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Abstract

Language is a sign system that contains gender differentiative terms, concepts and labels.
Language is also very influential on our perceptions and perspectives on something. The language
we use everyday is seen only as a communication tool, but language is a means of socialization
and preservation of an attitude or value. This paper aims to find what are the language character
differentiations between men and women in Hitch movie. The result of this study is it can be
concluded that women and men are both have different characters that leads to have different
language. Women tend to give another speaker chances to another speaker to finish their talk and
women are more focus on the topic without changing the topic until it is finished. Men, on the
contrary, they tend to overlapping another speaker and changing the topic which considered as
interruption. Men are more aggressive in talking so the way they talk are more harsh, men often
curse just for a common conversation, it is makes women uncomfortable because they are soft
spoken and rarely curse unless in certain situation that makes them upset.
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INTRODUCTION

Language is a communication tool used by the community [1], [2], [3] to express ideas that
have become a common consensus [4], [5], [6]. Expression the language describes the
tendency of the speaker community [7], [8], [9]. Therefore, to learn and explain language,
it must involve the social aspects of the image of society [10], [11], [12] such as the social
order, social strata, age, environment and others [13], [14], [15]. In contrast to what
Chomsky said that language is asocial [16], [17], [18] because it ignores heterogeneity that
exists in society, both social status, education, age, gender, cultural background, and others
[19], [20], [21].

Language and gender studies focus on how they influence towards language usage [22],
[23], [24]. Gender is a factor that influences variations in language [25], [26], [27]
although until now language studies are generally letting gender differences in language
usage [28], [29], [30]. This paper attempts to discuss language and its relation to gender.

The discussion includes a glimpse of sex and gender, representation symmetrical, sexist
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discourse, do men and women indeed use different languages, why gender differences

occur, factors cause, and cover.

Communication can be understood well by both the speaker and hearer [31], [32], [33],
when they know about the context and the topic of conversation [34], [35], [36].
Sometimes we are not sure about the message we get from something we read or hear [37],
[38], [39], and we concern about getting our own message across to others [40], [41], [42].
In communication, there are also some aspects of language that must be noticed [43], [44],
[45]. For example, when we do communication, we will find the use of 3 references or
term of address, such as: He, She, You, Sir, My friend, Here, there, etc [46], [47], [48]. The
purpose is to point something [49], [50], [51]. All of these words can be called as Deixis
[52], [53], [54]. Deixis is the words which the referents always change depending on the
context [55], [56], [57]. [58], [59] states that deixis is the single obvious way in which the
relationship between language and context is reflected in the structures of language
themselves [60], [61], [62]. Levinson also categories the deixis into five kinds [63], [64],
[65], they are person deixis, spatial deixis, temporal deixis, discourse deixis and social
deixis [66], [67], [68]. In other hand, Yule also categories the deixis into three kinds they
are to indicate people via person deixis (me, you), to indicate location via spatial deixis
(here, there), and to indicate time via temporal deixis (now, then) [69], [70], [71].
Moreover, definiteness is a feature of noun phrase selected by the speaker to convey his
assumption [72], [73], [74] that the hearer will be able to identify the referent of the noun
phrase [75], [76], [77]. There are three main types of definite noun phrase; proper name
(Stephen, Mary, etc), personal pronoun (she, he, it), and determiner (the, that, those, etc)
[78], [79], [80]. Furthermore, in some past decades there are some researchers related to
deixis and definiteness such as Diessel (2012), Webber (1997), Kirtcuk (2004), etc [81],
[82], [83]. Hence, the purpose of the current study is to fill the gap in this area of research
by exploring the deixis and definiteness in the Jakarta Globe’s online newspaper;

furthermore, newspaper is important to improve people’s daily information.
Research Problem

- What are the language character differentiations between men and women in
HITCH movie

Research Objective
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- To find language character differentations in that film

Several studies have been conducted in this field of topic, According to Jie Lie (2014),
which in his research pertaining to sociolinguistic study of language and gender in well-
known American TV series, Desperate Housewives. The study mainly concentrates on
differences in the amount of talk, the amount of turns and distribution of them [84], [85],
[86]. Its findings are as follows: In terms of the amount of talk, men use more words to
compose more sentences [87], [88], [89]. In other words, they are much more talkative
than women [90], [91], [92]. In the aspect of the amount of turns, men are inclined to take
the turn floor for a longer time [93], [94], [95]. In a word, the proposed research, though
has some limitations, is of theoretical and practical significance [96], [97], [98].

Another study conducted by Xiufang Xia (2013) regarding to the differences between men
and women in using language, she found that there are many differences from the aspects
of pronunciation, intonation, vocabulary, syntax, manners, attitudes, and non-verbal

differences in using language between men and women [99], [100].

METHOD

The researchers used a descriptive method in this research. Descriptive method considered
most suitable for use in this study because of the data obtained based on existing facts or
events that are happening. Descriptive method can also be interpreted as a procedure or
way to solve research problems with describes the state of the object being investigated.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Research on language and gender focuses on how gender influences language use. Gender
is a factor that influences language variation. In addition, human behavior in society as a
man or woman is also influenced by the use of language in the community. And in the
context of gender, gender differences in conversation strategies and habits will have

implications for the variety of languages used.

Men and women were created to live in pairs, but what often happens is quarrel between
them due to differences in the character. Men have harsher character than women; it means
that men more often disturb and dominate women. But there are men who really do not

know how to approach women, so that the ways they used are wrong although for them it
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was true. Differences in the character of the language also affect the style of language
speech. Men are known more often than women cursing because people judge that if the
woman does not deserve to curse because when women curse, they are considered less
feminine. As discussed in chapter 1 that men grew following his father's behavior and
women followed her mother's behavior, then if all is turned upside down so that all
considered improper or inappropriate. Since then women sometimes feel uncomfortable
when talking with a man who often cursing and men are also uncomfortable when talking

to talkative or tacky women.

In this section discussed further on the language character differentiation. By
understanding the differences in language character, this study expected relationships
between men and women can be better understanding each other. So every time the
conversation between men and women, they are able to understand the character of his
interlocutor. And more than that, they can adjust their personal character with their
interlocutor. Topic of talking of women are so different than men, women talks about their
relationship to other women, and rather than talking about the feeling, men talking about
how to get into a relationship; Men talks about business, women talks about men. By
talking to the same gender with the interesting topic, the conversation continues for a long
time although — in this case, men — the topic always change.

However, on the other hand when both women and men are talking a different topic, the
conversation lasts quicker, this because the topic maybe consider as not interesting or not
important to one of the genders. Style of language that used by men, are mostly harsh and
yet, women are softer, this is because the decision of each gender to follow who. It means
that when a boy becoming a man, they are sure decided to choose to be his father, and
when a girl tries to be her mother, they put the make-up on, they dressed like princess (to
be a complete women) because he choose to grow to be her mother. As for a girl are not
allowed to talk harshly, let alone swearing, they are forcing themselves to be more polite to

the public (in this case to the strangers, not to the close person)

CONCLUSION
Based on the results and discussion, which presented in previous chapter, it can be
concluded that women and men are both have different characters that leads to have
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different language. This movie shows all the characteristics and language of men and
women. The conversation focuses on how to attract women by understanding their
characteristic, although in such case there are some bad example of how to attract women.
All in all, the movie gives the right ways of how to attract women to some men who really
like women, not who just want to sleep with them. It also provides the right ways to do
towards the situation by showing the characteristic of women as follows: Women tend to
give another speaker chances to another speaker to finish their talk and women are more
focus on the topic without changing the topic until it is finished. Men, on the contrary, they
tend to overlapping another speaker and changing the topic which considered as
interruption. Men are more aggressive in talking so the way they talk are more harsh, men
often curse just for a common conversation, it is makes women uncomfortable because

they are soft spoken and rarely curse unless in certain situation that makes them upset.
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