstides räägitakse mittenormatiivsest seksuaal-

susest sageli kui millestki, mida tuleb lubada, keelata või tingimuslikult normali-

seerida; samuti esitatakse selle avalikuks tegemist eraldi sündmusena, samas kui 

heteroseksuaalsus sellist selgitamist ei vaja. Siit ilmneb väitekirja keskne pinge: 

ühiskondlikud hoiakud ja seadused võivad muutuda kiiremini kui tekstides 

kinnistunud kategoriseerimise, raamistamise ja agentsuse jaotamise mustrid. 

Keel ei ole muutunud reaalsuse passiivne järelkaja, vaid ka institutsionaalne mälu 

ja korduvate tekstimustrite kogum, mis kannab ideoloogilist järjepidevust edasi 

isegi siis, kui sõnavara pinnal paistab olevat uuenenud (Fairclough 1995; 

Motschenbacher 2022; Baker 2018). 

Väitekirja panus on kolmetasandiline. Esiteks pakub see esimese süstemaati-

lise, mitut kümnendit hõlmava korpuspõhise ülevaate valitud LGBT-nimetuste 

kasutusest Eesti meedias aastatel 1995–2023. Seda avaliku diskursuse analüüsi 
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täiendab kogukonna vaade: Eesti küsitlus näitab, kuidas LGBT kogukonna 

liikmed hindavad sõna kväär, ning Eesti-Soome võrdlus avab, kuidas inglis-

keelne queer kohandub kahes lähisugulaskeeles erinevalt. Teiseks näitab töö, 

kuidas kväärilingvistika, korpuse abil tehtava diskursuseuurimuse (CADS), krii-

tilise stilistika ja vaenusõnapragmaatika lähenemisi saab kasutada väikse keele ja 

postsotsialistliku konteksti analüüsimiseks, kus angloameerika mõistestikku ei 

saa otse üle võtta. Kolmandaks pakun väitekirjaga metodoloogilise mudeli, kus 

korpusanalüüs, lähilugemine ja kogukonnaküsitlused täiendavad üksteist: iga 

meetod teeb nähtavaks midagi, mis jääks ainult ühe meetodi või andmekogu 

korral varju. Rakenduslikult on tulemused kasutatavad kriitilise keele- ja meedia-

kirjaoskuse arendamisel, ajakirjanduspraktikate reflekteerimisel, keelekorraldus-

likes aruteludes ning vabaühenduste kommunikatsioonistrateegiates, kus sõna-

valikul on sageli suur kaal. 

Kokkuvõttes näitab väitekiri, et eestikeelsete LGBT-teemadega seotud nime-

tuste ja tekstimustrite muutumine ei ole ühesuunaline ega stabiilne protsess. 

Keeleline maastik laieneb ja kihistub, uued sildid lisanduvad vanade kõrvale ning 

ideoloogiline töö kandub osaliselt sõnade pinnalt tekstilistesse struktuuridesse: 

loenditesse, eeldustesse, modaalsusesse ja institutsionaalsesse raamistamisse. Just 

see kihistumine seletab, miks ühiskondlik liberaliseerumine ja keeleline norma-

tiivsus saavad samal ajal eksisteerida: muutus toimub mitte asendamise, vaid 

kihtide lisandumise ja funktsioonide ümberkujunemise kaudu. 
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APPENDIX 1. SURVEY QUESTIONNAIRE 

The Estonian-language online survey on the word kväär, whose data are analysed in 

Articles 1 and 2. The questionnaire was authored in Estonian by the present author; the 

right-hand column gives an English translation for reference. The parallel Finnish-

language instrument used for the comparison in Article 2 was designed and administered 

separately by Meri Lindeman and is reproduced in their dissertation (Lindeman 2025). 

 

Survey item (Estonian, as administered) English translation 

Olen Tartu Ülikooli keeleteaduse doktorant ja 

nooremteadur Aet Kuusik ning uurin LGBT+ 

teemadega seotud sõnu ja nende kasutust eesti 

keeles. Praegu huvitab mind sõna “kväär” ja 

LGBT+ kogukonna suhtumine sellesse. Kutsun 

huvilisi osalema küsitluses, millega uurin 

suhtumist sellesse sõnasse. 

I am Aet Kuusik, a PhD student and junior 

research fellow in linguistics at the University 

of Tartu, and I study words related to LGBT+ 

topics and their use in Estonian. I am currently 

interested in the word kväär and the LGBT+ 

community’s attitude towards it. I invite those 

interested to take part in a survey on attitudes 

towards this word. 

Küsitlusele ootan vastama LGBT+ inimesi. LGBT+ people are invited to respond to the 

survey. 

Küsitlus on anonüümne, konkreetse isikuga 

kokku viidavaid andmeid ei koguta ja 

metaandmeid ei salvestata. 

The survey is anonymous; no data that could 

be linked to a specific person is collected, and 

no metadata is stored. 

Küsitluse tulemusi kasutan teadusartikli 

kirjutamisel. Küsitlusele vastates annad 

nõusoleku oma vastuseid kasutada, sh 

vabavormilisi vastuseid teadusartiklis 

anonüümselt tsiteerida. 

I will use the survey results to write a research 

article. By responding, you consent to your 

answers being used, including the anonymous 

quotation of free-form answers in a research 

article. 

Vastamine võtab aega 5–10 minutit. Responding takes 5–10 minutes. 

Kui soovid lisainfot, siis palun võta ühendust 

meiliaadressil aet.kuusik@ut.ee. 

If you would like more information, please get 

in touch at aet.kuusik@ut.ee. 

Suur tänu kõigile vastajatele! Many thanks to all respondents! 

* Viitab kohustuslikule küsimusele * Indicates a required question 

Sinu sooline enesemääratlus. Vali see, mis 

on sulle siit valikust kõige omasem.* 

Naine 

Mees 

Mittebinaarne 

Ei soovi vastata 

Muu: ___ 

Your gender self-identification. Choose the 

option that fits you best.* 

Woman 

Man 

Non-binary 

Prefer not to answer 

Other: ___ 

Kas sa oled transsooline?* 

Jah 

Ei 

Ei soovi vastata 

Are you transgender?* 

Yes 

No 

Prefer not to answer 
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Survey item (Estonian, as administered) English translation 

Sinu seksuaalne enesemääratlus. Vali see, 

mis on sulle siit valikust kõige omasem.* 

Aseksuaalne 

Biseksuaalne 

Gei 

Lesbi 

Panseksuaalne 

Ei soovi vastata 

Muu: ___ 

Your sexual self-identification. Choose the 

option that fits you best.* 

Asexual 

Bisexual 

Gay 

Lesbian 

Pansexual 

Prefer not to answer 

Other: ___ 

Sinu rahvuslik enesemääratlus. Vali see, mis 

on sulle siit valikust kõige omasem.* 

Eestlane 

Venelane 

Ei soovi vastata 

Muu: ___ 

Your national/ethnic self-identification. 

Choose the option that fits you best.* 

Estonian 

Russian 

Prefer not to answer 

Other: ___ 

Sinu vanus* 

10–14, 15–19, 20–24, 25–29, 30–34, 35–39, 

40–44, 45–49, 50–54, 55–59, 60–64, 65–69, 

70–74, 75–79, 80–84, 85–89 

Your age* 

10–14, 15–19, 20–24, 25–29, 30–34, 35–39, 

40–44, 45–49, 50–54, 55–59, 60–64, 65–69, 

70–74, 75–79, 80–84, 85–89 

Sinu kõrgeim lõpetatud haridustase.* 

Põhiharidus 

Keskharidus 

Kõrgharidus 

Muu: ___ 

Your highest completed level of education.* 

Basic education 

Secondary education 

Higher education 

Other: ___ 

Kust sa oled pärit?* 

Tallinna linn, Tartu linn, Pärnu linn, Ma ei ole 

pärit Eestist, Harju maakond, Hiiu maakond, 

Ida-Viru maakond, Järva maakond, Jõgeva 

maakond, Lääne maakond, Lääne-Viru 

maakond, Pärnu maakond, Põlva maakond, 

Rapla maakond, Saare maakond, Tartu 

maakond, Valga maakond, Viljandi maakond, 

Võru maakond 

Where are you from?* 

Tallinn (city), Tartu (city), Pärnu (city), I am 

not from Estonia, Harju County, Hiiu County, 

Ida-Viru County, Järva County, Jõgeva 

County, Lääne County, Lääne-Viru County, 

Pärnu County, Põlva County, Rapla County, 

Saare County, Tartu County, Valga County, 

Viljandi County, Võru County 

Kus sa praegu elad?* 

Tallinna linn, Tartu linn, Pärnu linn, Ma ei ela 

Eestis, Harju maakond, Hiiu maakond, Ida-

Viru maakond, Järva maakond, Jõgeva 

maakond, Lääne maakond, Lääne-Viru 

maakond, Pärnu maakond, Põlva maakond, 

Rapla maakond, Saare maakond, Tartu 

maakond, Valga maakond, Viljandi maakond, 

Võru maakond 

Where do you currently live?* 

Tallinn (city), Tartu (city), Pärnu (city), I do 

not live in Estonia, Harju County, Hiiu County, 

Ida-Viru County, Järva County, Jõgeva 

County, Lääne County, Lääne-Viru County, 

Pärnu County, Põlva County, Rapla County, 

Saare County, Tartu County, Valga County, 

Viljandi County, Võru County 

Kas tead sõna “kväär”?* 

Jah 

Ei 

Do you know the word kväär?* 

Yes 

No 

Kas kasutad sõna “kväär”?* 

Jah 

Ei 

Do you use the word kväär?* 

Yes 

No 
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Survey item (Estonian, as administered) English translation 

Kas kasutad eestikeelses kirjas/kõnes sõna 

“queer”?* 

Jah 

Ei 

Do you use the word queer when 

writing/speaking Estonian?* 

Yes 

No 

Kuidas sulle meeldib sõna “kväär”?* 

1. Üldse ei meeldi 

2. Pigem ei meeldi 

3. Neutraalne 

4. Pigem meeldib 

5. Väga meeldib 

How much do you like the word kväär?* 

1. Do not like it at all 

2. Somewhat dislike it 

3. Neutral 

4. Somewhat like it 

5. Like it very much 

Palun selgita või kommenteeri oma vastust.* 

[open-ended] 

Please explain or comment on your answer.* 

[open-ended] 

Kas sa kasutad sõna “kväär” iseendast 

rääkides, iseendale viidates?* 

Jah 

Ei 

Do you use the word kväär when talking 

about / referring to yourself?* 

Yes 

No 

Mida sõna “kväär” sinu jaoks tähendab? 

[open-ended] 

What do you understand the word kväär to 

mean? [open-ended] 
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