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Language is not simply a means of communicating information about any subject; it is 
also a very important means of establishing and maintaining relationships with other 
people. Social environment reflects in language and affects the structure of language. 
Language as a social phenomenon is closely related to social attitudes. Men and women 
are socially different in the sense that society lays down different social roles for them 
and expects different behaviour patterns from them. Language reflects this social fact. 
The more heterogeneous a society is, the more heterogeneous is its language. Language 
of sexes is an interesting part of the studies. Men’s and women’s speech is not only 
different, women’s speech is socially better than women.  Men and women do not speak 
different languages; rather they speak different varieties of the same language- the 
differences are based on lexicon only. The other topic of discussion is whether language 
discriminates against women. More precisely, do we have the ways in which language 
allows us to refer to males and females discriminate against females? Actually, men and 
women differ in the kind of language they use and they use it because they often play 
distinctly different roles in society. We might expect that the more distinct are the roles, 
the greater are the differences. 
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Introduction: Language is not simply a means of communicating information about any 
subject; it is also a very important means of establishing and maintaining relationships 
with other people. The language plays an important role in society and language is the 
product of society. The value judgements concerning the correctness and purity of 
linguistic varieties are social rather than linguistic. The physical environment in which a 
society lives is reflected in its language normally in the structure of its lexicon- the way 
in which distinctions are made by means of single words. For example, where in English, 
for ‘snow’ has one word and in ‘Eskimas’ has several (Trudgill, 27). Social environment 
reflects in language and affects the structure of language. For example, a society’s 
kinship system is generally reflected in its kinship vocabulary. The internal 
differentiation of human societies is reflected in their language. Different social groups 
use different varieties. The development of social varieties can perhaps be explained in 
terms of social barriers and social distance.  

 The diffusion of a linguistic feature through a society may be halted by barriers of 
social class, age, race, religion, gender or other factors. ‘Social Stratification’ is a term 
used to refer to any hierarchical ordering of groups within a society. The more 
heterogeneous a society is, the more heterogeneous is its language. Language of sexes is 
an interesting part of these studies. Whether it is a popular saying  that ten measures of 
speech descending on the earth and man took only one and woman nine, or the common 
belief that a baby girl starts speaking earlier than a boy; or a notion that boys are good at 
mathematics and girls at language. These are all kinds of conceptions and misconceptions 
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about the language of the sexes expressed through language. Whether it is a Haryanvi 
poet who on the name of humour says things such as “Let’s compare a TV and a biwi 
(wife): on the TV you get five year guarantee but there is no such guarantee on biwi 
(Krishnaswamy etal., 270) or anyone who regards female state as being, a deformity 
occurs in the ordinary course of nature. One can see, irrespective of religion, country, 
race, the period in which they lived more or less the same perceptions about women in 
language.  

The difference between sexes is hardly a matter of dispute. On an average, 
females have more fat and less muscles than males and they are more strong and weigh 
less. The female voice usually has different characteristics from the male voice. It is 
known from linguistic research that in many societies, the speech of men and women 
differs. In some cases, the differences are quite small and are not generally noticed: they 
are probably taken for granted in the same way as, different gestures or facial 
expressions. For example, in many accents of American English it has been found that 
women’s vowels are more peripheral (more front, more back, higher or lower) than 
men’s. In many societies, men and women communicate freely with one another and 
there appear to be less social barriers like to influence the density of communication 
between the sexes. Therefore, account for the development of sex varieties cannot be 
explained in the same way as class-ethnic group, or geographical dialects. A report from 
17th Century states: 

 “The men have a great many expression peculiar  

           To them, which the women understand but never 

           pronounce themselves. On the other hand, the  

women have words and phrases which the men  

never use, or they would be laugh or scorn” (Trudgill, 85) 

It seems certain that although there were clear differences between men’s and women’s 
speech, only a relatively small number of vocabulary items were involved. The men and 
women that is, did not speak different languages, rather they spoke different varieties of 
the same language- the differences were lexicon only. Jesperson suggests that sex 
differentiation, in some cases, may be the result of the phenomenon of ‘taboo’. For 
example, Carib men were on war-path would use a number of words which only adult 
males were allowed to employ. If women or uninitiated boys used these words, bad luck 
was considered likely to result (Trudgill, 90). Taboo therefore, have a powerful influence 
on the growth of separate sex vocabularies generally. 

 In Koasati, the older speakers, particularly the men tended to say, when asked, 
that they thought the women’s variety was better than that used by men. The male 
varieties are innovating and the female’s conservative and the female variety is evaluated 
as better as opposed to worse.  

 Language as a social phenomenon is closely related to social attitudes. Men and 
women are socially different in the sense that society lays down different social roles for 
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them and expects different behaviour patterns from them. Language reflects this social 
fact. Men’s and women’s speech is not only different, women’s speech is socially better 
than men’s. It seems that the larger and more inflexible the difference between the social 
roles of men and women in a particular community, the larger and more rigid the 
linguistic differences tend to be. Thus geographical ethnic group and social varieties are, 
at least partly, the result of social distance, while sex varieties are the result of ‘social 
difference’. Different social attributes and different behaviour is expected from men and 
women and sex varieties are a symbol of the fact. Using a female linguistic variety is as 
much as a case of identifying oneself as female and of behaving as a woman should as is 
say, wearing a skirt? This fate would be the same as that of Carib men who attempted to 
use woman’s language.  

 In contemporary English, there are many reported differences in the talk of males 
and females. In same gender pairs having conversations, women generally discuss their 
personal feelings more than men. Men appear to prefer non-personal topics such as sports 
and news. Men tend to respond to an expression of feeling or problems by giving advice 
or solution, while women are more likely to mention personal experiences that match or 
connect with the other woman’s. Women are co-operative and seek connection via 
language, while men are more competitive and concerned with power via language. In 
mixed-gender talk, the rate of men interrupting women is substantially greater than the 
reverse. Women are reported to use more expressions associated with tentativeness, such 
as ‘hedges’ (kind of, sort of) and ‘tags’ (isn’t it? Don’t you ?) when expressing an 
opinion:  

  “Well, em, I think that golf is kind of boring, don’t you?”  (Yule, 242) 

The general consensus seems to be that men are more concerned with power and women 
with solidarity. Tanne observes, for men 

  “Conversations are negotiations in which people try to  

achieve and maintain the upper hand if they can,  

and protect themselves from others’ attempt to put  

  them down and push them around. Life, then, is a  

contest, a struggle to preserve independence and avoid failure”      

In contrast to women,  

  “Conversations are negotiations for closeness in  

  Which people try to seek and give conformation and  

  support and to reach consensus. They try to  

  protect themselves from others’ attempts to push 

  them away. Life, then is a community, a struggle to 
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  preserve intimacy and avoid isolation. Though 

  there are hierarchies in this world too, they are 

  hierarchies more of friendship than of power and  

  accomplishment.” (Hudson, 141) 

Career prospects is that the male style prepares them for public speaking, asking 
questions etc. One consequence of this difference which presumably has major 
implications for men’s and women’s about lectures, talking in committees, presenting 
verbal reports and so on while female style is more private, suitable for establishing 
rapport. Tannen says that the first question after her public lectures always comes from 
males as do most of the questions, even though she generally talks about male/female 
conversation difference o audiences which are mainly females. 

 Another difference in behaviour is that females tend to put more effort than men 
into keeping a conversation going by giving supportive feedback and asking questions for 
example, Hirschmann analysed two men and two women talking to each other in all 
possible pairings and found that women used ‘mhm’ thirty three times more often than 
men. This feedback involved interruptions, which are just as frequent in single sex groups 
among women as among men, but the reasons for interrupting seems to be fundamentally 
different for two sexes, because when males and females are together, males interrupt 
females far more often than the other way round. One interruption of these findings is 
that males use interruptions in order to assert their dominance, and in the absence of a 
better alternative it can be accepted (Hudson, 141) 

Males and females seem to be different even in the things they talk about. This is 
not just a matter of general topics such as football ‘versus’ families but of the people 
discussed. Women use ‘we’ and ‘you’ far more than men who tended to include the 
person addressed among the people discussed, whereas men tend to focus on themselves. 
So it can be concluded that females give priority to solidarity and concentrate on building 
and maintaining the social bonds that hold community together, for males, priority goes 
to power, the struggle for independence. These differences put females at a disadvantage 
in the world of work and males at a disadvantage in the family. 

The other topic of discussion is whether language discriminates against women. 
More precisely, do we have the ways in which language allows us to refer to males and 
females discriminate against females- such as the English distinction between Mrs and 
Miss which is not paralleled by a pair of male titles showing whether or not the bearer is 
married. This implies that it is more important for a woman to show whether she is 
married. One tendency involves words that are clearly restricted in reference to one sex, 
or the other, with female words tending to have less favourable meanings. A classic pair 
is ‘master’ and ‘mistress’ where the male meaning is ‘good’ and the female is ‘bad’ 
specially, a mistress but not a master is a partner for extramarital sex. The sexual use of 
the female word is typical. Apparently North American English has no fewer than 220 
words for a sexually promiscuous woman but only 20 for sexually promiscuous men, 
London school children has a rich vocabulary of insult terms for girls, all related to 
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sexual behaviour but very few specially for boys. However, things are changing, but they 
have a long way to go (Hudson, 142). 

The other unfair tendency involves the notion of prototype. As we can see in the 
concepts that we use as word-meanings tend to centre on clear cases, so their definition is 
a description of the most typical examples; for example, a bird is very much like a 
sparrow or robin, which leaves Ostriches and Penguins as untypical birds. How does this 
apply to a word like ‘doctor’ which appears to be a sex neutral? A little thought shows 
that the prototype doctor must be a male-when the doctor’s sex is not directly relevant we 
are much more likely to specify it for a female than a male. The same seems to be true of 
most names for professions, with a few obvious exceptions like ‘nurse’ (Hudson, 102). It 
is true that this bias against females is in the concepts that the words expressed, and not in 
the words themselves; but this conventional inequality reinforces itself by its effect on 
our speech. Every time we refer to a male simply as a doctor, the way in which people 
actually use the supposed sex is a neutral concept. 

Many researchers have stated that men’s speech is forceful, efficient, blunt, 
authoritative, serious, effective and masterful while women’s speech is weak, trivial, 
ineffective, tentative, hesitant, euphemistic, hyper polite and often marked by gossip and 
meaningless expressions. Otto Jesperson, the well known Danish grammarian in his book 
‘Language, its Nature, Development and Origin’ observes: 

 “...women by virtue of their sex shrank from 

          Coarse and gross expressions which precluded 

 Them from being as effective as men...” (Krishnaswamy, 271) 

It is generally believed that women use words that are related to their special interests 
like sewing, cooking, dressing, colour etc. and that a man does not know them since he 
does not use them. Robin Lakoff in her book Language and Woman’s Place (1975) 
confirms that women often use words like ‘so’ (as in so cute) and ‘very’ (as in very 
pretty) (Krishnaswamy, 271).  

 The asymmetry in the representation of ‘men’ and ‘women’ in language is 
reflected in the order of precedence given to ‘males’ and ‘females’. The more expected 
order will be: husband and wife, son and daughter, brother and sister, King and Queen 
etc. Eakins and Eakins suggests that women more often than men are referred to in terms 
of their partners, as John’s wife, Harry’s daughter etc. Moreover a woman whose 
husband is dead is Ram’s widow but a man whose wife is dead is not referred to as 
Shyama’s widower etc. The expressions like ‘The Proper study of Mankind is Man’ 
(Pope), ‘The Child is the Father of Nation’ (Wordsworth) etc. show that man is taken as 
‘unmarked’ because he is everywhere, but a woman is ‘marked’ (Krishnaswamy, 274).  

 Courtly and Whipple (1974) reviewed the results of four studies that analyse the 
roles of women in television or commercials; females are often portrayed in domestic 
roles, while males dominate the media. 
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 In this view, men and women have been brought up to behave differently with 
regard to language. Lakoff comments as follows: 

  “The ultimate effect...is that women are  

systematically denied access to power, on the 

ground that they are capable of holding it as  

demonstrated by their linguistic behaviour along 

with other aspects of their behaviours; and the  

irony here is that women are made to feel that  

they deserve such treatment, because of 

inadequacies in their intelligence and/or education” (Lakoff, 07) 

Data: The problem therefore is not so much a linguistic as of a cultural one. This opinion 
would be discussed with the help of Ibsen’s Doll’s House. It is a humble effort to find 
linguistic factors in social atmosphere of Ibsen’s time and it’s reflection in his work. 
Ibsen is the author of Victorian age, which is highly male-oriented or patriarchal society. 
The women are at marginal stature and men have all the economical powers. Both have 
to play different roles in society, so there is some kind of difference created in their 
speech. Ibsen’s Doll’s House created sensation among literary sphere, as patriarchal 
society could not grasp its ending. 

Results and Discussion: The story revolves around the main characters Nora and Helmer 
who belong to a middle class family. Helmer addresses his wife as ‘skylark’, ‘squirrel’, 
‘feather brain’ etc. as she is not a girl but a play thing for him. He asks her questions and 
gives his suggestions which she accepts tenderly. He speaks to her with 
contemptuousness as he says, 

  ““You wouldn’t believe how much it costs a man 

  when he’s got a little song bird like you!” She  

  always tries to please him by using expressions  

  like “very well you say so”” (Ibsen, 151) 

When Helmer gets associated with his friends they discuss about business and other 
professional problems; but when Mrs. Linda and Nora meet, they discuss personal and 
family matters. Nora tries to associate her misery with her own fortune as she says, 

  “But to be completely alone that must be sad for 

  you. I have three lovely children” (Ibsen, 154) 
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Because their fiend of work is different, Mrs. Linda fascinates towards Nora’s dresses. 
She points out, 

  “It’s so nice to be beautifully dressed, isn’t it” (Ibsen, 161) 

She uses tags and words like ‘so nice’. They consider man’s status higher for them as 
Nora compares her heroic struggle with men, 

  “It was almost like being a man” (Ibsen, 162) 

They discuss family matters when Mrs. Linda talks about business, Nora forbids her 
saying that it’s so boring to talk about it. It has also been seen that whenever Helmer 
praises Nora, he praises her beauty and delicacy but whenever Nora praises Helmer, she 
praises his intelligence. If for Nora, family relations are important, for Helmer his honour 
is more important even than his wife. 

Philosopher Nietzsche says that all of us, men and women, 

  “We have to cease to think if we refuse to do it in 

  the prison house of language. Man-made this  

prison house and tragedy of the human situation   

is that men and women are caught in it; women as  

well as men carry the burden of symbolic order  

called language and even for those who wish to  

shed it, it is difficult if not impossible” (Krishnaswamy, 273) 

Conclusion: It can be concluded that all the differences between the language of men and 
women are mostly social rather than linguistic. Men and women differ in the kind of 
language they use and they use it because they often play distinctly different roles in 
society. We might expect that the more distinct the roles, the greater the differences. 
Since boys are brought up to behave like men and girls to behave like women, the 
differences are also perpetuated. As Simon de Beauvoir in The Second Sex (2011) says 
that one is not born but becomes a woman.   
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