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UDC 81.23
THE PROBLEM OF GENDER CHARACTERISTICS IN MODERN LANGUAGE
AND DISCOURSE
S.H.Akhmedova, doc., PhD, Bukhara state university, Bukhara
V.R.Mizrobova, master student, Bukhara state university, Bukhara

Annotatsiya. Magolada muhokama gilinadigan muammo global masalaga aylangan eng
muhim, zamonaviy lingvistik muammolardan biri hisoblanadi. Til o’rgatishda, nutqda, adabiyotda
gender masalasining roli hatto bir gator tilning tuzilishini, kontekstini, semantikasini va nutq
shakllarini o’zgartirish mumkin. Ayni paytda nutqda u yoki nu kontekstga ma 'no berishdan oldin bir
qancha masalalar, jumladan, gender masalasini ham e 'tiborga olish kerak.

Kalit so’zlar: paradigma, gender tilshunosligi, nazariy tushuncha, o ziga xosliklar,
madaniyatlararo o’zgaruvchanlik, oilaviy holat, jinsga mos tildan foydalanish.

Almomauuﬂ. B cmamve pacemampusaemcs 00Ha u3 nauboee CYWEeCmeEEeHHblIX COBPEMEHHBLX
JIUHSBUCTIUYECKUX NpobieM, KOmopas yice cmana 2no0anvHol memot 0aa o6cycoenus. Ponw
2eHoepa 6 npenodasanul A3vlKd, 8 OUCKYpCe, 8 TUMepamype MOMCem 0axice UsMeHUms CImpyKmypy,
KOHmeKcm, cemaHmuKypﬂda A3bIKOBbIX U duCKprM@Hbl.x Mmooeneu. B HacmoAwee e6pems Heobx00UMo
NPUHAMb 60 BHUMAHUE HECKOJILKO BONPOCO8, BKIIOUAS 2eHOEPHYIO NpobOieMy, npexcoe yem
npuoasamsv CMblCl MOMY ULU UHOMY KOHMEKCMY OUCKYpca.

Knroueesvie cnosa: napaduema, 2eH0epHa;l JUHZBUCMIUKA, meopemu4decKkasl KOHYenyusl,
quHmuqucmu, MEINCKYIbmypHasl U3SMEHYUBOCNIb, cemelirnoe noJjiostcenue, 2eHdepH0-
coomeemcecmeyruee UCnoib306aHuUe A3blKA.

Abstract. The article deals with one of the most essential, modern linguistic problems that has
already become the global issue to discuss. The role of gender in language teaching, in discourse, in
literature may even change structure, context, semantics of a number of language and discourse
patterns. At present time several matters including gender issue should be taken into consideration
before giving the sense to this or that context in discourse.

Key words: paradigm, Gender linguistics, theoretical conception, identities, cross-cultural
variability, marital status, gender-appropriate language use.

The concept of "gender" entered the canon of today's language more than any other human
discipline in the second half of this century. Initially, work in this area took place in the West, where
the first descriptions of the characteristics of male and female speech and language were based on the
German language and Romanticism. The first research on my country's local dialects began in the
late 1980s and early 1990s.

The relationship between language and gender has long been a cultural and disciplinary issue.
Linguistic anthropological research in the early 20th century looked at differences between men and
women who spoke many languages, expressed in different genders and men's languages. Gender
linguistics focuses on various aspects of gender representation in language. These can be divided into
two groups: how to talk (or write) gender and how to talk (or write) gender. "Similarly, gender as a
social category is seen as neither as elegantly nor as ill-defined as it once was. Following a more
gendered perspective, specialist research such as language and gender has focused more on women,
Gender and women's use of language, and gender is well is to do something — something that is "full’
in context rather than a fixed character. This is the difficulty when the whole concept of gender and
identity is seen as fluid, like language itself, depending on the situation. This is another theoretical
idea, often related to gender, but also the individual It is also argued that it is looser, so that many
people now have a broader experience of personal choice.

One of the earliest linguists who examined gender ways of speaking was the Dane Otto
Jespersen, in his article “The Woman”. His analysis dates from 1925 and is therefore to be interpreted
with caution. Nevertheless, it serves as a useful starting point in this exploration of the study of
gendered language and its ideologies and to a certain degree anticipates Cameron’s deficit
framework. According to Jespersen, women’s speech is clearly deficient to men’s. Reasons for this
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value judgment could be that there was no adequate record of the speech of both genders produced in
comparable situations or that his analysis is the result of pre-conceived stereotypes.[1] What is clear,
however, is that Jespersen’s article is extremely judgmental and it has been cited by many feminists
to cover “a whole tradition of patronizing and gender commentary by male linguists before
feminism”. Linguists agree that the way we speak is gendered, and that women and men do talk
differently from each other. The speech of men is usually considered the norm, and women’s speech
to be deviant from the norm. An example of this can be seen in the frequently encountered
stereotypical opinion that women talk a lot, but never that men talk little. Linguists’ opinions differ
as to the extent to which these distinctions exist. Also the interpretations as to why the differences
exist are based on widely different theories. Three generally accepted approaches also referred to as
frameworks, have been established for analyzing female speech; these can be explained broadly by
concepts of deficit, dominance, and difference.[2]

A central characteristic of gender and language research is that it has been dominated by a single
major theme. There are the topics of gender differences in verbal ability and gender differences in
voice, which have primarily been subjects of psychological research. There is an underlying
assumption common to much psychological work is that essential biological characteristics are the
cause, or at least the foundation, of the verbal ability or voice differences observed between men and
women. However, at best, research has provided equivocal support for the idea that biological,
anatomical or structural brain differences between men and women are the cause of any gender
differences in voice or verbal ability.

The narrow definition of women in language refers to the observation that women are more
often discussed in terms of their appearance and their family relationships, whereas men are more
often discussed in terms of what they do. The power to define women in terms of their marital status
is seen starkly in cultural traditions of naming.[3]

Naming and naming practices have been an important aspect of the study of languages because
of the insights they provide into the world view and social hierarchies of a culture. The types of names
given, the systems through which they are bestowed, and the ways they are used in social interaction
vary widely from society to society. In the case of Anglo-American-influenced cultures, naming
practices reject the patriarchal nature of society, where a male is the head of the family, and descent,
kinship and title are traced through the male line. Another feature of the patronymic Anglo-American
tradition is that boys are commonly named after their fathers. A significant aspect of naming practices
is that they constitute cultural conceptions of the self and the self's relation to others in society.
Typically in English-speaking societies, individuals are distinguished at birth by an individual name;
this practice supports dominant notions of the importance of individual identity for a sense of self. So
the name represents an important aspect of self, an anchor to selfhood.

Generally the bestowed name also identities an individual as male or female. Butler argued that
personal naming at birth is a performative act, one that initiates the process by which a certain
girdling is compelled”. The labeling and naming of gender at birth can be understood to be
performative because it requires the referent and people responding to that referent to act in
accordance with relevant gender norms and expectations.[4] Consistent with Butler's argument are
studies that show that adults respond to the same infant differently, and interpret the behavior of that
infant differently, depending on whether they are told that the child is a girl or a boy. Differential
treatment of boys and girls even occurs when the adult feels that their behavior towards the child is
independent of their gender.

Lakoff argued that the semantic derogation of female words could be seen occurring in America
in the early 1970s because the once neutral term “woman' had been developing negative connotations.
Lakoff argued that the terms “lady' and “girl' were more commonly used than "woman' because they
seemed more polite. In some speech communities “girl'is used positively to show a kind of sisterhood,

but using “girl' can seem patronizing and demeaning, especially if the speaker is a man.
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UDC 808.5
LEXICAL SEMANTIC ANALYSIS OF VIRTUAL COMMUNICATION IN ENGLISH
WRITTEN DISCOURSE
S.H.Akhmedova, PhD, Bukhara state university, Bukhara
L.B.Shokulova, master student, Bukhara state university, Bukhara

Annotatsiya. Ushbu magolada ingliz tili yozma nutgida virtual mulogotning leksik semantik
tahlili muhokama gilinadi. Tadqgiqot leksik tanlovlar onlayn kontekstda yozma nutgning umumiy
semantik tuzilishiga ganday hissa qo'shishiga e'tibor garatgan holda virtual mulogotda so'zlarning
ishlatilishini va ularning ma'nolarini o'rganishga qaratilgan. Xulosalar virtual mulogotning o ‘ziga
xos xususiyatlarini yoritib beradi va ragamli muhitda ma’noni yetkazish uchun tildan foydalanish
usullari hagida tushuncha beradi. Magola virtual aloga mavzusi va uning zamonaviy jamiyatdagi
ahamiyati bilan tanishishdan boshlanadi. Magolaning asosiy gismida aniq leksik elementlar va
ularning virtual alogadagi semantik funktsiyalari ta'kidlangan holda tahlil natijalari keltirilgan.
Muhokama bo'limi topilmalarning sharhlarini taklif giladi va ularning onlayn kontekstlarda tildan
foydalanishni tushunishimizga ta'sirini o'rganadi. Magola tadgigotdan olingan asosiy fikrlarni
umumlashtirib, ushbu sohadagi kelgusi tadgigot yo'nalishlarini taklif gilish bilan yakunlanadi.

Kalit so'zlar: Virtual aloga, Leksik semantika, Yozma nutq, Tildan foydalanish, Onlayn
mulogot, Semantik tahlil, Ragamli muhit.

Armomauuﬂ. B oannou cmamve pacemampueaenics JIEKCUKO-CEMAHMUYECKUL  AHAU3
suUpmydailbHoco 06LL;€HM}Z 68 NUCbMEHHOM aH2IUUCKOM SA3bIKe. lle]lbIO UCCTIe008ANHUSL  ABIACMCA
UusydeHue ucnojlb3oearnusl Cioe U ux 3HAYEHUll 8 suUpmydaibHOM 06u4eHuu C AKYeHnom Ha mo, KdK
JIEKCUYeCKUll 8bl00p Gnusem Ha 0OWYI CeMAHMUYECKYI0 CMPYKMYpPY NUCbMEHHO20 OUCKYPCA 8
OHJIAUH-KOHMEKCme. Pe3lebmanbl npoauearont ceent  HA  YHUKAIbHblE  XAPAKMEPUCMUKU
BUPMYATbHO20 00WeHUs U 0alom NpedCmasienie 0 mom, KaK s3blK UCNONb3Yemcs OJisl nepeoadu
cmulena 8 yugposou cpede. Cmamuvsi HAUUHAEMCS ¢ 3HAKOMCMBA C MeMOU BUPMYATILHO20 0OWeHUs.
u ee 3Hadenuem 6 COBPEMEHHOM 061/01607’1’168.. B ocnosnot uacmu cmamvu npedcmaeﬂeHbz
pe3yibmambsvl aHaiusda, 6blOeIeHbl KOHKpemHbvle JlIeKcudecKkue e()uHuubz u ux cmuicinoessle gbyHKuuu 6
supmyanvHom oowenuu. B pazoene obcyscoeHus npediazaiomes uHmepnpemayuy pe3yibmamos u
uccvzeéy}omcg UX nocieocmeust OJis Haue20 NOHUMAHUS UCTONb306AHUS A3bIKA 6 OHAAUH-KOHMEKCMme.
Cmamovs saeepuiaenics 0606LL;€HM€M KJllo4eeblx 6b180008, NOJIYYEHHbIX 6 pe3ylibmame uCCﬂ@OO@dHu}Z,
U NPeONoAHCeHUEM HAnpasieHuti 0y0VuWuUx uccied08anull 8 3moi ooiacmu.

Knrwueesvie cnosa: eupmydalbHoe 05L(4€H14€, JIeKcudecKkas cemManmuKd, NUCbMEHHAs pedb,
UCnojilb3o06aHue A3blKa, OHJZCZIZH-KOMMyHuKaI/;uﬂ, ceManmu4ecKuil AHAIU3, uuqbpoeaﬂ cpeda.

Abstract. This article discusses lexical semantic analysis of virtual communication in English
written discourse. The study aims to investigate the use of words and their meanings in virtual
communication, with a focus on how lexical choices contribute to the overall semantic structure of



