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Factors Affecting Tender Offer Premiums in the Japanese Stock
Market: a Segmented Approach Based on Premium Ranges *

BUNDO Hiroyuki **

Abstract

This study investigates the relationship between offer premiums and tender offer strategies,
and between offer premiums and the business connections between acquirers and target
firms, using a sample of 615 Japanese tender offers from 2002 to 2013. Univariate tests are
performed for the mean and median of three subsamples: High Premium, Normal Premium,
and Discount. This method of dividing the sample into subgroups is new in the field of research
on acquisition premiums.

The most important finding is that results for the entire sample often do not represent
the conditions within each subsample. The second important finding is that the business
relationship between the acquirer and the target firm, especially those that involve interactions
between their core businesses prior to the tender offer, elevates the premium offered, but only

in the “Discount” subsample.

1. Introduction

Corporate acquisitions are a common phenomenon in a capitalist, market-based economy.
Acquiring firms attempt to purchase either a majority or all of the outstanding shares of target
firms to gain control. There are two main ways to acquire controlling rights in target firms:
mergers and tender offers. According to Japanese tender offer rules, acquirers generally must
make a tender offer to obtain more than one-third of the outstanding shares of target firms listed

on Japanese stock exchanges.

*  The author gratefully acknowledges financial support from JSPS KAKENHI, Grant Number 16K03877.
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In tender offers, whether sufficient shares are tendered by the shareholders of target firm is
decisive to close the deal. Acquirers use various means to solicit shareholders to tender their
shares. The fundamental strategy is to set a sufficiently attractive offer premium, i.e., the ratio
between the current market price of the shares in the target firms and the offer price set by the
acquirer. The higher the premium, the greater the chance of success for the acquirer, but the
larger the risk of suffering from the “winner’s curse” (i.e., paying too much) after the deal is
completed.

On the other hand, acquirers often employ strategies other than raising the offer premium to
control the results of their tender offers. The targeted percentage of shares the acquirer wishes
to own after completing the offer, hereafter “target shareholding,” as well as the percentage
of shares held by the acquirer before the tender offer, hereafter “toehold shareholding,” the
maximum number of shares the acquirer schedules to purchase if the number of tendered shares
exceeds it, hereafter “upper-limit,” and the minimum number of tendered shares, which, if not
reached, means the acquirer is not obligated to purchase any shares, hereafter “lower-limit,” are
other possible factors in making tender offers, and therefore can increase and/or decrease offer
premiums. Additionally, the ratio of shares that large “block”™ shareholders of target firms agree
to tender as the result of negotiations with the acquirer before the offer, hereafter “negotiated
shares,” can be a significant factor affecting the way acquirers pursue tender offers. In sum,
these five strategies are seen as the primary factors affecting tender offer premiums.

Offer premiums are also presumed to be influenced by synergies with the target, identified
by acquirers as likely to be the result from their value-creating activities after completion of
tender offers. Acquirers are able to set larger offer premium as long as they believe that larger
synergies are, or will be, generated. This implies that variables reflecting potential synergies
could be related to offer premiums. One of these is the extent of the business connections
between acquirers and target firms, both before and after an acquisition.

In this study, the sample of tender offers is divided into subgroups, as a new approach to this
topic. In Japan, acquirers who intend to purchase more than one-third of the outstanding shares
of listed target firms must do so by conducting a tender offer as a general rule. This means that
various types of acquisitions are unavoidably included in the research sample. At the same

time, it is difficult to distinguish various acquisition characters for each deal among the large
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number of deals in the sample. Therefore, subgrouping the sample using relatively simple
standards can be meaningful and can reveal new findings that were not identified in prior
studies.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Section 2 reviews previous research on
this topic, Section 3 presents the data and the methodology, Section 4 provides the empirical

results, and Section 5 presents the conclusions.

2. Previous Studies

There have been various empirical studies about acquisition premiums. In the U.S., Ferris,
et al. (1977) is the seminal study that applied statistical methods to analyze acquisition
premiums; after that, numerous researchers identified various factors affecting those premiums.
The variables identified as explanatory and significant based on regression analysis are deal
characteristics,' financial condition of the acquirer and of the target firm,” takeover market
conditions,® governance conditions of the acquirer and of the target firm," differences in the size
and scope of the acquirer and of the target firm,” stock market prices and the target firm’s share
price,® and differences between the acquirer’s and target firm’s market valuations, or between
the target firm’s market valuations and the industry average.’

In the Japanese market, Bundo (2005) found a positive relationship between offer

1 Ferrisetal. (1977) ; Walkling and Edmeister (1985) ; Jahera et al. (1985) ; Varaiya (1987) ; Kaufman (1988) ;
Slusky and Caves (1989) ; Haunschild (1994) ; Betton and Eckbo (2000) ; Officer (2003) ; Ayers et al. (2003) ;
Moeller (2005) ; Betton et al. (2008) ; Bargeron (2012) ; Koch etal. (2012) ; Li (2013) ; Song et al. (2013) ;
Alexandridis et al. (2013) ; Humphery-Jenner and Powell (2014) , whose samples consisted of 45 countries,
including the United States; Dimopoulos and Sacchetto (2014) ; Huang et al. (2014) ; Betton et al. (2014) .

2 Walkling and Edmeister (1985) ; Varaiya (1987) ; Kaufman (1988) ; Slusky and Caves (1989) ; Hayward and
Hambrick (1997) ; Betton and Eckbo (2000) ; Officer (2003) ; Ayers et al. (2003) ; Moeller (2005) ; Betton et
al. (2008) ; Bargeron (2012) ;Li (2013) ; Dimopoulos and Sacchetto (2014) .

3 Jahera et al. (1985) ; Kaufman (1988) ; Slusky and Caves (1989) ; Haunschild (1994) ; Hayward and Hambrick
(1997) ; Betton and Eckbo (2000) ; Ayers et al. (2003) ; Moeller (2005) ; Betton et al. (2008) ; Koch et al. (2012);
Alexandridis et al. (2013) ; Levi etal. (2014) ; Dimopoulos and Sacchetto (2014) .

4 Ferrisetal. (1977); Varaiya (1987); Slusky and Caves (1989); Haunschild (1994); Hayward and Hambrick (1997);
Cotter et al. (1997) ; Moeller (2005) ; Bargeron (2012) ; Humphery-Jenner and Powell (2014) , whose samples
consisted of 45 countries, including the United States.

5  Betton and Eckbo (2000) ; Officer (2003) ; Li (2013) ; Bargeron (2012) ; Alexandridis et al. (2013) .

6 Ayers etal. (2003) ; Moeller (2005) ; Rosen (2006) ; Betton et al. (2008) ; Petmezas (2009) ; Bouwman et al.
(2009) ; Bakeretal. (2012) , Bargeron (2012) , Alexandridis et al. (2013) ; Li (2013) .

7 Varaiya (1987) ; Officer (2003) ; Moeller (2005) ; Betton et al. (2008) ; Koch et al. (2012) ; Alexandridis et
al. (2013) ; Humphery-Jenner and Powell (2014) , whose samples consisted of 45 countries, including the United
States; Dimopoulos and Sacchetto (2014) .
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premiums and target shareholdings, a negative relationship between offer premiums and the
number of shareholders and block shareholders. Hattori (2008) found a positive relationship
between acquisition premiums their target shareholdings, toehold shareholdings, and the ratio
of purchased shares to total shares. Inoue (2008) found relationships between offer premiums
and the ratio of target firms' tendered shares to total shares. Kruse and Suzuki (2010) found
that offer premiums are smaller for distressed targets and for block sellers. For partial offers,
offer premiums are lower when the bidder amasses toehold shareholdings prior to the offer,
when the bidder wishes to acquire more shares, when there is a block seller, and when the target
is a distressed company. Inoue, et al. (2010) found relationships between offer premiums
and the six months share price return with negative sign, a price-to-book value ratio (PBR)
<1 dummy, the PBR less than one, the target shareholding ratio, and the variables relating to
the change between before and after September 2008. Hanamura, et al. (2011) found that
premiums were positively affected by the target’s book value/price ratio (B/P) and negatively
affected by the bidder’s B/P ratio, the ratio of the target's market capitalization to the bidder's
market capitalization, and toehold shareholdings. These studies generally found relationships
between acquisition premiums and these other factors using a single, undivided sample.

There are some studies on Japanese tender offers using samples divided into subgroups.
By dividing premium and discount offers into subgroups, Bundo (2013) found relationships
between offer premiums and the financial characteristics of target firms. Bundo (2014a,
2014b, 2014c, 2015, and 2016) also discovered relationships between offer premiums,
stock market momentum, and the share prices of target firms. Bundo (2017, 2018) also found
relationships between offer premiums and valuations of target firms, in terms of both market
valuations and estimated valuations. Bundo (2019) then revealed relationships between
offer premiums and other characteristics of various subgroup samples sorted by acquisition
type, target shareholdings, toehold shareholdings, negotiated shares, two types of tender offer
conditions, and six types of business connections.

Compared to these previous studies, this study introduces a new methodology of defining

sample subgroups based on the offer premium.



Factors Affecting Tender Offer Premiums in the Japanese Stock Market: a Segmented
Approach Based on Premium Ranges

3. Methodology and Sample
3.1 Methodology and Variables

This study divides the entire sample of tender offers into three subsamples based on offer
premium ranges: High Premium (High Prem.) , Normal Premium (Norm. Prem.) , and
Discount. High Prem. covers samples where the offer premium is greater than 50%, Norm.
Prem. is for premiums between 50% and 0%, and Discount is for premiums less than 0%.
The dividing point of 50% is arbitrary; however, considering that the typical offer premium
ranges from 30% ~ 40% in Japan, this threshold of 50% is not unreasonable. The author
infers that most of High Prem. subsample involves offers where there is a competing offer from
one or more other acquirers, and that most of the Norm. Prem. subsample does not, although
data regarding the existence of competing offers is not available. The “Discount” subsample
involving offers with a premium less than 0% primarily contains one-to-one deal between the
acquirers and the blockholders of the target firms. These three subgroups are presumed to be
qualitatively different from one another and are therefore expected to have different results
regarding the factors that affect offer premiums.

This study performs univariate tests, analyzing differences in the means and medians of
variables in each subsample. The variables are defined in Table 1. Twelve of 16 variables are
binary in nature, so differences in their median values equal zero in cases where both are equal
to one (one minus one equals zero) , or both are zero (zero minus zero equals zero) . In
those cases, the signs of the mean of the difference equation are applied instead. Then, simple

regression analyses are conducted for the entire sample and within each subsample.

Table 1  Definitions of Variables

Symbol Definition

PREM Offer premium-calculated as (OP-AVP)  AVP, where OP is the tender offer price, and AVP is
the volume-weighted average price of the target firm’s stock for the prior six months, excluding
the last 20 trading days before the announcement.

TRG Target Shareholding Ratio-The percentage of the target firm's shares expected to be held by
the acquirer after the tender offer, based on the outstanding shares of the target firm before the
offer.

TRG100% | A binary variable, equal to 1if TRGis 1 (100%), or 0 otherwise.

TOE Toehold Shareholding Ratio-The percentage of the target firm’s shares held by the acquirer
before the offer.
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Symbol Definition

noTOE A binary variable, equal to 1if TOE is 0, or 0 otherwise.

NEGO Negotiated Share Ratio—the percentage of shares intended or contracted to be tendered to the
target firm before the public tender offer.

noNEGO A binary variable, equal to 1 if NEGO is 0, or 0 otherwise.

noLMT_| | A binary variable representing the acquirer's purchasing policy, which takes a value of 1 when
the acquirer does not set a lower limit, or 0 otherwise (i.e., the acquirer does not purchase any
tendered shares if the amount tendered is below the lower limit set by the acquirer prior to
making the offer).

noLMT_u | A binary variable representing the acquirer’s purchasing policy, which takes a value of 1 if the
acquirer does not set an upper limit, or 0 if the acquirer does not purchase shares in excess of the
upper limit set by the acquirer prior to making the offer (i.e., the acquirer purchases shares only
up to the upper limit).

ALNC A binary variable set equal to 1 if the acquirer and the target firm create a business alliance at
the time of the tender offer announcement (excluding a capital investment), or 0 otherwise.

CO-0pP A binary variable set equal to 1 if the acquirer and the target firm established business alliances,
business connections, or trades before the tender offer (excluding a capital investment), or 0
otherwise.

REL_c A binary variable set equal to 1 if the acquirer and the target firm have interacted in the

course of their core businesses, including sales, purchases, asset trades, or trades relating to
merchandise development, during the past three years, or 0 otherwise.

REL_fi A binary variable set equal to 1 if the acquirer and the target firm have had a financial or
other business relationship (including capital trades, but excluding private placements of the
acquirer), loans receivable, loans payable, loan guarantees, sale or lease of tangible or intangible
assets related to their non-core businesses, during the past three years, or 0 otherwise.

REL_m A binary variable set equal to 1 if the acquirer and the target firm have had a business
relationship related to management, such as management guidance contracts or dealings with
a private company owned by the managers of the target firm, during the past three years, or 0
otherwise.

REL e A binary variable set equal to 1 if the acquirer and the target firm have had a business
relationship involving employees, such as employees on loan or temporary staffing, during the
past three years, or 0 otherwise.

REL A binary variable set equal to 1 if at least one of the following variables equals 1: REL_c, REL_fi,
REL_m, and REL_e; and 0 otherwise.

3.2 Sample and Data

This study uses data from tender offers commencing between 2002 and 2013. The original
sample totaled 642 offers, of which 27 cases were excluded for the following reasons: (1) one
stock-for-stock offer; (2) 14 cases in which the closing date of an earlier tender offer by other
bidders occurred less than one year before the commencement date of the offer in question;

(3) two cases in which the acquisition's listed closing date was less than six months before the
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announcement of the offer; (4) five cases in which the offer's closing date occurred less than
six months prior to the offer's commencement date; (5) one case in which a proxy fight related
to the target firm occurred before the offer's announcement; (6) one case in which the target
firm's annual, forecasted net income was significantly negative because of illegal overpayment
of interest to non-banking industries; (7) one case of a two-tier offer, where the offer price of
the offer concerned was different from the purchase price for exchanging shares of the non-
tendering shareholders of the target firm; and (8) two cases in which the share price of the target
firms was not available. After these exclusions, the sample comprised 615 tender offers. No
exclusion of outliers was conducted.

Tender offer data were collected from public documents in EDINET. Data for other aspects

of the analyses were taken from the Nikkei Financial QUEST.

4. Results
4.1 Differences between subsamples

Descriptive statistics for the entire sample and for three subgroups within the sample are
shown in Table 2 - 1. The complete sample contains 144 (23.4% of the total) High Prem.,
358 (58.2%) Norm. Prem., and 113 (18.4%) Discount tender offers.

The results of difference tests between the three subsamples are shown in Table 2 - 2. The
signs of the means and medians of TRG, TRG100%, and noLMT u are significantly positive
for all the difference equations. This indicates that target shareholding and upper-limit rates for
High Prem. are larger than those for Norm. Prem., and those for Norm. Prem. are larger than
those for Discount. This means the target shareholding is positively related to offer premiums
and the upper-limit rate is negatively related to offer premiums for the entire sample. The signs
of the mean and median of TOE and noTOE are significantly positive and significantly negative
for both High Prem. minus Discount and for Norm. Prem. minus Discount, respectively. This
implies that toehold shareholding is negatively related to the sign (positive or negative) of offer
premiums and is not related to the size of offer premium for the aggregate subsample comprised
of High Prem. and Norm. Prem. All of the signs of NEGO are significant and positive for
High minus Norm. and negative for both High minus Discount and for Norm. minus Discount,

indicating that negotiated shares for the Discount subsample are larger than for the High Prem.
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subsample, and is larger for High Prem. than for Norm. Prem. This means that the percentage
of negotiated shares is largest for the Discount subsample, the High Premium subsample has
the second largest negotiated share percentage, and the smallest negotiated share percentage is
seen in the Normal Premium subsample. Therefore, the relationship between negotiated shares
and offer premium is not linear'. The signs of noNEGO are generally opposite to those of
NEGO but not significant for the High Prem. minus Norm. Prem. difference. The negative signs
of the mean and median of noLMT 1 are weakly significant only for the High Prem. minus
Norm. Prem. difference, indicating a slightly negative relationship between offer premium and
the lower-limit rate for the premium subsamples.

In contrast to the results of tender offer strategies noted above, the differences in synergy
factors among the three subsamples are mostly insignificant. This implies that there is almost
no consistent relationship between the size of the offer premium and the various types of
potential business relationships between acquirer and target firms before or after tender offers,
for the entire sample. A few exceptions are the significant and negative signs of CO-OP for
High Prem. minus Norm. Prem., implying cooperation between an acquirer and the target
firm before a tender offer is negatively related to the offer premium for the two premium
subsamples. This finding may indicate that cooperation activities before a tender offer is likely
to create synergies. The other exceptions are the negative differences of the mean and median
of REL ¢ for High Prem. minus Norm. Prem., and the positive difference for the mean of
REL e for Norm. Prem. minus Discount; however, the significance of these exceptions are

weak.

4.2 High premium subsample

Descriptive statistics for the High Premium subsample are shown in Table 3 — 1. The 144
cases in the subsamples are divided equally to three subgroups, upper (U), middle (M), and
lower (L), and difference tests are performed. In addition, two subgroups are created, upper
plus middle (U+M) and middle plus lower (M+L).

The results of difference tests between the five subgroups are shown in Table 3 — 2. The
differences of the means and medians for TRG, TRG100%, and for noLMT u are not

significant, which is contrary to the results found for the entire sample (shown in Table 2 -
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1). This shows that the seemingly strong relationships between target shareholding and offer
premium, and between upper-limit rate and offer premium present in the entire sample do not
reflect conditions within the subsample®. For TOE and noTOE, weakly significant differences
for the negative median difference of (U+M) -L for TOE and for the positive mean and median
differences for noTOE are found, indicating that toehold shareholding is slightly related to
offer premium for the High Premium subsample. For NEGO and noNEGO, the data show the
differences for the positive mean of both U-L and (U+M) -L are weakly significant, implying
that negotiated shares are slightly related to offer premium for this subsample. There is no
strongly significant difference for the variables related to offer strategy.

On the other hand, there are some significant differences for the variables related to business
connections. Significantly negative differences between the mean and median of both U-L and
U- (M+L) are found for CO-OP. This implies that cooperative activities between acquirer and
target firms before a tender offer is negatively related to offer premium, which is consistent
with the results for entire sample (see Table 2 - 1). Also, significantly negative differences in
the means and medians of U-L, U- (M+L), and (U+M) -L are found for REL _e. This indicates
that the business relationships between acquirers and target firms that involve employees is
negatively related to offer premiums for the High Premium subsample, which was not detected
in the analyses of the overall sample. These two findings imply that a High Premium comes
from not only the possible existence of a competing acquirer but also from synergies created
by new cooperation involving employees of the acquirer and target firm implemented after the

tender offer.

4.3 Normal Premium subsample

Descriptive statistics for the Normal Premium subsample are shown in Table 4 — 1. The total
of 358 tender offers in the subsample are divided almost equally into three subgroups, upper
(U), middle (M), and lower (L), with two additional subgroups of upper plus middle (U+M)
and middle plus lower (M+L), to perform difference tests.

The results of the difference tests between the five subgroups are shown in Table 4 -
2. All the differences of the means and medians of TRG, TRG100%, and noLMT u are

significantly positive, which is identical to the results for the entire sample. This means that
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target shareholding is positively related to offer premium and that establishing an upper-
limit is negatively related to offer premium. Both of these results indicate that acquirers who
intend to purchase the share closer to 100% of the target’s shares set a higher premium and
do not set upper-limit conditions. This presumably reflects the acquirers’ belief that the supply
curve of shareholders of target firms is not flat but increases with offer price; in other words,
reservation prices of shareholders vary widely for the Normal Premium subsample. As for
TOE and noTOE, the only difference with a significance of 5% or less is the negative mean
of U-L for noTOE. However, there are significant differences at the 10% level for the positive
medians of both U-L and (U+M) -L for TOE, and for the negative mean and median of (U+M)
-L for noTOE. Based on these findings, tochold shareholding is slightly and positively related
to offer premium. These results are consistent with the idea proposed by Shleifer and Vishny
(1986) that acquirers can saved share-purchasing cost through toehold shareholding and can
transfer those savings to the offer premium. However, an alternative interpretation should be
considered; namely, that Japanese acquirers are inclined to increase the certainty of a deal when
they have a large stake in the target firms before making a tender offer. There is no significant
difference for NEGO or for noNEGO, which differs from the results for the entire sample and
for the High Premium subsample. As for noLMT 1, the significance of the differences is weakly
negative, with signs identical to both U-L and (U+M) -L for the High Premium subsample,
and to those of High Prem.—Norm. Prem. for the entire sample. This implies that the lower-
limit rate is positively related to the offer premium, and could be interpreted that lower-limit
setting reflects the acquirers’ strong intention to pursue the offer.

On the other hand, the differences related to business connections are different from those
for the High Premium subsample. All of the differences in mean and median for REL ¢ and
for REL, and for U-L and (U+M) -L are negative with sufficient or weak significance, but
are not significant for the High Premium subsample. This means that a business relationship
between the acquirer and target firm, especially with respect to interactions in core businesses
and among management before a tender offer reduces the offer premium. One possible
interpretation of this is that the synergies from interactions with acquirers have been already
reflected in the share price of target firms before a tender offer is made within the Normal

Premium subsample.

_10_
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4.4 Discount subsample

Descriptive statistics for the Discount subsample are shown in Table 5- 1. The 113 tender
offers in the subsample are divided almost equally to three subgroups, upper (U), middle (M),
and lower (L), and two supplemental subgroups that are combinations of the three subgroups
are created.

The results of the difference tests between the five subgroups are shown in Table 5 — 2. None
of the differences of the means and medians of TRG, TRG100%, and noLMT u are significant
and the signs of TRG are negative, which is completely different from the results for the
premium subsamples. The differences in the medians of U-L and (U+M) -L are significantly
positive for TOE, and the differences in the means and medians of U-L and (U+M) -L are
significantly negative for noTOE. These findings show that toehold shareholding is positively
related to offer premiums, which is consistent with the results for the Normal Premium
subsample, with stronger significance than was found for that subsample. For NEGO, all of
the differences of medians are significantly or weakly significantly negative, and the signs of
the mean differences are the same as for the median differences. All of the mean and median
differences are positive and insignificant for noNEGO. This implies that negotiated share
is negatively related to offer premium for the Discount subsample, in contrast to the High
Premium subsample. One reason for this could be that the bargaining power of target firms’
blockholders who intend to sell as much of their stakes as possible becomes weaker as their
stakes in the target firms increase. For noLMT 1, the differences of the mean and median
of (U+M) -L and the difference in the median of U-L are significantly positive and weakly
significantly positive, respectively. This means that the lower-limit percentage is negatively
related to offer premium, opposite to the findings for the premium subsamples, indicating that
the meaning of lower-limit setting might be different between premium offers and discount
offers. Considering the lower-limit setting represents risk mitigation for acquirers, this finding
might reflect differences in the bargaining power of acquirers; this bargaining power increases
for Discount offers compared to premium offers”.

Turning to the variables related to business connections, all of the differences in the means
and medians of CO-OP, REL c, and REL are significantly positive. These results are striking

because they are negative for the High Premium and Normal Premium subsamples. The finding

_11_
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indicates that business relationships between acquirers and target firms before a tender offer,
especially interactions in their core businesses elevates offer premiums in the case of the
Discount subsample, but not for premium offers. This leads a new interpretation that acquirers
who conduct Discount tender offers expect larger synergies than those who conduct premium
offers when a business connection or relationship with target firm exists before the tender offer
is made. Based on these findings, the sources of synergies are presumed to be different among

the subsamples.

4.5 Simple regression analyses

A summary of the results of simple regression analyses, in which the dependent variable is
PREM and the independent variables are those described in the previous sections, is shown
in Table 6. For TRG and TRG100%, positive coefficients are seen for the entire sample and
for the Normal Premium subsample. For TOE and noTOE, the coefficients are significant
and the same signs are found for the entire sample and for the High Premium subsample. For
NEGO and noNEGO, the only significant coefficient is for NEGO, which is negative for the
High Premium subsample. For noLMT |, the coefficient for the High Premium subsample
is significantly positive, while the signs for the other samples and subsamples are negative.
For noLMT u, the signs are the same for the entire sample and the subsamples but are only
significant for the entire sample and for the Normal Premium subsample.

The results for variables related to business connections are also varied across the samples.
First, all of the coefficients for the entire sample are insignificant. Looking at each variable
for the subsamples, the coefficient for CO-OP in the High Premium subsample is positive and
significant. For REL _c, significant coefficients are detected for the High and Normal Premium
subsamples but the signs are opposite to each other. For REL fi, a positive coefficient is found
for the High Premium subsample, while REL m has a negative coefficient in the Normal
Premium subsample. For REL, the summary variable that combines the data for the individual
REL-series variables, the sign for the High Premium subsample is positive while the sign for
the Normal Premium subsample is negative, and both are significant.

As with the findings shown in the prior sections, the results of the simple regression analysis

for the entire sample are not necessarily consistent with results for the subsamples.

_12_



Factors Affecting Tender Offer Premiums in the Japanese Stock Market: a Segmented
Approach Based on Premium Ranges

5. Conclusion

This study investigates relationships between tender offer premiums and tender offer
strategies, and between offer premiums and business connections between acquirers and target
firms, using a sample of 615 Japanese tender offers from 2002 to 2013. Univariate tests are
performed for the means and medians of three subsamples: High Premium, Normal Premium,
and Discount. This method of subgrouping the sample is a new contribution to the study of
acquisition premiums. After these tests, simple regression tests are performed.

The most important finding is that the analyses for the entire sample do not necessarily
represent the actual conditions of the subsamples, in a number of ways, and that there are
differences among the subsamples. This implies that the findings revealed in prior studies
should be verified using the approach taken in this study.

A second important finding is that business relationships between acquirers and target firms
before a tender offer is made, especially in the case of interactions involving core businesses,
increases offer premiums for the Discount subsample, but not for the premium Offer subsample.
This suggests a new interpretation that acquirers who conduct Discount offers expect larger
synergies than those who conduct premium offers when there is a business connection or
relationship with the target firm before the tender offer is made.

There are still many issues about the factors affecting tender offer premiums that have not
been resolved. Using this segmented approach with other potential variables would increase the

understanding of the mechanism of tender offer pricing.

_13_
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Table 6 Results Summary of Simple Regression Analyses

Subsamples
Entire Sample
high prem. norm. prem. discount
n 615 113 358 144
regr. regr. regr. regr.
; p—val. v p—val. ; p—val. ; p—val.
coef. coef. coef. coef.
TRG 0.57 0.000 ** -0.07 0.507 0.17 0.000 ** 0.13 0.357
TRG100% 0.25 0.000 ** 0.06 0.326 0.07 0.000 ** 0.06 0.363
TOE 0.12 0.044 * 0.17 0.043 * 0.03 0.233 -0.07 0.566
noTOE -0.12 0.001 ** -0.11 0.010 * -0.03 0.072 * 0.03 0.721
NEGO -0.11 0.111 -0.18 0.017 * 0.00 0.977 0.21 0.113
noNEGO 0.02 0.464 0.07 0.169 -0.02 0.179 -0.08 0.181
noLMT_| -0.03 0.392 0.10 0.022 * -0.03 0.061 * -0.07 0.255
noLMT_u 0.32 0.000 ** 0.03 0.561 0.07 0.000 ** 0.05 0.572
ALNC -0.03 0.621 0.04 0.486 -0.01 0.605 -0.04 0.668
CO-0OP —-0.03 0.351 0.16 0.001 ** -0.01 0.571 —-0.06 0.407
REL ¢ -0.03 0.457 0.11 0.009 ** -0.04 0.007 ** 0.02 0.785
REL fi -0.03 0.542 0.11 0.045 * 0.00 0.968 -0.05 0.624
REL_m 0.10 0.372 0.17 0.296 -0.09 0.076 * 0.23 0.213
REL e -0.01 0.898 0.11 0.488 -0.01 0.816 -0.25 0.121
REL —-0.03 0.307 0.14 0.000 ** -0.04 0.007 ** -0.02 0.806

ok

note: *:p<.05. ™:p<.01. “:p<.1. High premium subsample consists of the sample cases with PREM over 50%. Normal
premium subsample consists of the sample cases with PREM over 0% and under 50%. Discount subsample consists of
the sample cases with PREM under 0%. Objective variable is PREM.

Endnotes
1 This irregular order is interesting and the reason is worth investigating.
2 This suggests the results for the entire sample might reflect just the differences among

subsamples that are substantially different from each other. If so, analyses for entire sample
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might be problematic and should be complemented by adding analyses for each subsample
consisting of the entire sample.
3 Even if this is the case, the question still remains as to why acquirers set lower-limits even

when the offer premium is Discount.
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The resilience and vulnerability of the Chinese Communist Party from the point of view of

political participation: A case of elecitons of People’s Congress and the activities as representatives

Abstract

The purpose of this paper is to examine the resilience and vulnerability of the Chinese
Communist Party, taking the People's Congress election and the actions of the People's
Representative as examples. In conclusion, the Communist Party has consistently controlled
all aspects of the People's Congress election. As a result, the resilience has been strengthened
by successfully incorporating the core of society, centered on a new elite class including the
political elite as well as the economic elite.

However, at the same time, its scope is being limited to the upper layers of the social
hierarchy. While the successful co-optation of a new class of society has been successful, the
balance between inclusion and exclusion is breaking. In particular, those identified as socially
and economically vulnerable, ethnic, religious, and creed minorities, and dissidents, are
deprived of institutionalized political participation.

Because they are excluded from institutionalized political participation, they have to rely
on out-of-institutional political participation, such as demonstrations, riots, and terrorism, to
protect their interests and to assert. While this has strengthened some resilience, the overall

system has become more vulnerable.
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Teo TD%, EFKC 2000 FAYIDICIHY I THZ 7V I T, DI T4 F Vo TcH
WEGEED S 2FE U, [\ U< [HY EBOF )V F ARG EHhRT IT7hH LNV Fa
VTR EREMIIC B W R LT T — BT > Tcs D 5 B < D THEAAK]
MR LT, TNHIEZGEMNICHRIIMED 5 BICRFEFRAEFANEBITL TS LTS
WD T s 5% B MEE ERARRIE RO T EREZ 2013 FEICT VT A VT TIRERTT
OFVZHRE L, 2014 4 11 Al T—/—8K) Cobr7o— FEEFIL B & 21 i
oo —F) ZEEETSEE, BENLZHROICKEOMA ZED LS & LTE T,
EANICBW T, 2018 4 3 JICEEMEIES N, EREFEOEHHIRHE S N &
KD, 2023 FLUFE HILEDEREFEDOMRICHF 2 T EWAEEICE 575 8, Z DI
FbENTHAE KSR A %,

ZD—)3C. 2012 K O EHERE O (resilience) ICIFRERMNEEND K5
75> T &7z, Andrew Nathan (2013) *® MinXin Pei (2013), Cheng Li (2012) {3\
TNEILFER OB U THENTH - 7z,

Tl HEROMBMELIZEDX S ITERETNEDIES 5D WD THERDRIINEZ
7 L T 7z Nathan (2003) (& T N7ZRET 2 EE L LT, BOARHNC B 5 KIS HYE
62 FELTBHLLTD 4 G228 Tonic, OBANCED SHES OMRBIEMIEA T\W5 C
&, QBRI — M OFHEIC I BIRMANDEED HRES) ERANDIAT - HER., O]
WNTOEMED ML L H ., @BGASIN & ERED T D DHIEDMENIC KD, KERDOHFTO
WOEMMEZHRET ST &, THoTeo LML, Pel IFHERTEZIAT OmMEITEE THEHN
IEBEAMERIBIC X 2R D EEZHRD DEADKRN O ELREI NS L LTV,
R FEFAHIOBRAVEZRIE T 5 TR O BEELZEE, BFW x| BUANELD
AB BRGE IRNGIETH 5 LWV H . FHCHEIEEROEZRD O F ., Tkl
TN (refined repression) & #2175 E S 13 (economic statism), BHEM7RHL D AR

1 o7 (Va—v7) O INTH) (2003 4) TEYaVFPEREME RSN, TREEGR) OBRLLTHS
NBEINTxoTz, FIVITIZZFD%, BB REE 2D, 2019 4 World Justice Project Rule of Law Index Tl
[BAEDHETINDHIBR | 1% 126 MEAF 53 THZEDD, BMD DRI T 24 1, BIDNIZAMIETIE 39 i, #E
ANAETIE 48 il m->THD, RFEIFEE LIzEEZS5NS (https://worldjusticeproject.org/sites/default/files/
documents/Georgia_0.pdf. 201949 A 30 H Ifétid) W7 IA4FTD ALV (2004 4) Tl [Hid
2 TRMBEERICHB 2 IO R, EUBXKU T AV O F 22 e WHO LY F x> ah gt Uiz,
ZOBBHENIBOFEEICKOZFZ R, 2010 O KIRFEFEZE T, 2004 FiC—FIG KFFEICHEL N
My IS KD Z DN e 5T Y Xa—T 0 FAVMEL, KRS Uiz, FIVFRD [F 22— w7 iy
(2005 %) CTE7A—TT7BHEMBIME NI, TORKRIBELE TYRLINFIIDNKMBEL2EM, —K TOREZRE
WCROfitHIEh, 2010 HiC MR MEECY, BiEhiz (Fil. 20100, 2D, 2011 4, 2017 FICEEZ
IZ KBRIRTADME AN TN TZA, 2019 4F 8 HICHT KM LR BIIC SR ZH IR EN 275 8, BUEIE 724
LHELTEWRD,
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(political co-optation) 172 % & LTV % %, Z 0D T Pei (3L ERMNRBERBICHZT 5 H
F 0. 1990 FERUBFICH TN RD TR RN HF OB B R Ic k>
TV EHERI L TW5, Peild, HFEEGEAEIN U 72RO E & BUANHIE & 5§k
BEAY, 2 20 R ORI IVRIOARARNZZ IS DD BT E NN E 5 DD
SERENIE R RE DT B LTS (Pei, 2013 ; 86-87), {HL. ZDHEHITH LTI Pei
& Nathan [FIRRICEEN TH - Tz,

FERD & T AILPER ORI & BOAHIITE & W 5 BRIR XA RNICHEEEL THRIIL T
LEEARNEDD, 20194 4 ~6 HOHEHOREEKERIZ 6.2% 750, WP
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Development of Outsourcing Policy by Hitachi Corporation: History of Hitachi’s Policy
Regarding SMEs as Shown in Their Factory’s History (Part.2).

Abstract

This paper explores the history of the Hitachi Corporation’s outsourcing policy with the aim
of understanding the development of regional industrial accumulation in the Hitachi area of
northern Ibaraki Prefecture, an area where SMEs that outsource manufacturing have developed
through reliance on the business from subordinating factories of Hitachi, Ltd. Since it has
long been argued that the realization of such SME’s independence through unique technology
and business internationalization is quite important, we focus on the historical development
of Hitachi’s outsourcing policy, which has supported the incubation and development of such

SME’s technological competence and management skills.
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A Foreign-Language-Anxiety-Forming Process and Its Effect of
Fear of Negative Evaluation
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Abstract

Since the 1970s, second language acquisition (SLA) research has addressed not only
cognitive but affective factors as well. Although many studies of foreign language anxiety
(FLA) as an affective factor have been conducted, fear of negative evaluation (FNE), one
of the main constructs of FLA, has not been examined closely (Kitano, 2001; Motoda,
2005). Hence, a qualitative study based on interview response data was conducted to explore
whether FNE is a specific form and core feature of FLA. The interview questions were based
on the cognitive model developed by Clark and Wells (1995) and applied in semi-structured
interviews with eight Japanese university students studying English as a foreign language
(EFL). The qualitative data were analysed using the Thinking At the Edge (TAE) Steps
(Gendlin, 1962, 2004), which revealed a FLA-provoking process and negative effects on
speaking English in classrooms by FNE and possible sources of FNE. It is hoped that the

findings from this study can lead to improved classroom practices in the EFL classroom.

Keywords : Foreign language anxiety (FLA), fear of negative evaluation (FNE), thinking at
the edge (TAE) steps

1. Introduction
It is frequently said that Japanese EFL learners are not willing to speak English because
of shyness. However, as many learners who are outgoing in their native language are still

unwilling to speak English, this suggests that there are other psychological or cultural factors
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behind their hesitation. One reason for their unwillingness to speak English may be foreign
language anxiety (FLA) and fear of negative evaluation (FNE) from others. In the area of
FLA and FNE studies including this research, FLA is defined, in limited situations such as
language learning, as ‘the language learners’ provoking negative affective feelings (e.g.
tension, apprehension, nervousness, and worry) automatically and interfering with learners’
language performance’ (Spielberge, 1983: Horwitz, Horwitz, and Cope, 1986). As for FNE,
Watson and Friend (1969) defined as ‘apprehension about others evaluations, distress over [the
participants’] negative evaluations, avoidance of evaluative situations, and the expectation that
others would evaluate [the person] negatively’ (p.449).

Since the 1970s, although many studies were conducted to identify levels and sources
of FLA, they have only identified FNE as one source of FLA. Aydin (2008), Idri (2011),
Shabani (2011), and others have recently focused on FNE, confirming that FLA and FNE are
positively intercorrelated and that FNE was a possible FLA source. However, their research did
not provide satisfactory explanations of how FLA arises from FNE, what effect FNE has on
learners’ language performance, and what causes FNE. Although Motoda (2005) mentioned
that low second language (L2) proficiency and FNE provoke FLA, Kitano (2001) stated
that FNE has ‘attracted little attention’ (p.550) in FLA studies, resulting in few effective FNE
studies in language learning and teaching. Therefore, the present study began by reviewing

psychological research, where FNE has been more extensively examined.

2. Literature Review
2. 1 Studies of Foreign Language Anxiety

According to Scovel (1978), although many studies investigating the relationship between
affective factors and language performance were conducted in the 1970s, the results were
inconclusive because ‘a wide range of variables is lumped together under the rubric “affect”™”
(Scovel, 1978, p.129). The indeterminate results prompted studies that addressed individual
affective variables rather than treating affective variables as a whole. Regarding anxiety in
language classrooms as an affective variable, Horwitz, Horwitz, and Cope (1986) suggested
that FLA was composed of the following three constructs: communication apprehension, test

anxiety, and FNE, and developed the Foreign Language Classroom Anxiety Scale (FLCAS).
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Their research indicated that FLA was distinct from other general anxieties and was measurable
using a scale based on situation-specific anxiety, an apprehensive reaction by those who are
anxious only in specific situations such as speaking English in a classroom. Maclntyre and
Gardner (1991a) also identified FLA as distinguishable from general anxieties and concluded
that FLA should be measured by an anxiety scale specifically designed for the language
class environment, since their research found a weak correlation between general anxiety
and L2 proficiency. These and other studies (e.g. Machida, 2000; MacIntyre & Gardner,
1989; MaclIntyre & Gardner, 1991b) have contributed greatly to a better understanding of
FLA, including the levels and sources of FLA. However, Motoda (2005) identified low L2
proficiency and FNE as the primary factors provoking FLA, and pointed out that none has
yet explored the possibility that FNE could be one of the principal FLA-provoking factors.
In addition to this, in terms of effects of FLA, the study of demotivation may help to identify
the process of FLA forming (Tran, Mori and Baldauf Jr., 2013). There will be the detailed

discussion about the relationship between FLA and demotivation in 2.4.

2. 2 Fearof Negative Evaluation in Social and Clinical Psychology

In social psychology, Watson and Friend (1969) conducted the first study of FNE. Based on
their study, Leary’s (1983) self-presentation theory of social anxiety describes social anxiety
as occurring when people are motivated to provide audiences with a certain impression of
themselves but worry about being evaluated negatively from poor performance.

In clinical psychology, Clark and Wells (1995) developed a cognitive model illustrating the
causes and processes of social phobia incorporating Leary’s (1983) self-presentation theory
into Beck and Emery’s (1985) cognitive theory. The core concept of the cognitive model is
composed of not only FNE but also self-schemas: Individuals with social phobia tend to hold
firmly to self-schemas that activate negative assumptions about their personal performance and
surrounding social dangers. In these self-schemas there are three self-schemas (Clark, 2001,
pp.406 — 407) : (1) Excessively high standards for social performance (e.g. I must always
sound intelligent) ; (2) Conditional beliefs concerning the consequences of performing in a
certain way (e.g. if I disagree with someone, people will reject me) ; and (3) Unconditional

negative beliefs about the self (e.g. I'm not good at this). Tanno (2001) applied Clark and
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Wells” (1995) model to Ellis’s (1955) ABC model, explaining the process of developing
social phobia as follows: Stage 1: social situation; Stage 2: assumption activation stemming
from one of the three self-schemas; Stage 3: perceived social danger; Stage 4: processing of
self as a social object; Stage 5: somatic and cognitive symptoms; and Stage 6: safety behaviour.
When individuals with social phobia face a social event observe themselves through the eyes
of the imagined audience. Due to the anticipation, their FNE is accompanied by negative
symptoms (e.g. mental blanks) and safety behaviours (e.g. talking less) . These symptoms and

subsequent safety behaviours may reinforce the perception of FNE.

2. 3 Studies of Fear of Negative Evaluation in Foreign Language Anxiety

Early research emphasising FNE in FLA was conducted by Kitano (2001), who discovered
a positive correlation between FLA and FNE, and that the learners’ FNE level varied depending
on the difficulty level of classroom instruction and the learners’ perception of lower language
proficiency. Building on Kitano’s study, many researchers, including Aydin (2008), Idri
(2011), and Shabani (2011), focused on empirical studies concerning FNE in FLA. These
studies tended to utilise questionnaires such as FLCAS and found that FLA was positively
correlated with FNE and that FNE was a source of FLA. In the Japanese EFL context, Brown
(2004) administered a conceptual study of FNE. In the two-year study of peer cohorts
(involving 210 first-year university students), almost every student indicated FNE as a source
of foreign language anxiety. Brown suggested that FNE from peers can be a source of FLA for
university students and described the source of FNE as a ‘double bind’ (Brown, 2004, p.16)
situation where learners are trapped by FNE due to their lack of language proficiency and their
high performance, which others may perceive as ‘showing off” (Brown, 2004, p.16). These
FNE studies were only concerned with the correlation between FLA and FNE and with FNE
as a source of FLA and thus not enough empirical studies have been conducted to explain how

FLA and FNE are provoked including the factors provoking those affective constructs.

2. 4 The Related Features of Anxiety and Fear of Negative Evaluation in Psychology and
Language Learning

The debilitating effects of FLA on language performance resemble the symptoms of social
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phobia described in Clark and Wells’ (1995) cognitive model. The symptoms and behaviour
of social phobia from Clark and Wells’ (1995) cognitive model with those of foreign language
anxiety (Horwitz et al., 1986; Price, 1991; Scarcella & Oxford, 1992) were compared in
Table 1 below. Social phobia and FLA tend to cause cognitive symptoms (e.g. mental blanks
and nervousness), somatic symptoms (e.g. sweating and shaking) and safety behaviour (e.g.
talking less and pretending to be apathetic) at the same time in both patients and language-
learning students. There seem to be many features common to Clark and Wells’ (1995)
cognitive model and Horwitz et al.’s (1986), Price’s (1991), and Scarcella and Oxford’s
(1992) FLA studies according to Table 1. Therefore, it is conceivable that the common traits
stem from the same process. However, although the safety behaviour seems to be composed
of two categories (reduction and achievement behaviour), the achievement behaviour of
FLA comprises only ‘excessive study’. It would seem likely that there are other possible
achievement behaviours besides excessive study and further research into achievement

behaviours could greatly improve our knowledge of FLA and FNE.

Table 1 Symptoms and behaviour of social phobia and foreign language anxiety

Social phobia Foreign language anxiety
- distraction - forgetfulness
Cognitive - mental blanks - freezing during role play
Symptoms - nervousness

- lack of concentration

. - feeling hot in the face - increased heartbeat
Somatic X .
- sweating - sweating
Symptoms .
- tremors - shaking
- avoiding a situation - absence
- changing the subject - avoiding studying
- ignoring others - being late for the classes
Reduction - not talking about self - carrying out the tasks with minimum effort
Behaviour - talking less - low voluntary participation in the activities
Safety - not handlnlg in work on time
behaviour - not preparing for class

- pretending to be apathetic

- deep breathing - excessive study
Achievement  -rehearsing sentences in mind
Behaviour - self-monitoring thoughts

- trying to look confident
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It seems to be said that the quality of reduction behaviour in safety behaviour are based
on demotivation such as carrying out the tasks with minimum effort and pretending to be
apathetic (see the column of reduction behaviour in Table 1 for more examples) . Studies about
demotivation developed from the research of motivation in the late 1990s and attracted SLA
researchers and teachers (Kikuchi, 2009; Molavi & Biria, 2013). One of possible reasons for
this may be the fact that to explore the structure of forming demotivation is likely to contribute
the studies of motivation (Agawa et al., 2011). A demotivation study found that there is the
positive correlation between FLA and demotivation, but the further empirical studies about
both FLA and demotivation are required to find out the causal relationship between FLA
and demotivation (Agawa et al., 2011). However, according to Table 1, which was about
anxious leaners’ reactions caused by FAL, because of FLA, some language learners generated
negative affective symptoms in their mind and reduction behaviours in their learning attitude.
Therefore, it is possible to say that the recent studies about forming FLA model provide a great

contribution for the study of demotivation.

3. Research Questions
This study aims to explore Japanese university EFL students’ FNE in FLA related to
speaking English in class, and addresses the following research questions:
RQ1: What FLA-provoking process based on FNE exists among Japanese university EFL
students?
RQ2: What effect does FNE have on their language performance?
RQ3: What are the sources of their FNE?

4. Methodology
4.1 Pilot Study

As stated in the previous section there have been a few studies about FNE in FLA, and
forming a solid hypothesis of FLA-provoking model was difficult without the studies from
social and cognitive psychology. Qualitative methods can be employed when the previous
studies about the target areas are not sufficient and the variable is not yet identified (Saiki,

2006) . Hence, it was necessary to begin the FNE study in FLA by generating a hypothesis for
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the FLA-provoking process. Suzuki (2002) stated that one of appropriate methods to generate
a hypothesis is to conduct interview research qualitatively and that interview research has the
following advantages: (1) it can reveal the essence and nature of a phenomenon and (2) it can
generate hypothesises and theories concerning psychological matters and social phenomenon.
Furthermore, it can be possible to comprehend subjects’ experience and generate a model
through interview research (Nochi, 2011).

Prior to the main study, pilot interviews were conducted with two female university
students. These two students were chosen because one was upper beginner and the other was
intermediate, so it was possible to look at FLA from different language proficiency levels. The
interview structure (semi-structured) and questions items were based on Clark and Wells’
(1995) study of social phobia and modified for English classes. It took about 30 minutes to
complete each interview.

The comments of both interviewees, although following the model of social phobia, were
quite similar but showed clear differences between social phobia and FLA. The primary
distinction was that factors provoking FLA included not only the three schemas but other
factors, such as students’ perception about their language proficiency, their own notions about
their speaking English (students’ preferred speaking styles and learning style, etc.), the
difficulty of the language tasks, the language class atmosphere, and so on. These factors
highlight the uniqueness of FLA.

The comments which one student emphasised seemed to show why TAE was chosen as a
main research method (for more explanation about TAE, see 4.4 and 4.5). FLA floated into
her mind when she needed to speak English in class but she was not clear how FLA provoke
into her mind. Furthermore, she was unsure why she could not try to speak English in class
but felt that quite a few mixed feelings were crucial, for example, being negatively evaluated,
by others, embarrassment, and demotivation with a lack of anticipated speaking ability, etc.
The researcher intuitively and implicitly felt that FLA can be provoked differently from the
cognitive model (Clark and Wells,1995), though a possible FLA model seems to follow a
similar pattern to the cognitive model. Moreover, FLA should be distinguished from other
general anxieties, and thus a different scale from general anxiety is needed (Horwitz et al.,

1986; MaclIntyre & Gardner’s, 1991a) . Before administering an empirical study qualitatively,
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an exploratory study should be conducted to elucidate a FLA-forming process including the
uniqueness of FLA. Hence, TAE was chosen as an analysis method to explore how FLA is
provoked differently from the cognitive model and to provide the FLA-provoking model with a

new theory.

4. 2 Participants

In the main study, interviews were conducted with eight first and second-year university
students, and all participants were native Japanese speakers learning general English as a
foreign language. Since the interviewees’ ages, learning conditions, and similar cultural
background are in the permissible range, we posited that the interview data were comparable.

Their representativeness was also likely to meet the standard: five males (M1 — M5)
and three females (F1 — F3) with English proficiency levels ranging between beginner and
intermediate. In addition, the interviewees were from four universities, two private and two
national. For participants meeting the conditions of being Japanese and learning general
English at university, semi-structured interviews could increase representativeness and the
interview style permitted a relatively small number of participants (Suzuki, 2002): In the study
of social phobia by Clark and Wells (1995), for example, the cognitive model was based on
data from 12 participants.

In this study, the interviews were carried out after the English course to reduce their
hesitation to answer. The interviewees did not seem to be afraid of telling the truth to the
interviewer because they thought it would not affect their grades. Informed consent was
obtained to record the interviews and pseudonyms have been used throughout this research to

protect interviewees’ identity.

4. 3 Instruments

As a result of the pilot study (4.1), it was confirmed that, through semi-structured interviews
modified for EFL context, qualitative data concerning the students’ FLA and FNE was collected
(See Appendix A for the interview guide in Japanese and English). There seem to be at least
two advantages to using a semi-structured interview. According to Suzuki (2002), the use of

semi-structured interviews can reinforce the level of representativeness and can even allow the
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use of a relatively small number of participants. A good example of this is Clark and Wells’
(1995) study of social phobia, which as mentioned involved 12 participants.

The interview questions were created based on Clark and Wells’ (1995) study and modified
for the EFL context, especially for a setting in a feared situation. In social phobias, feared
situations vary, but in FLA, feared situations are very limited, so instead of asking ‘when and
where do you feel anxious?’, the question modified for EFL context was ‘How do you feel
when you speak English in EFL classes?’ The reason for this was because Clark and Wells’
(1995) study was conducted with social phobic patients, but this present study was carried out
with language learners who did not have mental health problems. The interviews in the main
study were administered in Japanese and were recorded with the interviewees’ permission,
and lasted approximately 40 minutes for each interviewee. The content of the interviews was
recorded and transcribed for later analysis. In addition, the interviews were carried out between

the researcher and interviewees under informed consent.

4. 4 Method of Analysis

The interview responses were analysed using the “Thinking At the Edge Steps” (TAE),
developed by Gendlin (1962, 2004) and Gendlin and Hendricks (2004). TAE is a method
to construct theories systematically so as to put uncertain feelings about a specific phenomenon
into words. Therefore, it can create new concepts from social phenomena that individuals sense
to be necessary, but cannot explain or express clearly (Tokumaru, 2011). Additionally, TAE
allows to discover new concepts through the interaction between individual experiences and
existing general words or phrases (Tokumaru, 2011). In TAE, the analysis of qualitative data
is conducted by forming a “felt sense” (Tokumaru, 2011, p.5) of one’s intuitive and implicit
feelings. In this case, the “felt sense” is defined as a feeling about a specific phenomenon that
may be hard to describe but nonetheless feels necessary. In the case of this study, students
could not put into words exactly how they form anxiety about their speaking English in class
or where those anxious feelings come from. The researcher also intuitively and implicitly felt
there to be critical factors distinguishing the FLA-provoking model from the social phobia
model, although the possible FLA-provoking model seems to be similar to the existing

cognitive model developed by Clark and Wells (1995).
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4. 5 Reliability and Validity of TAE in This Study

According to Tokumaru (2011), the TAE process comprises 15 steps in four parts, and
the use of TAE increases reliability owing to the fixed steps (1 to 15) used to analyse the
data. However, this study was completed without steps 13-15, since, as noted by Tokumaru
(2011) , these are processes used to apply the concept to other study areas. The process of
analysis will be explained in detail below (4.6). In addition, to be able to proceed to the TAE
steps, the researcher attended TAE training sessions organised by Tokumaru, and TAE analysis
followed the guidance of the TAE workbook written by Tokumaru (2008). The researcher
comprehended and obtain a “felt sense” of the data through the guidance of the training
sessions and the workbook, after which the analysis of the data proceeded.

Concerning the validity of TAE, Tokumaru (2011) mentioned that TAE can explore the
meaning of interaction between humans’ experience and their environment. In the case of this
study, TAE can reveal how interviewees” FLA develops when they need to speak English in

class and show how it is provoked differently than in the cognitive model of Clark and Wells

(1995).

4. 6 Analysis Process

To generate a new theory about a phenomenon, there are 13 steps of analysis in four parts:
Part 1: feeling a felt sense in mind; Part 2: explicating the felt sense; Part 3: building external
frames within the organisational structure through felt-sense-related instances from the data;
and Part 4: building internal frames within the notional structure using the core terms of the
felt sense and data. The analysis in each step is also carried out on the felt sense. A summary of

the process of TAE is shown in Table 2.
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Table 2 Analysis process of TAE

Parts Steps

Content of the analysis

Part 1

Feel a felt sense implicitly Pre-Step

Feel a felt sense from the data

Express the felt sense in the form of a temporary sentence including a

Step 1 keyword
Step 2 Confirm that the felt sense and keyword are beyond logical usage and
P meanings
Part 2
Transform the implicit Step 3 Identify two more keywords from the felt sense and confirm the
felt sense into an P keywords are not used in the standard definitions
explicit felt sense
Step4  Provide three keywords with new meanings based on the felt sense
Generate a sentence based on the felt sense and keywords to
Step5 understand what was found (the sentence may be expressed as
linguistically unusual)
Step 6  Distil instances related to the explicit felt sense from the data
Part 3 Step7  Classify the instances and identify their detailed structure
Discern the patterns
from instances based Step8  Connect and organise each instance by “crossing” them
on the explicit felt sense
Step 9 Summarise the findings based on the crossed instances to explain what
P was analysed
Step 10 Extract three conceptual terms which construct the explicit felt sense

Part4

from the data and identify a link between them

Construct a theory by
analysing the patterns Step 11
based on the felt sense

Seek the inherent relations between the terms by using the explicit felt
sense

Step 12

Elaborate on the terms and interlock them to build up a theory

*This table is taken from Tokumaru (2011) with modifications (The Pre-Step was added and became Part 1, while
the rest of the steps became Part 2-4. A detailed explanation is provided in the analysis. As Steps 13-15 are not used
in this research, they were omitted from this table.

5. Data Analysis and Results

5.1 Part1 (Pre-steps) : Feeling the Felt Sense

The interview responses were read repeatedly until the researcher’s mind (e.g. including

researcher’s past experiences and English-speaking notions related to FLA and FNE) was

synchronised with them and encountered the felt sense. In this case, the felt sense is regarded as

an intuitively important concept forming FLA and FNE that cannot be described explicitly by

the students or even the researcher. After the researcher gained the felt sense, analysis began.
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5. 2 Part2 (Steps 1-5) : Forming the Felt Sense

The purpose of Step 1 was to explicate an implicit felt sense in the form of ‘My Sentence’.
My Sentence need not be understandable to everyone at this step because the felt sense is
beyond regular definition and may be difficult to convey by common expressions (Tokumaru
2011). To conduct TAE analysis, it is essential to use ‘direct reference’ (Tokumaru, 2011,
p.32) to the felt sense. Tokumaru defines ‘direct reference’ as ‘the kind of symbolisation in
which symbols refer to and differentiate some experiencing, but do not represent it” (p.187).
Therefore, ‘direct reference’ can be used as a kind of ‘sensor’ to identify whether information
from the data relates to the felt sense. TAE analysis was applied to produce My Sentence by
filling out the “My Sentence Sheet” (see Table 3).

Table 3 My Sentence Sheet

(1) Theme
How the students’ FLA is provoked in an English lesson.

(2) Let a word/phrase come
Clogged up English and a few word's dripped out of my mouth occasionally, | cannot join in
with the flow of this task, embarrassed and uneasy, what should | do?, | felt under pressure and
rushed, I'm negatively conscious of their eyes and come on spit it out, what are you trying to
say?, it’s all gone wrong.

Step 1

(3) Temporary My Sentence

Clogged up English and a few word’s dripped out of my mouth occasionally, / felt under pressure
and rushed, I'm negatively conscious of others’ eyes.

(3) Temporary My Sentence

Step 2 Clogged up English and a few word’s dripped out of my mouth occasionally, / felt under pressure
and rushed, I'm negatively conscious of a hosepipe.

(4) A slotted sentence

Clogged up English and a few word’s dripped out of my mouth occasionally, / felt under pressure
and rushed, I'm negatively conscious of ( ).

(5) Keyword 1 (7) Keyword 2 (9) Keyword 3
Step 3 a hosepipe Outside Inside
(6) Usual definition (8) Usual definition (10) Usual definition
a long tube made of rubber, The large part extending The partitioned internal
plastic, etc, used for putting from a certain limited range area, something within a
water into fires, gardens, etc. certain range
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(11 Felt sense-based meaning (12) Felt sense-based meaning (13) Felt sense-based meaning
English proficiency, the_ The atmosphere around the impression of me,
amount of utterance, the me, people who listen to position, intélligence, and
Step 4 things interfering with my English, an interlocutor, pride
speaking English (i.e. and classmates who / do not
nervousness, the self- know well
upsetting, struggling against
English, and self-censorship)
(14) Expanded sentence
My English is clogged up and only a few words were dripping out of my mouth occasionally.
felt under pressure and rushed. I'm negatively conscious of (my English proficiency, the amount
of utterance, nervousness, myself who got upset and struggled against using English, the
atmosphere around me, people who listen to my English, an interlocutor, my classmates who /
do not know well, the impression of me using English, my status and position in the class and my
intelligence) .
Step 5

(15 My sentence

/am even more upset when | notice the disparity with my desired self-images through self-
analysrs.

(16) Explanation of My sentence
When the students’ English was clogged up, they felt under pressure and rushed. Even more,
they were upset because they analysed the responses of other student(s) and their own
speaking performance, and provide a negative evaluation of the desirable self-images.

In Box (1) in the ‘My Sentence Sheet’ (Table 3), by ‘directly referring” (Tokumaru, 2011,
p.32) to the explicit felt sense in mind, the main theme of the interview response data was the
following phrase: How is the students’ FLA provoked in English lessons? Following this, in
Box (2), by employing a ‘direct reference’, related terms based on the explicit felt sense were
noted down to expand the felt meanings and focus on what the researcher wanted to define,
and then four key terms were underlined. In Box (3) the essence of the felt sense was distilled
into the form of a sentence and, since the term ‘eyes’ was felt to be especially important (it was
double-underlined), it was written down as a keyword in Box (5) .

In Step 2, the Temporary My Sentence, especially the keyword eyes, was reconsidered
because the sentence did not seem to describe the felt sense adequately according to the ‘direct
reference’ to the felt sense. Therefore, through ‘direct reference’ to the felt sense, the keyword
eyes was replaced with ‘a hosepipe’ as a new keyword because the students seemed to notice
not only others’ eyes but also their own language proficiency and affects related to it: the size of
the hosepipe is analogous to their level of language proficiency (if they have a large hosepipe,

they can produce many utterances), but the hosepipe is clogged up with mud or rubbish,
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called negative affects (nervousness, self-upsetting, and so on). Hence, a new Temporary My
Sentence was written down in Box (3) (it was double-underlined), and Keyword 1 in Box (5)
was changed from eyes to a hosepipe.

The focus of Steps 3 and 4 was to confirm that the three keywords based on the felt sense
were not defined by the words’ regular meanings, which did not amply explain the felt sense.
In Box (6), the dictionary meanings of Keyword 1 were written down to confirm that the
definition based on the felt sense differed. Then, the keyword a hosepipe was removed from
the Temporary My Sentence and rewritten with empty brackets in Box (4), called a ‘Slotted
Sentence’ (Tokumaru, 2011, p.62). Analysing the Slotted Sentence by ‘directly referring’ to
the felt sense, another keyword was entered in Box (7) to fill the brackets, outside (Keyword
2), and the dictionary meanings of Keyword 2 were provided in Box (8) . Boxes (9) and (10)
show the same process for Keyword 3: inside. In Step 4, the keywords’ dictionary meanings
were developed into new meanings based on the felt sense in order to highlight the differences
between the dictionary meanings and those based on the felt sense. The procedure of this
step was to enter the three keywords in the empty brackets of the Slotted Sentence and write
what the keywords mean within the felt sense in Boxes (11) - (13) , and the important terms were
marked with a wavy-underline. For Keyword 1, the felt sense provided the usual definition
of ‘outside’ with the original meanings in the FLA context, such as ‘English proficiency’, ‘the
number of utterances’, and ‘the things interfering with speaking English’® (i.e. nervousness,
self-upsetting and struggling against English, self-censorship). Following this, the same
process was used to analyse the other keywords.

In Step 5, the implicit felt sense, including ‘Implicit Understanding” (Tokumaru, 2011,
p.168), was elaborated in the form of a sentence (the explicit felt sense) . The Keywords and
important terms from the new meanings (11) - (13) were put in the empty brackets of the Slotted
Sentence, which was written down in Box (14) and called the ‘Expanded Sentence’. In Box (15),
using the ‘direct reference’ to the felt sense, an ‘Expanded Sentence’ including the implicit felt
sense was expressed in the form of a short sentence called ‘My Sentence’ within the explicit
felt sense: I am even more upset when I notice the disparity with my desired self-images
through self-analysis, although ‘My Sentence’ was still an unusual sentence. Box (16) contains

an additional explanation of ‘My Sentence’ to aid in understanding the felt sense explicitly.
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5. 3 Part3 (Steps 6-9) : Finding the External Frames from Instances and Patterns

In Steps 6 and 7, by ‘direct reference’ to the explicit felt sense, 179 instances related to
FLA were extracted from interview response data and categorised into 52 patterns, each of
which covered several instances (see Table 4 for an example of patterns). The reason why
179 instances were gathered from just eight students’ interview responses was that more than
22 FLA-related instances were found in each student’s interview data. A summary of the 52

patterns categorised from the 179 instances is found in Table 5.

Table 4 An Example of Pattern Sheets (Pattern 1)

Pattern 1 Speaking English depends on the interlocutor.

Speaking to someone | don't know well. (M1) , (M5) , (F1)

Instances categorised  Speaking to someone who can speak English very well. (M5)

into Pattern 1 Speaking to and being with someone who can speak more fluently than me. (M4)
Speaking English to someone, even my friends. (F2)

Notes:

The instances in the categories showed a result the researcher expected to a certain extent, yet an important
message lay behind the examples above: they recognize that they make certain kinds of mistakes when they
speak English anyway.

Table 5 Summary of the 52 patterns extracted from the 179 instances

Patterns Summary of the patterns

Pattern 1 Speaking English depends on the interlocutor.

Pattern 2 Making speeches in front of classmates.

Pattern 52 | answer the question in a certain way like keeping my voice low.

In Step 8, by ‘crossing’ between independent patterns, the following outcomes were
expected: (1) connections between independent patterns were offered; (2) the common
organisation of the patterns was developed and generalised; and (3) the explicit felt sense
constructing the patterns was embodied and elaborated. Hence, the external frames with a
common organisation based on the explicit felt sense were reinforced. By conducting ‘direct
reference’ to the explicit felt sense about FLA, Pattern 1 was accommodated to Pattern 2, and
this produced a new pattern, the common organisation between Pattern 1 and 2 (Pattern 1

x 2) : speaking English with my classmate(s) and making speeches in front of them are my
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most feared tasks in English class. The same process was carried out for Pattern 1 x 3 through

Pattern 1 % 52, then the procedure was repeated for Pattern 2 x 1 through Pattern 2 x 52. In

the end, the ‘crossing” was administered 1,326 times until Pattern 51 x 52. A selection of the

findings from the ‘crossing’ is shown in Table 6 below.

Table 6 Summary of the ‘Crossing’ results

Pattern 1: Speaking English depends on the interlocutor.

Patterns Findings from the ‘crossing’
Patt)e(rn L Speaking English with my classmates(s) and making speeches in front of them are my
Pattern 2 most feared tasks in English class.
Pattern 1
X When | speak English in front of my classmate (s), | keep my voice low.
Pattern 52

In Step 9, what had been found so far is summarised in Table 7 in the form of a proto-FLA-

provoking process, in which the instances and patterns based on the explicit felt sense are

commonly organised to form the external frames of the FLA-provoking process. Including

many FLA examples, the researcher reconfirmed the difference between social phobia and FLA

in terms of FLA provoking factors: English-speaking notions and other affective feelings.

Table 7 A proto-FLA-provoking process

Stages FLA provoking process Examples
A student is required to speak English with or in . p
Stage 1 front of their classmate (s). Speaking to someone | don't know well.
Stage 2 Because of their own notions about speaking | must not show my weak points.
9 English, they feel pressure and became nervous. 4 P ’
Stage 3 Despite the pressure, they try to speak, but their  First nervousness and / was stuck for
9 English clogged up because of low L2 proficiency. English words.
Stage 4 Started to feel others’ eyes as they made negative J was slow.
assumptions.
Stage5  This provoked affective responses. / feel uneasy and my mind becomes blank.
Certain behaviours were also activated to diminish
Stage6  the negative evaluation from others and affective  /speak in a small voice.

responses.
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The responses and behaviours could exacerbate

Stage their sense of danger.

Things have gone all wrong.

5.4 Part4 (Steps 10 - 12) : Constructing a Theory (Finding Internal Frames from the
Core Terms)

In Step 10, all the words, phrases, instances, patterns, and findings of the ‘crossing’ results
from the analysis of Parts 1 and 2 were classified by the ‘direct reference’ to the explicit
felt sense based on the interview response data related to FLA, resulting in three conceptual
terms (Term A: notice of others’ eyes, Term B: reduction behaviour, and Term C: even worse
situations. These conceptual terms were applied to the following three conceptual formulas
(‘Term A is Term B (A =B)’, ‘Term B is Term C (B = C)’, “Term C is Term A (C = A)’)
(Tokumaru, 2011, p.102) based on the explicit felt sense. The reason why the terms were
applied to the formulas was that the terms stemmed from the same felt sense within the same
‘direct referent’ (Tokumaru, 2011, p.103). Hence, by applying the terms to the formulas, it
was possible to reveal the relationships between the terms, as shown in Table 8. Consequently,
the following three phrases were found as new conceptual terms that arose from each
conceptual formula, additional notes, and ‘direct reference’ to the explicit felt sense: affective
responses (Term D), distortional diagnosis (Term E), and the domino (Term F). These terms

can be used to construct a FLA-forming process at Step 12.

Table 8 The results of the three conceptual formulas

Conceptual

Formulas Sentences resulted from applying the terms to the conceptual formulas

Notice of others’eyes is a trigger of reduction behaviour.

. Notes: Since the students notice others’ eyes on them, they carry out reduction
Term Aiis Term B ) e ? : -
- behaviour to avoid this, at the same time having affective responses such as a
(A=8) blank mind

New conceptual term: affective responses (Term D)

Reduction behaviour is the students’ reaction to avoid even worse situations.

TermBisTermC  Notes: The performance of the reduction behaviour is distortedly diagnosed by notice
B=0 of others’eyes, and the students often start to feel even worse situations.

New conceptual term: diistortional diagnosis (Term E)
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‘Even worse situations’is the feeling that resulted from noticing others’eyes.

TermC/sTerm A Notes: £ven worse situations are again diagnosed by notice of others’ eyes. This
(C=A) prompts another reduction behaviour or an increase of even worse situations.

New conceptual term: the domino (Term F)

Through the analysis of Step 11, ‘inherent relations between terms’ (Tokumaru, 2011,
p.110) was revealed by using the inherent formulas: ‘Term A is inherently Term B’, ‘Term
B is inherently Term C’, and ‘Term C is inherently Term A’ (Tokumaru, 2011, p.107).
Additionally, Terms A, B, and C were the same terms used in Step 10. By applying the three
conceptual terms to the three inherent formulas, three inherent sentences, comments, and
new findings were produced based on ‘direct reference’ to the explicit felt sense (for detailed
results, see Table 9 below). As a result of the analysis of Step 11, three new conceptual terms
were extracted from the three inherent formulas: Term G: My English was clogged up, Term H:
distorted negative self-evaluation, and Term I: the fuel of exacerbation. The three terms above

will be employed as inherent terms in constructing a FLA-forming process at Step 12.

Table 9 The result of the three inherent formulas

Inherent i i
Formulas Sentences generated applying the terms to the inherent formulas
Notice of others’eyes is inherently reduction behaviour.
Notes: Notice of others’ eyes and reduction behaviour seem to have similar features
Term A'is of distorted cognition concerning using of English with or in front of others.
inherently Term B. These constructs always begin from clogged up English because of low L2
proficiency.
Inherent term: My English was clogged up because of low L2 proficiency (Term G)
Reduction behaviour is inherently even worse situations.
Notes: Reduction behaviour is an action and even worse situations is a result of
Term B is the linguistic action. Since the result was an outcome of the action based
inherently Term C. on distorted cognition, the result was also cognitively distorted: distorted
negative self-evaluation based on one’s experience, culture, etc.
Inherent term: Distorted negative self-evaluation (Term H)
‘Even worse situations’is inherently the notice of others’eyes.
Term Cis Notes: Even worse situations seem to be fuel aggravating notice of others’ eyes.
inherently Term A. Hence, it is possible for even worse reduction behaviour to be activated.

Inherent term: the fuel of exacerbation (Term )
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As Steps 10 and 11 are relatively similar, it can be said that either step is enough to carry
out the analysis. However, according to Tokumaru (2011), Step 10 is different from Step 11
in terms of the level of access to the ‘direct referent’ (Tokumaru, 2011, p.110). Step 10 is the
analysis method of mutually correlating the conceptual terms, while Step 11 seeks the inherent
relationship between them.

In Step 12, a theory was constructed by ‘interlocking’ (Tokumaru, 2011, p.111) the
conceptual and inherent terms. Tokumaru (2011) stated that a new theory can emerge when
the conceptual and inherent terms are defined to be interconnected with each other. By ‘directly
referring’ to the explicit felt sense, five new conceptual terms were redistilled from all the
results of the analysis in the previous steps, including the original conceptual terms and the
inherent terms found through the analysis of Step 10 and 11. The following terms were the
new conceptual terms: Term J English-speaking notions, Term K Clogged-up English because
of low L2 proficiency, and Term L Negative anticipations. As well as this, Term A Nofice of
others’ eyes and Term B Reduction behaviour were adopted again. To interlock the five new
conceptual terms, the terms chosen by the mutually defined felt sense were redefined in the
form of sentences to conceptualise the core of the felt sense concerning FLA (Table 10), yet
the order of the new conceptual terms were rearranged as follows, term J, term K, term A, term

B and term L, according to the order of generating FLA.

Table 10  Interlocking concepts forms

Define Term J (English-speaking notions) with Terms K, A, B, and L

English-speaking notions IS an internal factor to provoke notice of others’ eyes, and the activation of the
notions is caused by clogged-up English because of low L2 proficiency. Hence, depending on the types of the
notions, reduction behaviour and negative anticipations work differently.

Define Term K (Clogged-up English because of low L2 proficiency) with Terms J, A, B, and L

Clogged-up English because of low L2 proficiency IS a trigger to notice others’ eyes, which the students
carry out reduction behaviour to avord, but the behaviour usually results in negative anticipations. The extent
to which the students have damage from clogged-up English because of low L2 proficiency depends on
English-speaking notions.

Define Term A (Notice of others’ eyes) with Terms J, K, B, and L

Notice of others’ eyes IS to process the self as an evaluation object, uses English-speaking notions as
database, perceives clogged-up English because of low L2 proficiency as a problem, conducts reduction
behaviour to solve the problem, and evaluates the behaviour as information for negative anticipations.
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Define Term B (Reduction behaviour) with Terms J, K, A, and L

Reduction behaviour IS a safety action to avoid negative anticipations, and its result is used as
Information to infer others’ thoughts through the function of noticing others’ eyes. Because of clogged-up
English because of low L2 proficiency, reduction behaviour is also activated, and English-speaking notions
influence what kind of behaviour the students choose.

Define Term L (Wegative anticipations) with Terms J, K, A, and B

Negative anticipations IS a result of reduction behaviour, which is aggravated by notice of others’ eyes
and IS likely to be a strong version of clogged-up English because of low L2 proficiency. The result is stored as
another negative experience in the students’ English-speaking notions.

The five new conceptual terms were defined as interlocked with each other according to
Table 10, whereby the felt sense involving FLA based on FNE was conceptualised and the
content of the felt sense fully explicated. Through the data analysis above, the framework of
the FLA-forming process with the conceptual terms was found as shown in Table 11 below.
In addition to this, according to the features of the conceptual terms, English speaking notions
was likely to be an internal factor to provoke FLA.

Through the data analysis in Part 4 (Steps 10 - 12), several important conceptual terms
were extracted and interlocked to express how FLA is formed. However, at the end of the
process, another conceptual term was adopted: Term D affective responses and Term F the
domino. Through ‘directly referring’ to the explicit felt sense, Term B reduction behaviour
was not sufficient to express the anxious students’ responses to speaking English, thus, Term
D affective responses was adopted as an additional conceptual term. Concerning term F the
domino, this conceptual term referred to the whole flow of forming FLA. In other words, each
stage (1 —4) was likely to be an individual domino. If the students’ English was clogged up
in Stage 1 because of low L2 proficiency, at the next stage, because negative and irrational
English-speaking notions are activated, noticing other students’ eyes triggers Stage 3. Hence,
the FLA forming frame is based on the domino effect, and there are four stages in the frame

affected by the internal factor: English-speaking notions.
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Table 11 A FLA-provoking process and the Internal factor

A FLA-provoking process Internal factor

Stage 1:
Students in English lessons are faced with a feared situation such
as my English was clogged up because of low L2 proficiency.

Stage 2:

The students notice others’ eyes to process the self as a self-

evaluation object. The students’ £nglish speaking
notions were formed from their past

Stage 3: English-speaking experiences and

They feel affective responses and carry out reduction behaviours. culture; therefore, these notions seem
to be an Internal factor affecting the

Stage 4: rise of FLA throughout the process.

The responses and behaviours are used as information to
infer others’ evaluation of them, who automatically make
negative anticipations. Then to reduce the anticipations,
reduction behaviour is conducted again, but the students’ poor
performance usually exacerbates their negative anticipations
(the domino) (e.g. I'm trapped in a spiral) .

6. Discussion

It could be argued that the FLA-provoking process model based on FNE may follow the
basic procedure of Clark and Wells” (1995) cognitive model of social phobia to some extent
because, as mentioned earlier, there are several common features between FLA and social
phobia, especially in the anxiety-forming process. However, the result of qualitative data
analysis using TAE found critical differences between the two in terms of the factors forming
anxiety, which for social phobia were the three schemas (see 2.1). Instead of the three
schemas, on the other hand, in FLA there was an internal factor: English-speaking notions.
The students’ interview responses about factors causing FLA were uncertain, yet analysing the
responses with TAE revealed them. The internal factor will be discussed in 6.3. Furthermore,
the feared situation in FLA was also different from that in social phobia. The feared situation in
social phobia was, for example, giving a speech in public, but in FLA, giving a presentation is
regarded as a pre-feared situation and clogged-up English because of low L2 proficiency in the

presentation was the genuinely feared situation.
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6. 1 The Foreign-Language-Anxiety-Provoking Process Based on Fear of Negative
Evaluation

A FLA-provoking process based on FNE was illustrated in Table 11 with the following
conceptual terms: my English was clogged up because of low L2 proficiency, English-speaking
notions, notice others’ eyes, affective responses, reduction behaviours, negative anticipations,
and the domino. The terms were extracted by TAE analysis from Steps 1 through 12, which
explains the content of the felt sense of FLA to allow construction of a theory. Applying the
process forming FLA (Stages 1 to 4 in Table 11) to Clark and Wells’ (1995) cognitive model
modified by Tanno (2001) to explain the FLA-provoking process yields a process model of
FLA as in Figure 1. However, the unique features of FLA based on FNE in this model con-
cern a very limited feared situation (only clogged-up English; in the case of social phobia, the

feared situations vary) and the Internal factor: English-speaking notions.

(A: Events) (B: Cognition) (C: Affect) (D: Action)
v |+
Stage 1 Stage 2 o Stage 3[1] Stage 3[2]
Clogged-up English Noticing | Affective Reduction
because of low L2 | < )
proficiency F othlers’ e}’iS Responses Behaviours
(Feared Situation) N[ !
Stage 4
E
Negative
Anticipations
N J
Y

Internal Factor
English-Speaking Notions

Figure 1 The FLA-provoking process model based on FNE

The process model above comprises four broad stages and the internal factor related to the
students’ language use. According to the interview response data (Pattern 5: clogged-up Eng-
lish, and Pattern 6: I know what I want to say, but English does not come out) , most students
in the interviews mentioned that FLA begins with their English getting clogged up by low
English speaking proficiency (Stage 1). This triggers noticing of others’ eyes, which describes

students’ consciousness of being looked at by others (Stage 2). This seems to be because of
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the following findings of the data analysis: Pattern 15: [ feel others’ eyes on me, especially the
comment of M3: [ feel like I am looking down on myself from above.

Although the students start to feel affective responses, for example, Pattern 34: After my
English gets clogged up I feel uneasy (Stage 3 [11]), they try to reduce FLA using reduction
behaviours, for example, Pattern 48: Try to minimise my utterances (Stage 3 [2]), but some
students carry out achievement behaviours (e.g. Pattern 42: I try to make a sentence in Eng-
lish) .

In addition, the students’ choice of reduction or achievement behaviours depends on what
types of English-speaking notions they have (e.g. Pattern 20: I must say a sentence in English,
Pattern 26: If I cant make a sentence or if I make mistakes, they will evaluate me badly and
I will feel ashamed, and Pattern 30: I'm not good at English anyway) . Hence, it can be said
that this Internal factor is one of the causes that generate Stages 3 [1] and 3 [2], though the
Internal factor affects other stages because it is criteria of students’ English-speaking perfor-
mance. The performances of the affective responses and reduction behaviours are also used
as information to infer the evaluation of others: The students automatically make negative an-
ticipations, for example, Pattern 16: my English is not understandable (Stage 4). Moreover,
reduction behaviour is conducted again to reduce the negative assumptions, which are only
aggravated by the students’ performance. Stage 4 affects Stage 2, thus completing a cycle of
FLA. The FLA level is likely to increase in this vicious cycle (e.g. Pattern 8: I'm trapped in a
spiral). As a result of the model above, it can be said that, most importantly, Stages 2 (noticing
of others’ eyes) and 4 (negative anticipations) are core to this FLA-provoking process. The
function of Stage 2 (noticing of others’ eyes) is as follows: to collect all the information re-
lated to clogged-up English because of low L2 proficiency, to diagnose how the students are
looked at by others, and to process Stage 1 clogged-up English because of low L2 proficiency.
Furthermore, the function of Stage 4 negative anticipations is to show the result of the process
as social danger. Hence, it would be possible to conclude that the feeling of FNE is aggravated
and circulated between Stage 2 and Stage 4.

A close examination of the interview responses sheds light on the first research question
by suggesting that the FLA-provoking process is likely to follow the basic structure of Clark

and Wells’ (1995) cognitive model. However, as the present investigation focused on oral
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language production and the affective dimensions of the students’ production, not social
activities by social phobia, there were also differences between the FLA and cognitive models.
The primary differences are as follows:
(1) The present study elaborated the relationship between the process and factors of FLA.
In Clark and Wells’ (1995) cognitive model, the process and factors of social phobia
were described in the same diagram, resulting in a complicated model structure in
which it was difficult to distinguish both constructs.
(2) The definition of the feared situation differed greatly depending on individuals in
the cognitive model. However, this research focused on only spoken production in
English classes, for which the focus of the feared situation was clogged-up English, a
trigger of FNE.
(3) The results in Stage 3 [2] differed from the study of social phobia (Clark & Wells,
1995). In the social phobia study, Stage 3 [2] always indicated distorted reduction
behaviours (e.g. crouch down in crowded places), but the present interview responses

showed not only reduction but also achievement behaviours.

6. 2 The Effect of FNE on Students’ Language Performance

Recent SLA studies have suggested that in effective language acquisition, it is crucial to
provide the target learners with language input of sufficient quality to ensure meaningful
output that prompts them to notice language features. According to Izumi (2016), providing
a reciprocal learning cycle involving language input and output (an input-output model) is
necessary to help learners acquire their second language.

The production part of the FLA-provoking process model (Stages 3 [2] in the FLA-
provoking process) seems to show less oral production (e.g. stay silent, minimum effort, and
use Japanese) . Since FNE seemed to interfere with the students’ language improvement, lower

levels of FNE may boost students’ motivation for oral production.

6. 3 The Sources of Fear of Negative Evaluation among FFL Learners
According to the FLA-provoking process model (Figure 2), FNE is mainly caused by the

Internal Factor: English-speaking notions. When the students’ English was clogged up because
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of low L2 proficiency in Stage 1, their attention shifted from their own language performance
to others” evaluation of them (Stage 2), known as an ‘attentional shift’ (Clark & Wells, 1995,
p.70). The Internal Factor English-speaking notions is likely to comprise specific interrelated
constructs such as students’ notions, past experiences, attitudes, values, and beliefs (Sensui &
Mochizuki, 2012) about speaking English. When the students’ attention shifts, the Internal
Factor and the information from Stages 3 [1] and 3 [2] are mostly processed in Stage 2, and
negative evaluation is anticipated, although the Internal factor affects other stages. Therefore,
it is necessary to positively modify the students’ English-speaking notions to reduce FNE and
increase the students’ language output without the interference of FNE, thus resulting in their

English not being clogged up as easily.

7. Conclusion

Qualitative research based on interviews was carried out, and the interview responses were
analysed using TAE. Consequently, the FLA-provoking process based on FNE was delineated
and its effect on the students’ language performance and sources of FNE were also revealed.

It is important for language teachers to understand how FLA and FNE are provoked in
classrooms so that they can construct a low-anxiety classroom environment and reduce learner
anxiety. There have already been many suggestions of approaches and techniques to deal with
FLA in the classroom (Crookall & Oxford, 1991), such as agony columns, ghost avengers,
and mistakes panels. Yet, in the area of clinical psychology, Tanno (2001) suggested cognitive
therapy to reduce social phobia. This therapy corrects irrational cognition through numerous
techniques like recording negative thoughts, expressing symptoms and levels of pain on a
scale, and thought stopping. Hence, it is worth considering how these techniques may also be
applied for FLA and FNE reduction in EFL classrooms. However, there is a need for further

research on and modification of these techniques before they can be implemented practically.
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Appendix A
Interview guide for study 1 (Ver. 4.1) B
K% : MR T
= S KEF B, FH
1.0 REZRE5
2.0 BFDREER (Fin. E4. B, BFHRE)
3.0 BUSRFEEEMERDBIN (T X M. BUSHEHEE, X377)
4.0 ZEL TVWBARFEDLMETRERRDEAERV Z R
50 XZDOEXLE®H. EEDOHF CHREZFZIRIODYETITH,
6. 0 HEEDIWET, REBZRFEIDHEEICEABTENEELEVTTH,
7.0 ZNUFED K DTTIRREoTeDD. TEARIFFHFLLEATLLEY
8.0 ZNIIBHETIH,
9.0 RFEBEDWETHREZFET L EICTFBIELTHRARELDICHRYETH, FEEAKL
WRREICEVETH, OFDEH
10. HEBEDRECHRFEZFE I EEICRTFBIELTENLLSITBHEIETH DIFEDLS
BIRREICIZ Y £ T H, [ ZDHEHA,
1.0 LOREICHE > TLE - EFRBHMTHE. THICELEFTH, OZDEH
12.0 ZDRELIKAD SHHT HTcHITAHL LEDITEN =R LE T HS
13.0 FEEAFET EE. 1B -+ CrEFNUIEWNIFED] EWSRIFTHRY TIH,
14.0 HFEZ S FEELGHL>cH. AYDAIH G ZEENGHET 5 EEZTTH,
15.0 ZFEZHD>FLELTE. AVOANIDGERZEENIGEHET 2EEZTITH,
16.0 HKFEBEZFET LEIC TESETELGLDDS ..l EDRADLHESSHIY . BEKIC
EZEITH.
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13.
14.
15.
16.

17.
18.

© © ® N o ks WD

Hidenori Kuwabara

Interview guide Date: ( )
Name: ( ) Gender: ( ) Age: ( ) Grade: ( )
University () Faculty ( ) Department ( )

. O Informed consent.

o Experience about study abroad (age, country, term, programme type) .

o English proficiency test (name, date, score).

o The level of the current English course (level).

o Do you have opportunities to speak English both in and outside your lessons?

0 How do you feel when you speak English in EFL classes?

0 What kind of situation gave you that feeling?

o Why?

o In such situations, what kind of physical symptoms did your body show? o Why?

0 In such situations, what kind of mental symptoms did you show? o Why?

. 0 If you realise you were in you were in such a physical/mental condition, does it get
worse and worse? 0 Why?

0 What kind of strategy did you carry out to cope with the condition/situation?

o When you speak English, do you feel ‘you must be ...” or ‘you must do ...?’

o If you cannot speak well, do you think other students evaluate you negatively?

o Even if you can speak well, do you think other students evaluate you negatively?

0 When you speak English, do you give up speaking from the beginning because you
think you cannot do it anyway?

0 What kind of factors interfere with your language production?

o Do you have any comments or questions?
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R SIEER, fH, BEE51H6E L Ro Tz, MPHENSIZMPO 5D (Ryukyufrogs
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fe & NS

On illocutionary acts and intention in Japanese and English

1. FC&IC

HEARICBO TR BRL GHFCHINTEERLTWS, BN aE, AR
NOAEMDHT 28, NHOHTLEHLEZHTH S, HIAR, BB TOTHOEIY

e BT bR N EOUIAZETE S 725 5 Ly WO E 2 A NS & hix
WEHTEET %, ZTIEHZDE. BAREDIHONRET ZHRHHRTHZLEE-T
RUXABVES S, )5, NHOHETZEHEHREILS5D. TOLFIE, Bixk-olk
WHADREL TS EZ %, S, fds e LTl E 2B &S YER 7z KERBIR O
1 HZHS> TOWBIRTIE A, A8 LR FNR 5 E LT, BRONRZHRLTY
% EWVS BRIV 22— )VLLRIKK ZIF ANLN TS, AT, R, Si&RIIcE
\J % B DR E 2 ELRORGRE Lz,

SraRBUC BT, HWICENIIAAIRIELDTH S 5 M.

(1) a do. UFHAE BT,
b. UIfrig LE LIz,

Ll (1a) &, FizZfTF AR EZ L LIEGHTERDIHIMO S TH O, BIEOE
K7, g, (1b) ik, #&BhEA TX) DA E FIfTEZRET@HEAH D (FER
(2003)). HSEMNEEDERDRDEN S,

(2) a. Black cloud means rain.

b. Red spots mean measles.

¥ MERHROBOREE AR
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EREDE)IE, HICHARBERICHT 2 AR FIMNAAHMORETH L (VAN V&Y
A=k (2009), FIAE, ERFEROZLSHEO—HITICQRIDNNH % DZHATE,
HEEZTFORNZECNS CERBBRWES S, LMLEADNS, LUND X S AFEahMgki
9% LET B EEXOFRENAICES LA S,

(3) a. Black cloud means rain (, so don’t forget to take an umbrella with you).

b. Red spots mean measles (, so you had better see a doctor as soon as possible) .

R@ARLTWVA T &, YRRV G Z 5NN, SEHEREANRENITA L L THAE
52k, QDELER. BEFITHT 2ELDOFREND S (illocutionary force) MEZICHE
WENdns2LThHB,

FaRHAZIHT 2 L OV OGEHRIEE S THA 5. LLFOHIZ., sEFTDA—/3—T
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DT A D Do BEEENEFHZWRE AT T Y= A—3— DR EE NS
TENTES,
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SRINERRIC T, JEAREMRERGRO B E A . ZDOHIBIOHEAER EROH I L
Teo A V&TA—F 2 (2009) (&, BHIRMER & FEEENTTAORIC, ABMADIR
ENEK, ANMICKBESENII 2= —ray, AT 7 A BN L SREN O
a7 —arvEVnsBEZAEL TV, ULV & UA— 2 (2009) DFEIRT
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K Z N5 DRREN LIIRZENTWRV, ARRTE. TORZMEDOHITRET %, €
TLURNFERENITAIC B 5 BRI OREN LR 2K > Timd 2 i 5, HIRINR R 2§D
H7x Bt EFERENTTAZ T 5 C L IEHEEBICB O TOR A TR &
Tho. BRDPZOHHNDT 4 ) 2—DEEZRIzT VS T eMES NS,

2. SEfTHAZE
2.1 EROEEM

FHAEDEROHAC BV TEMDPERN A B & > TR T &IET T4 ADTET
LLTATHB, TT TR, BKE (2008) 1T X% Grice (1989:122) DFFFICHE> TLLF
THBIT %, 74 Ak, BRNZERE BR 0, Hahx BIEARNZRE®REZ OO,
(HHBEFAICELT, SfiLTFUNREXICE>TARRDIZME () #Z4ELCE R
XIELEKL, LIt ANZORENZZRMNT S ICK>TENZERLELS L LT
BETHZEBRTWS (B (2008 : 110)).° I, 51 ADTDXELERD K
INCFEWHZ TV 5,

HX1 HEFICHLMR (S ZECEEEI LENTE L,
B2 BRI Z2EEFICHSE RS LERT ST L,
HX 3 EX27Z2ERT 5 LI k> T, HIEITHER (D) ZER L &5 RN &,

CTT. BAMER TR IJEAAMICER S B 720icid, HEX 1 DA TIELL D —A
ZHERRT E 7R BREFOFIH OB 72 3HiH O — EMELRFF OB D S S S AR E O H
BN AN Z THIHT %,

(5)  BEEAAMIL,

1 794 ACBWTIEBARNEREIFARNEEROX DTN SN, M7, VALY &4 — 1 Y TIEERNE
Ik EADENERIC DN, ENEEDRENICIE, a7 7 A MINIOXOEKE a2 7 7 A MAFDO XD EE
Znhihd, FEOBEMOAMTHRITZ L. YT 7 A MGFOXNERZER L, i, ThlNEeTER
R EHFEEINT VS, BERMHDNZDE, T2 T 7 A MFOXDERTH D . ARICBWTIEFEEENITA
LEEMZ THERMTDN TV, BRI EIR & FERENT T2 ORI ATE § 2 (ZENEKICE U T fET o4
HFEEN TV 5,

2 ZOEDEE, “For some audience A, U intended his utterance of x to produce in A some effect (response) E, by
means of A’s recognition of that intention.” T®H %,
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B Z¥ahd % T & T, BEFIH LT, 36 LEVEBEHOKNZ T EHMEb S LilbNn s,
LI LEND, O, dLFORBEOARGEHNOE AL H S, TOHEBIE. HRNEER
Ha2OREELTWE T LILhD, TDOKD BT —AZHRT 572D, &L TFOEXN
MEFICTMEING LS. BR2HREICKS, LALENS, B)DFHIEDLIHHIC K -
TiE, RICER 2Nl ENTE, ZOHFROFFDBARMNER (BIA X, MR >
b= 32) IZ&-> T, GELFENBEN RN G EMebblEEZIDBNS, TD
—ZEPRT B0, BRI 3PRBEICRD, BT BIC, BR2E3EEKT EWVITTA
DB B G ARNEKROPRDOT-HTH B L FA %0

& TAMNT T T LAl DERD =DHAMERTEHNIEARN L IEE ARV —ADME
9 %, B OHHOHIZLZE L CHHEED S T LICT 5, H 1 O —RIFEK 2 il
EENTOEREWT—ATH %, RINDFREIZ. 5BOBHOFUNEFICA->TL %0D%,
RIS Z DTN T LEDOHFMHZ S 502 L TGEWHT r—AThH 5, TEICHT
ZBEINCDOITELLTFOEICNLSDTH S,

6) LB LFOMWEHZRKS,

B)DFEFET 5 MOBHMD TREMN ST, ZOMEESNSEI IR EEEK LT
%, DFD, B 1 IEmZENTWVS, BEX1ZHICODITEHTIAZ XM THILE
TWb, DED, BR2AENLT Lickb, HIC, ZOT LICL->T, BETHG
WEHZ R 5 MO SEFFICIZITh RN E WS HIBICESDTH S, TT T, HEKX3
LI ENTVWB I LILRb, LM LAENL, BEX21E, HEDEEONT R 7 BLICH
MEICLTHI- 2 THD, EELFEIMHEFOHICHISE DI TIE ARV, TDX
SiEGE. O3, FEHRMCER SN LIS ARV, R, BEXO 3 DHOMHART
. TOESI BT —AZPRTEIZNT EAHIAL Tz,

fiEF (2008) I &5 &, TDOEKSIC LFOERD 3 DMMIEHRN EIEE AT WFEEEZ
ERT B —A % T aw 79 57-% Strawson (1964) 1ZLL RO K S ICEK 4 O ENE%
RET %,

HK4 B2 ZHEFICHSE RS LERTS T L,
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LTAM, flE (2008) 1 X B & Schiffer (1972) MC T THASIEHRNTIZ R WTE
OHIZIERTL TV 5, LR T, FidOfIFRBRICATINE OB ZHRd %, FHEE.
G)DFEZM < DIF. 10 FKDOBRDOFHL T2, TDOFr—ATiE, FAARIIHEARTBL
WIS DTRELSHIRBICASTEETATHLSZLET S, [>T, BEXK2IEFELFIC
Fo THEFOFHICHEBEOMICEMZ SIS ENTWVWS, T TEK2HMIEEN
%o 1212 LSIENE THEOERD 10 2D T, 56 LR FID BT OMWEHN D % H
5EEoTHN > TEFNSHTITMENT EE2M-> T3, FAUIEELTONE GEX
1 EEX3) ZH LT, TH50S AL eHEFZHLDTH S, COYE, EX3 b
rEENTWadEWns 2 kicxs, i & bid, LrLAEDNS, 2O —A%ZIEH
RINFEEG L BT TEIR VY, il 0 &, BEFE. GLFIER 3 ZHMS I ND
T, BAOTHRLTIELIENSTHS ( FIZZNDEELTFORYOEKTIE A
WIZLTH)o

FREDHE 2D r—AN S, BEXD 4 DO TREX IDEEFICK > THREINE T —X
M7y 7 TERN, ZTT T, Fifclc, B3 ZHEEFICHSES T E2MEMCT HEKX
S5hEIMENS T Lick,

K5 P ER3ZHEEFICHSE LS LERT ST L,

LT AW, BROD 5 DDA TEHBRTERVWIEHANZEROFKEHIEZ 5N,
SEE 15 RDOBIRD RO — A2 A QLI — A & UTIRE LIz, FHiE6Ic &k -
T, B 1 EERK2EMEINTVS, X, EX3 bR, S5sHTiroTiiLlune
WO EELFOMIRANDOMEFORL & LTz EN TS, XTI, miHfl L FET
BB, HixBDIILTOHTH 3, 155D T, O)DFFETHILIFRHEZHHSSRNT
EFE LTI TWA L, BHIiZ, MEFIMHDN > T0iENT EZ2FELFEHREL T
WBHZEZMEFERRL TS, 22T A, IBLIBHEATHIGZNL, H
DM BN ERFELTB RS> TRIRTETE, HiddtoTHTWVWL &S T e RIE
WK LTEWELZENTV, TV K] EHEEET B EMEELFICK > THEMNCENE
NTWV3, TOFKT, BNIIFHIZE2ENTVEDTEKNS EHENTWVs S
A%, K LE, ULHLEDS, D> THTH L] &0 B EE - 7o HEFIC 75 % .
IEREICE, TS 72502 L THTW A5, EBLICLTH, ERSIEFELFIC
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XoTHBEENZDTREL, BEFICK > THEINTWVWS, TOERKT. Eidor—
AFIEEIRN TG 2 BT % L IEE A 5<% %,

ZI T, LD —A %270y 79578, BERSZHLEXI ETHEXNTKRDE
N%ckicixs,

M7 ERSZHEFICHSE RS LERT ST &,

CTICE ST, FHMICIE LRl OBEXOEFEIGFEREN W EAVHIIHT 5, 9 5I1C,
HMZELFEAEZFICHSE 2T L, #ic, MEFICKDHELFORKOHELUC

BEEHAES, TOHAIE. TORBOENZIRGT 2 ENOBMARDENEDTH
COMICE LT, B (2008 : 123) & Grice (1989 : 302) D HMAEIERL TV 3,

& g

it LT EROBOEX 2 FiD LW ) i RIS I EBARETH O, Eh
LA LFRHMAICEAE p LERL TRWVWARVDTH D, LELEDNS, G LFNE
PNTOBIRANET B L, TORBNATRERFMNZWD DT &z L TS0
FOKRBETTLIZYTHD ., ThETAHMAS EHINTT 5H B DT’

RO &K S TR OMEEROEFIEICE LT, FEHICIEH O RN e 2R L b
T, FHEMWICIZ, EEREETHIEDDDDNE L2 THIL TS, EXOHEBEMEICEL
T, TONAZRD L, BN 1 EEX 3DFANGNAZRD, )5, X 2135EX 1 %
HH5EES ETEERTHY, ER4BZOEN2ZHLELS LT HEXEE S, [Akk
IC. BEX3REX 1 ZHLEZOMRZERLES LITLEXTHL, BEXSBEX3%Z
M5B 5EXK, BEXT7EEXNSZHSEXS LI5ENEED, MRELT, BRI EE
IMRENBZNE 2R TeEK E WS TS S, 2T, BRE (2008) &, #i#
ZRITNER, BHFE 23227 —2a YVINEKEMES, 2T, BETFNELTOERX
ZHEERY BN, BEXOMERZHEBEDMRE S, CORZ, BREE TS K5 Ichmir 3 ]
& ITRIKEHBSED ] OXMHETHIHL TS, AROFHSHFFICE T SHEFICKDEL
FOREKOHELE THIZ X 51 miF 2] L) FEROMKTH D, 56 LFOREXDEE
3 COHSDEIE,  ~the optimal state, the state in which he has an infinite set of intentions, is in principle unrealizable,

so that he does not strictly speaking mean that p. However, he is in a situation which is such that it is legitimate, or
perhaps even mandatory, for us to deem him to satisfy this unfulfillable conditions.” T& %,
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FICBBEMTRENTOVAIREED [RNMREMEND ] LV S EREEZ ENS, EXD
& FICOREREINTVD & ¥, EXOMER B A Ui,

ETAT, RNARMEORERIZZ AR AR E WS ERTIE RV, B (2008) Ik 5 &,
PR, MITHERE I3 27— g VINEREZARENS T LIRUTOLS ICE
ZABNTWVD, H—Id, FITHERZNREFSE S T i, HHEI NS SERE O
PRIC &> T EHEE L IEMEIC THO YD L-lERESR ) L LTHEFICL
EENG, FUCAI 2 —va VINENERNRENSE S C LIk, EHEPIIRIIC
RENEEVI HEEAKIC K > THIEE NS (BREF (2008)), *

2.2 EERTAICBI2ERKOBEESRM

R HFEDEE ORI/ > T2 G, LR TLHE (2009 : 68) Dtz
FHALEI, CTTRGELFMPEEFICELRL LT IZ220KEE VK] EHTEZT—
ZZREL TS, TOFFENITAD T O ARLUTDOXI BAT v ThEKS,

1) GELFLEETNED,

2) GELTFEMETIIHLT, —EDEKX, d&bb, BELHLEI EWHIENZE ST,

3) LW2BNEEREL, I4bb, MEFOVEMEDKDOMEE Z1E L < BT % 5 HEMEW
Z LT,

4) TNNELTHETLZEETIURAL S EEKL TV, —/7,

5) BMETFE. TOHOKN., IO BETHMETAT— 2L T2 05K, &
KU, QTEMUIRBIOEKE Z R L T,

6) ELFNHDCAN > TEEZRELTVEDIEEWVS T L, I4bb, GiLFOEKX
ZPRD M TS, TORR,

7) FLTOENEEE Ficzbo/cl Lid&D,

8) FMLFREHE T > TEEZFR LI LIRS,

T2 (2009) Ic&B &, ERLD 8 AT v TRFEHRNITABLODE L L& HRRMTEH
U LT O CRhES 2R ET 5 C EEIEE NS C kickh s, tRERIEZ T, #
ZEDEEZIRET %o MOIKDOHSICHT ZE S 2, NEOHICWS ZAFIC X > TTT

4 CTCT. IREDYIRINISRENS | LHDH, ZORZWIRICT 20805 5,
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9o —ANPKDEZDORER. &5 — NFEED/NMEZIKDIESICHE > T TR2HERERT
BB, TOVATLICE> T, BEZIAINEN, ZTORE MEEHELES LWVHEKEQ))
. EB5DRFRICBEIREINRV, Fio, MIOBRFICEMAOr —Ricxd % [Ed
E2EVIHIEMN WRENEZLEBENVEEZEZIDNTWVS, [>T, BELEWVIFHIEND
NEMELELES LV ER] ZREE LR,

i, 4) OEMNMBHEICR S, 4) OFEXIE, BHEICES LLLTFOKSICE %,

4) FBELTFDEZXFICBEREZ X5 LTWAC L2 MEFENMET L LICE> T,
HEFICHT 2EEZ1745E9 EERKL TV,

FElOEKT, 4) OEXIZHE SR (self-referential) Tdh %, fED. [FZ DKIZ
WOK] EVIEEORFICHAL KD, T5&. THEFHCOREZEEL LTI
THIELM, COHSZEELLTHLEI LW TOEKD (RIC (Dia & —
BV HEOKEKXIICLESEWVWIEK] LWV T Licixd, Austin (1978) DFHT
H5 [ 7ROMER (securing of uptake) | & WV HBUSIHSIE, Jikd 4) X, FEEDNTDE
X (D0, FFEORGED ] (COGEIZEL) 2D D L0 ZHFHDEWVnH T &,
6) & 7) DATvTIE, MEFNCOBKD 7EHERTZ2L VS T LZ/RLTVD
(£ (2009 : 73)),

+E (2009 Ic& b &, COACSZRNENOREFICK S TIN5 DO A
MRODENBZENVS L THB, TTT. GadMEHENET—A, FEIOT—AE TS
EH, ZT TR, FEDFEBNITADBOLL T, ZOHE. FEDSHERENEIRI N,
Z ORER. ERERIDFHEICHIIZE L T, FEERENDO DN TIRENS T Lidihs, Tfio
=TI, HOSHNENIE, THMETHPCORSEELLLTIMTZT LN, Sib
PEFESORSLEIHEZELLELTHLEIS LI ERD TRIC (Diad s —f
KBTI EOCESICLES ] EVWIHIEKTHS, LHhLAENS, 1E (2009 &,
T DK S EERUCYID H CBIRI R D FREGENIT 2D FRNC B TR T RENHEREN T
bB, WESITBHE, kD 4) £ 6) KU T7) BWHRENITAD THRICHBW TR IREN
TR U TCERENT LOFERLU EOEDTIRENEWVWS T ETH S,

D EoERZEEZ T, 1&E (2009) &, FFENITHD TRICBWTRESRFEE A2
LD, HIZ, TRFRMNTH-TT e eMETHEZD & FHBNTTAD T IROEE 751
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B TDOESICHERENZ LEZ TN D,

1) BBLTFEHETAINT,
3) LABREEHMHVLN CRIFIKIH T T)
8) FHABEWITANKIIT %,

I B, TR (2009 I2BWTIE, FEENITAD M-I TEXOR T I 1REIO5R1
BEVDTH %, HEZILF, 3) & 8) ORRICTEENITAD [ RO KL OEFHE
LENTZE NS TETH %,

3. FITHROMER
3.1 £REF (2008) DREER
BREFICE B L. URIRT LIS, BEX 1 EEK3ILSNE, BEROEK E WS s

FFDo

1) EX1

2) BM2—>EMX 4 (CTTEX2EEXN1OEMEWS HEZRD)
3) B 3—>EK5S—>EX7

HX 1 ZRITNERK, EX32aI 22—y 3 VINERKE LT, JEFICIZERIRICE
BI2TehHEsLEZ6NS, LHMLEANSHEEICIE, BFIcks &, LT LM
ZFOMDTIRNVNREDEN ST B0, CTOXIREBBIE 7oy 7 EN3eEZD
N3, TOXSERARME, SEERBICK > T LTINS LRI N TV,
ZEZE, BHHICBOTHEMROEN 1 & EX 3 ETIC L > THRICERI T
HZDEAIMEVI DD, FICHENTIE, TBEROEK - « - | &S HEED
MEHENTVBRTIEDHEH, AT, FHCEN LIS 28I THEND, E2%E
THZHN2D T AL, ZOEHEEAZMO AN, BHEFICKBHIIC K> TEEET
% &R L 720,

BRI ORI T, B 1 & EK SIS LN E LTHABNTWVS T &A1
x5 TWVW5B, TOXIBEMO T TR, HEOENZIRT ZiBfIcB T, BEX1 &
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=X 3 IIAERM (constitutive) R X2 L TWB EREEBTEAH, TL T, BEX2 MU
B 5 LN NRIEICB N THEFLELTFTHAENS C LIk, 20070t
AGJHH Tld 75 < RN B CREEER D TH %,

LA LA 5, EX 1 &EX 3 OFMOIEAENEHEE 728 U THEFOHMIC K-> T
HEREIND ET 5 L, HEEOEMROBMRICHBW T, BERIIEEMICZENTWaRn T &N
I N D, HIRE UROWEKOFEERAMT THEEEDEE DR E N, 1RAICERID AR &
2Tk mEZBE, TOXIBREREHINE Y MBI 2HEO X 5 ICHHIN
(regulative) ZREIE 2> TWVBHEEVABTEA D,

3.2 == (2009) DEESR

Fek Uiz & 91c, L2 (2009) IHBW T, FHEBNTTADEMKIC B TR ORI
RENOEIET 5 RINIH, BOIRT &, HEEDIRMEREDSTHERIUCK D, MEFIC
X5 L FOFRFEOEKROEF. DEO. FENDOORERREADTH S, TR,
FrEDERBIAUCE N 5 1E, 2 7HENE (performative verbs) 73 AT BEIERFERENTT
#QHICEN TV D, TOBERNFEFENITAICBWV TR, FEFORERBITRIITREN
TWVWADT, FEBNO R TNEEIICHS N TH S, TORE. FI ZIXEHE (2008)
BT 2PTHENIEARICHEFIC X > THEI NS, 57 % &, FHBNTTADEK
R TINERAIC K > THIRNICEHZ FLEELFTHAESIN TV EDTH %, BRI
T3 a st VnwS Ckidhks, ZL T, TEOERHICXS L, BesBER Fid
DFFHDERORUCMEH LN LWL 25T BRVDTH S, HlZIE, FLTFO%ELE
FHLUED LW EMOBEFICKS 7ifld, BEFEIREGEORNEREDSIEREL. DX
DA TIENED D REE T 2 HEBN D T DR DZERIC BO T S AR OEENI L THED
9. EBEEMEWVS EHHEED LS HHEICHE->TWBEDTH 5,

AfaTid. HE (2009) MFEFENTTA 2 BIENFERENITAICR > 7 2 L Z2EIC LT
W, NS EEIT4 (indirect speech act) & U TODFHEOEKZEZ S5 L. TEDFHIED
EIEDIROPHAR T B 2 FaH DRI & FFE D S RBRBIMRIRD 7 0 XY FTic iz %
CEREETERVD, B EIEOIRIL T THrG- ORI Tk A 735D =k
RO SN B, JFEHMICIZENENEDBEIITERENS T EDAR (EHETEE
NBTEDE) FEODERMNL M EHZRD X S ITHERINICENT NS T ENFED S
NB, TOFKT, FeEOEAKDMHIC I 2 EKOMBENEEEIE TREOE S K5I
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EENBM, TOWHINREANIANT LESETEEELDTIEEN

4. bWl
Grice (1998) D9 % HIRMNENL & IEHARNEKRO XA IHZF LT, AT,
HahDEWRICHB T 52K OKENC, 8% (2008) &t (2009) Ozttt LA 5iE

MTIE. BFICBO TR, EMOMBIEREIEIITENE 33 2 27— 3 VIEKIC
BOTRHLN TV, )y, HRICBWVLTI., EXOKENIFTEDOHORMEMU EDE
DTIREL, T, HESIRINEED )T L BEOBBRICH S,

ARETIE. BHENSETAICBT 2RO EROEHMICB N T, GLTFEME FRTH
HENZEXORITHENCEH Ulz, BEEFEGENTT A OB IE S THIEIE D FHih
DICED ., FFBOBEWRIIHIBNAZICHIIC X O B E NS, )7, MENSETA.
Mi#5 (2019) ICH B K DT, ZOFREEDEMIIFTH DB THRMICEZ 5N TIEW
W, IRIARE & SRERBIZEICHEBIC X > THIET 5 T LICRBIRED., ZOHEFD
M5 LTHLTFOEREWVS ED%, WHIZHHINABR L UTHEET 5 T LM%
FEOEROBFICB O TER ORI THE EER U L &5 & 8528 5k Tian
2295 M,

RARIC, FRCHAGED T —AE LT, #UE [K] IOV TEREDRFRICN TEHE
720,

(7) a. I—kb—77,
b. I—t—72X 1T,
c. A—b—7Xl,
(8) a. =AIEONMAOEMIE 180 T2,
b. =MIEONM O 180 H/EXK T,
c. —MIEONAORAIE 180 EZX |,
9) a. [BHR
b. EERIEE T,
5 MHENEFETADOYG. FEDHIEND L UTHEFEORERZEET 5 2 Lid, PUTHENO THEE L THERKRS N

BONRESEVHEETSH S, TOr—ATRE. HEBRNERKIIEHRNO N OREZ L 92D T, Hiflic s
ABNBEDTIE A HEMZEL THET 205 LVS T EICAD, HifEEE VS FHlTIRZRV,
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H b (1997) RUHEHIE (2003) Ik 5 &, #&BhE [X]) I ZDOEEMNMERIE TV
%0 HElckzEe, AV bx—2a T (LR ORRE, BEFEZED E KAD
TGO EICK DR, MEFRE S KIST 2025 T0BDICxf LT, [l CREE) )
D, B0 & IRMDFTGOSINEIC TR B &5 RO & FAOEIZ Ek S %,
BIRE RIS, MEFIC—ATEizZEdE. T, a0 ANnzKRD 5 E)E 0
HHT /ML TS, Ladhix (7-92) TIE, MO FE LT, KK, EEeHhE
DEMZRLTVWEEEZDTENHRTHA S, THUCKH LT, (7-9b&c) Tld, FEL
FOMLENERIIHE E FICHECIED 27255, TTTHBENT &1k, FBEAND M,
ZNZEN, (Tb), (7c). (8b) (8¢c) (9b) Z L T (9¢) Tld. BIZIE, U, ETIE. fEEDR,
RIIE, B 2L Tama e UTIRT 20[REMEZ/RL TV T EABIRENS, BT 51T,
bR T A, EREKICIE = 2 — b Z)NCEMICEZERNER 2 H > T3 T &M
WENs, L LAENS, B [TX] OFBRIEH Y 2 7IVERGHICRSENTWS, 2D
G T, OGN —ZAWNEIRE N, Thzdis o, flziE, T (T3]
(£ IMNBREN EHEFOFEZERT 2 5EAMNEEINS T LIcks, 2D,
KahEa TX ) ISk o TERENERDRIBEINIZIRTH E 0, 2D T L IMOENERIDFEGE
DERICIBO TN EME UTEEL TV A T EDILETH2hE LNVEW, #1595
&L BIRIE, NS RRTAXICB N T, HRNERIO TIRZR 7291, ARENEXD,
HBE TX) OZICE > THNIC TIRENZ L WS 2L THb, TDOEI I, BNz
AR & BN T T AGE K DOE ) 72 FaG O MR ORENEN: & U THREE
S THICH EFICHI ST, My, THERAE RO I FERE O BRI E
ELTRRD TIROMERZIETB X 2R OIS BN ¥ERGZII 2 =27 —2 3 VIO A
FoTYV—L L THET R LIRBZYARHEDHZEEZIONS. COXI BT LK
L9 BHiiC, (RZENEXNZES FFEDSHIERIC DOV TERRNKRUEFEMICB T, FEl
BAMMDRETHZHTEEEFIETERNT LETIEH BN,

6 ARTIE., Tkl OFr—AcHBWVT, HMRPITNEREZERNERE, 3227 —Y 3 YINERZILENER &
AEDOEDE LT ED TV 2 A, WATNCHELUS. HESIEES N, 20O T & OARERHRI NOMEII%
DOMFRITFREN TS,
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OROTBURAA R R R A S BIRE
il E 2017 H: 6 H 22 H HBEBERASBIRS
fie E 2017T®#E9H?21H "

(E)
B4k HBEREREBEREIC B B2 RERGE TR A BORIZL (DU THFZehd 2
EWVIH,) DFEBEUREICOVTIE, TOHICK S,

(ZER
25 WMIZEHEOREL X UNREREONE DML LT REBERAEERE S (UL
TR E) 2V ) O FICHRABR A ERERZES OIF RAR] L0H.) &
RF B,
@ ZFARE. BRIJCBOGEHINZZICE > THEREI NS, 72720, ZE#EHTICY
o T, HMDHFICRD OBV E 2 IER AT RS R0,
® ZARBIURAEMRITIZ. ZARCBIZHBEICE > THkD 5,
@ ZFEEREWG. BERZHEL, TOHEELKRS,
® ZFAEMKITIZ. ZERICHNKD S L EZOWBHEERITT %,

(ZADT)
3% ZEOMHHIZ., 4H1HMNS 2L L, T OWET B, /2L, HEEY
AT

(ZEZDTH)
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