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Disputable Personal Pronouns in Present-Day American English

Prolog

BT 2 ) »FERC BT B AR G — ik 0BG
Yamada (1977) <, iz 3 AR - AF G IO
TUXUE (1982) TR Lico LavL, FEBHEEOERM
TR WKRD X 5 etk % h THB,

(1) When a person first arrives in a new

l has many adjust-
. he or she |

country, 1
ments to make.
HBHEZ OBORELE BT B b
(2) When people first arrive in a new country,
they have many adjustments to make.
EF5 (cf. ZEHE - 22k 1983 : 130—134),

LU, MR g K8 O TR, —2)k
T O—BoOME, WE—2oik 4] O—FK&Th
kb2 RITRADBROME,R DD HTH D, LT
TIhbLDOHEAEHLNTT S,

Discussion

Bodine (1975) (3RO oD B BEH LTI hbD
MBS %4#7= L (TABLE 1, TABLE 2),

Bodine 7% [##ifY “he” | (prescriptive he) (&7
(% THEFRAY “he” | (generic he) &IEA T3 FHIE,
PERDBE L, #EMEPRRLTERLLDTH S,
Z MUIX1850FICEERYBRTI J1 % b DICZE - I EH 235 5 F
ETHD, EERBSIESHEEOSHELEMRLT2E:
REBBI M, TOFT

...in all acts words importing the masculine

gender shall be deemed and taken to include the

plural, and the plural the singular, unless the
contrary as to gender and number is expressly

provided. (cf. Evans and Evans 1957 : 221)

* BIRRSEEEFIMATREE (EEH vE

BT B, EEOMERITIT 3 AHEHH CHBIEE &
HEIR LWL if 2R LTVRIEELLW
Jc¥ ‘he or she’ »#FEbTHDE LT he #¥HBZ
ERLTETCNT, £TAD, EBICZDANDHIC
Muebhic he BED X 5ICIE L ERIWB b
W RTHB Z Ehbh -7 (Kidd 1971, Mac-
Kay and Fulkerson 1979, 7¢&),

(3) A lawyer must frequently argue Ais case

out of court.

DX S EE T LT D his % ‘his or her’
DEWREFRLT LD EZTIMBNE S (DF D, ge-
neric e THH0ESH) IHKOHZ Lo s TH
%o MacKay and Fulkerson (1979) DZEE&TIL, 26
BB IETED & 5 T EWRMBRY Uiz B s LT
%0 bodd, THIIREFRNVBILTSETAEFC ()
oD TiEd BE Z¥D D secretary, typist,
L, () b-Xn By BE 2530
banker, plumber, lawyer, judge, 7t ¥, (i) ~FhTDH
eI Te & D ¢ student, artist, dancer, musician
E, BBHTLEBREDD T LIXYRTHD, D
I 2Tk, Martyna (1978)[ MacKay 1980] 23

model,

(4) Before a judge can give a final ruling,
he

J she

| he or she [
they
DX SRR EZ TOERTHEL Lich, HBED
96%2% b S IX BN ED B BEAD LTHFC O
Tk generic ke RV, b 1 EBMDOF s LT
(X879 H she =5, WFhic LT 65% 23
singular they &7~ he or she X » % generic he %
AuvicEwnb, Fie, HBREOMEDE DA Uik
BOBRLHINTWS, 2 ), O wHBRE B

must weigh the evidence.
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DEhX DL generic he VBT LMD, £
DY, T IR BFROBE 1L, generic
she, he or she, singular they % ~7:o ZDIH A
i, La L, £f7T545H (udge 7t&) THE TS
W & ERIIEEIRIC B B DD TIRR L, Btk
HWoELFE (BXFE) ks »T he or she Ly sin-
gular they D52 HEA KX 12DTH Bhb, &
EVSDTHE, HBVIEL, EORED hickit Th
Lk BE OB LT &2 S (‘self imagery’
hypothesis) = EMBEZIT B B0 5T 7oy, &
bEzZ b5,

MacKay and Fulkerson (1979) 7% generic ke ®
BRI EROSEFERASH CIRSE L THE &Y
RLIchIThsh, FITEOLERKXL LT sin-
gular they 3% = Lz’ b (Bodine 1975, Greene
1978, Miller and Swift 1976 7 & D& S £,

MacKay (1980) ik, #5825 5108H0EE%
#z generic he, generic she, it, he or she, she or
he, singular they ZHiH L7=dy, ThicXksEkDX
5T HTH 1o

prescriptive ke 2,913 exx | he 449%
J his 429%
‘ him  10%
himself 4%
generic she 1 ex
he or she 2 exx
it 12 exx
singular they 0

Singular they XU -7 SEEFEBBE Tiilb
T e s & &1k 3Tl Bryant (1962) % Greene
(1978) AWML TWT, Z oDk Miller and Swift
(1976) DFER L ix\ X X HE7r %, MacKay O prescr-
iptive he, 2% b generic he DPEIX LD £ T IL
BHTERTHE L, UCLA TCHEROXSEHEZI
DWTRB E, 5 Dk6666, FlDE Dicixl,6826)
bHoteb\ i, BEDOHDT £V HADN—EOMITE
% generic he (1100 6 /LI LA S &5,

MacKay (1980) (¥ 32D = — -2 A% singular they
TREIR B ExRAR kR TABLE 3 ooHifER
FRE Lo ThiIC X BB BREC. ZhikX?
L, prescriptive he ¥ 1 &RHCFE27E, 15.1F DL
2, 1XE2FL.IMER »TWBZ ki), TOHE
EDOE DB,

FRNTit singular they D OEMIIZEALLD
THHDM, BEZLTHED,

1) &7t (neutrality)

he 13 - E D LEIRFAOLE (nurse 7&) wH
WA T EMTERWA, singular they X WEE T b
5o TERID someone, anyone, nobody, every-
body s ETIXEMR EN DY they D35 RNHRE
Exb 2%, 2F ), BEMTEETH- T, Wb
FE¥ENTW5Z L1t Langendoen (1970) < Valian
A977) THLHELM IR T 5, ZRETHEMLX
ATt Langendoen (1970) 32T X Bic
FEE A D7 Wedge and Ingemann (1971) 723 &
hTws0T, BEEES Y ZFC T 5, 22Tk
tag question it B AFRH FHOR L R %,
Group A (beginning linguistic students), Group
B (non-professionals), Group L (English teach-
ers) DERFTHIZ DT D RKiGh ZZE LT3
(TABLE 4, FIGURE 1 [\~¥hd #]D. %7:,
Jochnowitz (1982) &R X7zl

2) EEHVEHE
they H3 & DEBMERE I BHROR Shich
FOIBRERLETHBELD B,
(5) If a scholar has no faith in their principles,
how can they succeed?
= ZClL they X “a scholar’s own principles” T
5B DH “the principles of some as yet' unknown
or indeterminant persons” THBEDA, HF\»
Thro LA, BoTRADEEDOHRIBEHETH
5E05,
3) BATEMBHELX

AT (5)C, they »% “principles” #§&3 D2y, »
Bt “scholar” IETONDHVELTHS, &b
Ex %, FtRI,

(6) A psychologist protects the welfare of a
client and when conflicts of interest arise
they resolve them in the direction of the
client.

they 13 “psychologist” ##53 D5, “psychologist
+client” ZIETOLBWFVTHBHH, ZOEDR
BT ETRFAPERFEEL T3 & SRBBW b D
ThHbo

“>% b, singular they i,

(i) # (number) —BE HFHE T ho B %D
B9,

(iii) ¥ (gender) —HBik &tk ik OLThi b
w3,

(iii) fh%ME (abstractness) —hS A / k4



W H

DWThEHIET,
I EDETREERNTH S L\ 5% prescriptive
he LRIV THRD E L\ God Lpy man TGS
LRAEFE LT they #RAVHZEDE SV, FHER
BFRD themself HBEPEWAFCEFILT RS &
D& ->UX (e.g. the author themself), B TH
BT ENDIETHREDH N ENE, HO—HDOL—1IT
WRELERT 5, ZOMOMERRL WD THS,

Singular they ORBHIRD I 5IC FEHTERDLET
EWTES

(i) Anyone can do it if they try hard enough.

[ mixed-sex, distributive]

(ii) Who dropped their ticket? [sex unknown]

(jii) Either Mary or John should bring a schedule

with them. [ mixed-sex, disjunctive]

Bodine (1975) %, —f3Ic3k EEDAFRNKRE HDOHKR
¥ FIGURE 2, FIGURE 3 DX 3ic, BHEDEELL
EHSUEIRTR LT o iE s v — 4 & ORI HE
»HBHZEXRBHR LTS, Bodine (1974)[ Bodine 1975
X 3] i singular they 13, IEFEIIT KOMHDOD =
VFIAPDIRTEEBIDEFT->T\ 5 ¢

(a) mixed-sex, distributive

(b) mixed-sex, disjunctive

(¢) sex-unknown

(d) sex-concealed

Singular they 2 A\ Bhici\VBAERDIUE, 3
T Poutsma (1916 : 310—312), McKnight (1925 :
12—13; 1928 : 197, 528—30), # 5\ ik Visser(1963 :
Vol. 1, 75—78) /s LIWRIhTHH, ThbORERA
I EZZ1 D\ T Bodine (1975) 2L\,

Bodine (1975) 1%, *7, 32EDBAET 4 Y HDrh
F, MEERCTHEAIR TV EOHEBELREL
7oy, FD 5 H28% T he or she 1k TEZ B\
(clumsy) L, they i3 [“RIE##] (inaccurate) TH5,
EVWHEBTIEH L& W5,

Litwv%, BEDEEL LT singular they 135
Ebiw 2 v 7 7 A P CRTHDRERERTNT, Fh
EETRAICEBEDORESRH 20 b & 5 T Tkl
WD THBo

(7) Somebody left their sweater.

(8) Not one single child raised their hand.

(9) When you call on a student, it’s better if
you can remember #heir name.

(Bodine 1975)

BONCWCE—DORSEEFMNERTHS ] ok

B 11
WHAKELSNELTHWBEDTHS,

N.B.1

“The Queen Mary has been scrapped.” @ X 5 7z
AR DU TILEEAL (personification) A& 7o
h, tag question H{EBMEICIL hasn’t it?/hasn’t she?
DT BRI T W5, izl Wedge and
Ingemann (1971) T} KD X 5 7n KiEH B SR
(TABLE 5, FIGURE 4),

= DAL MacKay and Konishi (1980), Yamada
(1982), 7t ¥ & BB I Ni-\ o MacKay and Konishi
(1980) Tix, FJF#EAft (personification) (¥ “when-
ever abstractions, animals, ideas, and inanimate
objects are endowed with human form, character,
traits, or sensibilities” 12z % 3 (Shaw 1972 :
283) LEHL, THAFRAWERELCHERELZFABL
2L DTH B,

He animals seemed to differ from she animals
in characteristic size : e animals were typically
large mammals such as lion, gorilla, or wolf,
whereas she animals were typically small birds
or insects such as /adybug or bee. It animals were
often immature members of the species such as
calf or kid. (MacKay and Konishi 1980 : 153)

S0 — AT, BipLZB EDEYITK LTIL she
it L b he 2, IR L TR she L b he 23,
FREZhE AWNBRT VI, B0 ATIE he X
she 1X76%%§24%, 22 ED EMrt LTk 70% %430
Y DIERT he 3% < B TU /o (TABLE 6, TABLE

7o '
e.g. 1. And the rat wore a feather in his hat.
2. A widow bird sat mourning for her

love.

3. The rabbit actually took a watch out of

its waist-pocket.

N.B.2

HEEDIA BT 5 1o b DF LW RED BETE AN 4
P NTIRILE  (1982) ke dhfit i Th B9,
she ® X 57 double-pronoun ###& COIEEDLIEL
&b (cf. Miller and Swift 1980), EIFEXE L TH
he/she, s/he 72&% ML Inb, SHETD L5
ED XD URED S D2 RBFE S TEehic 20Tk
Baron (1981) 23# L\, %7 Corbyn (1981) %# &R
Ihiciy

he or
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Epilog

RO 7 AV A IEEBC BT B AHRLFDREEC O
TOEEL, HEEEEECLEETEFEEOFETLLD
PR EINTNT, Kiii4rc Professor Ronald G.
MacKay (Department of Psychology, University
of California, Los Angeles) ODIF&E T3 Tiz 19824F
DEGITZ BT 2 B OB Y L Tt b 0
THbho HEEEFLOLEEEXOHT COWEREY
FHEOFEBR B A DA NS & TED
h, EWHEED T TORLO—EHT L OLR
Nlio ThEFER TS, EENFEL TELEFUEL
EORETHETHS SBHROBLENHETE LN EE

Z %o
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TABLE 1. Functions and examples of prescriptive he

Function Example

Mixed-sex distributive When voters elect a legislator, he has four years in office.

Nonhuman reference A fox tucked his tail between his legs and ran off.

Sex-unknown Someone left his sweater.

Sex-concealed During the closed session, one of the committee members said
he considered the bill worthless.

Mixed-sex disjunctive If either John or Mary comes, I will meet him at the airport.

Deity function God manifests Himself in many ways.

TABLE 2. Functions and examples of singular they

Function Example

Mixed-sex distributive When voters elect a legislator they have four years in office.

Nonhuman reference A fox tucked their tail between their legs and ran off.

Sex-unknown Someone left their sweater.

Sex-concealed During the closed session, one of the committee members said
they considered the bill worthless.

Mixed-sex disjunctive If either John or Mary comes, I will meet them at the airport.

Corporate reference If Seattle calls tell them I'm out.

TABLE 3. Analysis of the transformed corpus

Mean number of singular theys per source 27.00
Mean number of sentences containing singular theys (per source) 15.10
Mean number of singular zheys per sentence 1.79
Mean number of sentences per source 74.60
Probability that a sentence contains singular they 0.20
Mean number of ambiguous sentences per source 6.20
Probability that a sentence containing singular they is ambiguous 0.40
Mean number of partially ambiguous sentences per source 0.79
Probability that a sentence containing singular they is partially ambiguous 0.05%
Mean number of covertly ambiguous sentences per source 4.18

Probability that a sentence containing singular they is covertly ambiguous 0.28
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TABLE 4.

32-41 Items with every, all, few, any.

32. Everyone likes me.

A B L
Doesn't he? 1 3%) 12 (26%)
Don't he? 11 32)
Don't they? 1212 (100%) 28!  (88%) 38 (742)
Do they not? 12 ( 8%)
Do_they? 2 (62)
Checked T ( 8%) 2 (o%)
33. Everyone likes one another here.
A 8 L
Doesn't he? 1 ( 8%) 11 ( 3%) 10 (223)
Does he? 1 ( 2%)
Don't they? 9la (75%) 261 (81%) 34 (74%)
Do they not? 12 ( 8%)
Do they? 1 (33) 1 (22)
Don't we? 2 (17%) 1 ( 3%)
Do I? 1 ( 3%)
Shouldn't they? 1 { 32)
No_response 1 (32)
Checked 1 ( 8%) 3 (9%)
34. A1l the students like one another here.
A B L
Don't they? na §92%) 28 (88%) 46 (100%)
Do they not? 12 8%)
Do they? 3 ( 92)
Don't you? 11 ( 3%)
Checked 1  32)
35. Everyone likes himself here.
A B L
Doesn’t he? 2 (332) 123 (38%2) 45 (98%)
Don't he? 1 ( 3%)
Didn't he? 1 (32)
Don't they? 71 (58%) 162 (50%) 1 (22
Do they? 1 ( 3%2)
Don't we? 1 ( 8%) 2 ( 6%)
2 (17%)
36. Everyone likes everyone here.
A B L
Doesn't he? 1 ( 82) 32 (9%) 14 (312)
Doesn't she? 1 ( 2%)
Don't they? 1128 (92%) 21 (66%) 3N (67%)
Do they not? 12 ( 8%)
Do they? 3 (9%)
Didn't they? 1 ( 32)
Don't we? 3 ( 9%)
Do we not? 1 ( 3%)
Checked 2 (17%) 2 (6%)



37. Not everyone likes himself here.

A B L

Does he? 5 (42%) 6 (19%) 43 (94%)
Doesn't he? 1 ( 3%) 3 ( 6%)
Do they? 6! (50%) 182 (56%)
Don't they? 2 ( 6%)
Do we? 1 ( 8z) 1 (32)
Do you? 1 ( 3%)
No response 33 (9%)
T &) 5 (16%)
38. Not everyone likes everyone else here.
A B L
Does he? 12 (26%)
Do they? 11 (92%) 251 (78%) 34 (74%)
Don't they? 1 ( 8%) 41 (132)
Do we? 1 ( 32)
Can't you? 1 ( 3%)
No response 11 ( 3%)
Checked T (83) 3 {9%)
39. Few people like me.
A 8 L
Do they? 121 (100%) 201 (63%) 39 (85%)
Don't they? 103 (31%) 7 (15%)
Do they not? 1 ( 32)
No response 11 (3%)
Checked 1 (8%) 5 (163%)
40. A few people like me.
A B L
Don't they? 1m0 (923) 29 (91%) 46  (100%)
Do they not? 1 ( 8%)
Do they? 3 (97)
41. Seldom did anyone say anything.
A B L
Did he? 19 (41%)
Didn't he? 3 ( 7%)
Did one? 1 (3%)
Did anyone? 1 { 3%)
Did they? 121 (100%) 221 (69%) 22 (48%)
Didn't they? 4 (13%) 2 ( 4%)
Couldn't they? 1 ( 3%)
No response 33 (9%)
Checked 1 i 8%) (Tex)
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33.

32.

36.

38.

35.

37.

BT 2V »HEOAFHNKELS

Everyone likes one
another here.

Checked

Everyone likes me.

Checked

Everyone likes
everyone here.

Checked

Not everyone likes
everyone else here,

Checked

Everyone likes
himself here.

Checked

Not everyone likes
himself here.

Checked

FIGURE 1.

@ re> WP ro>» ™ o> P> ro>»

> rox

@ > ro>»

Singular
doesn't he/she?

Plural
don't they/we?
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NUMBER

PERSON SINGULAR PLURAL

I WE

1st

2nd YO U

¥ | IT |SHE| HE

THEY

FIGURE 2. English pronouns according to usage. (Two significant features of Figure 1 are
the extension of ‘you’, which will not be discussed here, and the extension of
‘they’, which is the subject of this paper. Personal pronominal usages not
included in Figure 1 are ‘it’ when used of a baby, second person plural ‘ya’ll’
or ‘you all’, and impersonal ‘one’.)

NUMBER

PERSON SINGULAR PLURAL

1st | WE

2nd YOU

¥ | IT |SHE| HE THEY

FIGURE 3. English pronouns according to traditional grammatical analysis.
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TABLE 5.

51. The Queen Mary has made her last voyage.

A B L
Hasn't she? 12 (100%) 23 (72%) 41 (89%)
Has she? 2 ( 62)
Hasn't it? 1 ( 3%) 5 (11%)
Didn’t she? 4 (132)
Did she? 1 (3%)
Didn't it? 1 ( 3%2)
52. The Queen Mary has been scrapped.
A B L

Hasn't she? 12 (100%) 262 (81%) 30 (65%)
Has she? 42 (13%)
Hasn't it? 2 ( 6%) 16 (35%)
Has it? 1 ( 3%)

FIGURE 4.

Gender she it
52. The Queen Mary has A
been scrapped. B [ |
L | |
51. The Queen Mary has A
made her last voyage. B 1 1
L 1 ]

TABLE 6. The use of ke and she vs it for personified vs
non-personified antecedents

Pronoun used

Total he and she it

Nature of antecedent N N % N %
Animals

Personified 234 219 94 15 6

Non-personified 218 150 69 68 31
Fantasy creatures

Personified 34 33 97 1 3

Non-personified 0 0 0 0 0
Things

Personified 59 53 90 6 10

Non-personified 26 6 23 20 77
Total

Personified 327 305 93 22 7

Non-personified 246 156 64 88 36




TABLE 7. The use of he and she vs it for named vs unnamed
antecedents, and sex specific vs sex indefinite antecedents

Pronoun used
Total he and she
Nature of antecedent N N % N %
Named 113 110 97 3 3
Unnamed 339 259 76 80 24
Sex-specific 94 88 94 6 6
Sex-indefinite 358 281 78 78 22
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