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  Extract
  Because standard English lacks a true a gender-neutral singular pronoun, there has long been debate over how to refer to generic persons whose genders are unknown, or those who reject binary male or female identities. Singular (or epicene) ‘they’ has a long history as a pronoun to refer to individuals of unknown gender (Balhorn, 2004), and has also been adopted as a personal pronoun by those who identify as neither male nor female. Borthen (2010) argues based on a corpus study of Norwegian that, crosslinguistically, plural pronouns allow for vague reference, and that their lexical features (e.g., number, person) need not match their interpretation in context, which makes these pronouns prime candidates to be used in gender-neutral contexts. Chen and Wu (2011) contend that this is true for both singular and plural pronouns, but Borthen (2011) disputes this, arguing that the data show that for definite plural pronouns, but not singular, the antecedent need not be activated in the speaker's or addressee's mind, and thus can be inferred.
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 Footnotes
 
 *When this article was first published it erroneously omitted the names of two other authors, Maxwell Schmid and Hannah Lombardo. This error has been corrected and a corrigendum published with further information, including the authors' biographical details. This can be found at https://doi.org/10.1017/S0266078419000397.




 
 
 References
  
 

 American Psychological Association. 2009. Publication Manual of the American Psychological Association (6th edn.) Washington, DC: American Psychological Association.Google Scholar


 
 

 The Associated Press. 2017. The Associated Press Stylebook (48th edn.) New York: Basic Books.Google Scholar


 
 

 Balhorn, M. 2004. ‘The rise of epicene they.’ Journal of English Linguistics, 32(2), 79–104.Google Scholar


 
 

 Barron, D. 2010. ‘The gender-neutral pronoun: 150 years later, still an epic fail.’ Online at https://blog.oup.com/2010/08/gender-neutral-pronoun/ (Accessed January 1, 2018).Google Scholar


 
 

 Boland, J. E. & Queen, R. 2016. ‘If you're house is still available, send me an email: Personality influences reactions to written errors in email messages.’ PloS One, 11(3), e0149885.Google Scholar


 
 

 Boroditsky, L., Schmidt, L. A. & Phillips, W. 2003. ‘Sex, syntax, and semantics.’ In Gentner, D. & Goldin-Meadow, S. (eds.), Language in Mind: Advances in the Study of Language and Cognition. Cambridge: MIT. pp. 61–79.Google Scholar


 
 

 Borthen, K. 2010. ‘On how we interpret plural pronouns.’ Journal of Pragmatics, 42(7), 1799–1815.Google Scholar


 
 

 Borthen, K. 2011. ‘Response to Chen and Wu's paper: Less well-behaved pronouns: Singular they in English and plural ta ‘it/he/she'in Chinese.’ Journal of Pragmatics, 43(1), 411–414.Google Scholar


 
 

 Chen, J. & Wu, Y. 2011. ‘Less well-behaved pronouns: Singular they in English and plural ta ‘it/he/she’ in Chinese.’ Journal of Pragmatics, 43(1), 407–410.Google Scholar


 
 

 Ekehammar, B. & Akrami, N. 2007. ‘Personality and prejudice: From Big Five personality factors to facets.’ Journal of Personality, 75(5), 899–926.Google Scholar


 
 

 García–Cueto, E., Rodríguez–Díaz, F. J., Bringas–Molleda, C., López–Cepero, J., Paíno–Quesada, S. & Rodríguez–Franco, L. 2015. ‘Development of the gender role attitudes scale (GRAS) amongst young Spanish people.’ International Journal of Clinical and Health Psychology, 15(1), 61–68.Google Scholar


 
 

 Glick, P. & Fiske, S. T. 1996. ‘The ambivalent sexism inventory: Differentiating hostile and benevolent sexism.’ Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 70(3), 491–512.Google Scholar


 
 

 John, O. P. & Srivastava, S. 1999. ‘The Big Five trait taxonomy: History, measurement, and theoretical perspectives.’ Handbook of Personality: Theory and Research, 2(1999), 102–138.Google Scholar


 
 

 Lee, J. F. & Collins, P. 2010. ‘Construction of gender: A comparison of Australian and Hong Kong English language textbooks.’ Journal of Gender Studies, 19(2), 121–137.Google Scholar


 
 

 Moulton, J., Robinson, G. M. & Elias, C. 1978. ‘Sex bias in language use: “Neutral” pronouns that aren't.’ American Psychologist, 33(11), 1032–1036.Google Scholar


 
 

 Parks, J. B. & Roberton, M. A. 2000. ‘Development and validation of an instrument to measure attitudes toward sexist/nonsexist language.’ Sex Roles, 42(5), 415–438.Google Scholar


 
 

 Prentice, D. A. 1994. ‘Do language reforms change our way of thinking?’ Journal of Language and Social Psychology, 13(1), 3–19.Google Scholar


 
 

 Prewitt–Freilino, J. L., Caswell, T. A. & Laakso, E. K. 2012. ‘The gendering of language: A comparison of gender equality in countries with gendered, natural gender, and genderless languages.’ Sex Roles, 66(3–4), 268–281.Google Scholar


 
 

 Sarrasin, O., Gabriel, U. & Gygax, P. 2012. ‘Sexism and attitudes toward gender-neutral language.’ Swiss Journal of Psychology.Google Scholar


 
 

 Sendén, M. G., Bäck, E. A. & Lindqvist, A. 2015. ‘Introducing a gender-neutral pronoun in a natural gender language: the influence of time on attitudes and behavior.’ Frontiers in Psychology, 6.Google Scholar


 
 

 Stotko, E. M., & Troyer, M. (2007). ‘A new gender-neutral pronoun in Baltimore, Maryland: A preliminary study.’ American Speech, 82(3), 262–279.Google Scholar


 
 

 Stout, J. G. & Dasgupta, N. 2011. ‘When he doesn't mean you: Gender-exclusive language as ostracism.’ Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 37(6), 757–769.Google Scholar


 
 

 Strunk, W. & White, E. B. 1972. The Elements of Style (3rd edn.) London: Macmillan.Google Scholar


 
 

 Strunk, W. & White, E. B. 2000. The Elements of Style (4th edn.) London: Pearson.Google Scholar


 
 

 Swim, J. K., Aikin, K. J., Hall, W. S. & Hunter, B. A. 1995. ‘Sexism and racism: Old-fashioned and modern prejudices.’ Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 68(2), 199–214.Google Scholar




 

    
A correction has been issued for this article:

 Personality, prescriptivism, and pronouns: Factors influencing grammaticality judgments of gender-neutral language – CORRIGENDUM
 
 Evan D. Bradley
 , Maxwell Schmid
  and Hannah Lombardo
  
 English Today
 , Volume 35
 , Issue 4
 




       



 
  	8
	Cited by


 

  Linked content
  
Please note a

correction

has been issued for this article.

     

 




 Cited by

 
 Loading...


 [image: alt]   


 













Cited by





	


[image: Crossref logo]
8




	


[image: Google Scholar logo]















Crossref Citations




[image: Crossref logo]





This article has been cited by the following publications. This list is generated based on data provided by
Crossref.









Bradley, Evan D.
2020.
The influence of linguistic and social attitudes on grammaticality judgments of singular ‘they’.
Language Sciences,
Vol. 78,
Issue. ,
p.
101272.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Stormbom, Charlotte
2020.
Gendering in open access research articles: The role of epicene pronouns.
English for Specific Purposes,
Vol. 60,
Issue. ,
p.
193.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Yakut, Ilyas
Genç, Bilal
and
Bada, Erdogan
2021.
Epicene pronoun usage in the social sciences: The case of research articles.
Journal of English for Academic Purposes,
Vol. 52,
Issue. ,
p.
101005.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Renström, Emma A.
Lindqvist, Anna
and
Sendén, Marie Gustafsson
2022.
The multiple meanings of the gender‐inclusive pronoun hen: Predicting attitudes and use.
European Journal of Social Psychology,
Vol. 52,
Issue. 1,
p.
71.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Thienthong, Atikhom
2022.
‘It Looks Weird to Me.’: Attitudes Towards Standard Usage and Variant Use in Present-Day English.
rEFLections,
Vol. 29,
Issue. 3,
p.
549.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Stormbom, Charlotte
2022.
Singular they in English as a foreign language.
Applied Linguistics Review,
Vol. 13,
Issue. 5,
p.
873.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Decock, Sofie
Van Hoof, Sarah
Soens, Ellen
and
Verhaegen, Hanne
2023.
The comprehensibility and appreciation of non-binary pronouns in newspaper reporting. The case of hen and die in Dutch.
Applied Linguistics,


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar






Foursha-Stevenson, Cass
Nicoladis, Elena
Trombley, René
Hablado, Kurt
Phung, Derek
and
Dallaire, Kaley
2023.
Pronoun comprehension and cross-linguistic influence in monolingual and bilingual children.
International Journal of Bilingualism,
p.
136700692311709.


	CrossRef
	Google Scholar


















Google Scholar Citations

View all Google Scholar citations
for this article.














 

×






	Librarians
	Authors
	Publishing partners
	Agents
	Corporates








	

Additional Information











	Accessibility
	Our blog
	News
	Contact and help
	Cambridge Core legal notices
	Feedback
	Sitemap



Select your country preference



[image: US]
Afghanistan
Aland Islands
Albania
Algeria
American Samoa
Andorra
Angola
Anguilla
Antarctica
Antigua and Barbuda
Argentina
Armenia
Aruba
Australia
Austria
Azerbaijan
Bahamas
Bahrain
Bangladesh
Barbados
Belarus
Belgium
Belize
Benin
Bermuda
Bhutan
Bolivia
Bosnia and Herzegovina
Botswana
Bouvet Island
Brazil
British Indian Ocean Territory
Brunei Darussalam
Bulgaria
Burkina Faso
Burundi
Cambodia
Cameroon
Canada
Cape Verde
Cayman Islands
Central African Republic
Chad
Channel Islands, Isle of Man
Chile
China
Christmas Island
Cocos (Keeling) Islands
Colombia
Comoros
Congo
Congo, The Democratic Republic of the
Cook Islands
Costa Rica
Cote D'Ivoire
Croatia
Cuba
Cyprus
Czech Republic
Denmark
Djibouti
Dominica
Dominican Republic
East Timor
Ecuador
Egypt
El Salvador
Equatorial Guinea
Eritrea
Estonia
Ethiopia
Falkland Islands (Malvinas)
Faroe Islands
Fiji
Finland
France
French Guiana
French Polynesia
French Southern Territories
Gabon
Gambia
Georgia
Germany
Ghana
Gibraltar
Greece
Greenland
Grenada
Guadeloupe
Guam
Guatemala
Guernsey
Guinea
Guinea-bissau
Guyana
Haiti
Heard and Mc Donald Islands
Honduras
Hong Kong
Hungary
Iceland
India
Indonesia
Iran, Islamic Republic of
Iraq
Ireland
Israel
Italy
Jamaica
Japan
Jersey
Jordan
Kazakhstan
Kenya
Kiribati
Korea, Democratic People's Republic of
Korea, Republic of
Kuwait
Kyrgyzstan
Lao People's Democratic Republic
Latvia
Lebanon
Lesotho
Liberia
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Liechtenstein
Lithuania
Luxembourg
Macau
Macedonia
Madagascar
Malawi
Malaysia
Maldives
Mali
Malta
Marshall Islands
Martinique
Mauritania
Mauritius
Mayotte
Mexico
Micronesia, Federated States of
Moldova, Republic of
Monaco
Mongolia
Montenegro
Montserrat
Morocco
Mozambique
Myanmar
Namibia
Nauru
Nepal
Netherlands
Netherlands Antilles
New Caledonia
New Zealand
Nicaragua
Niger
Nigeria
Niue
Norfolk Island
Northern Mariana Islands
Norway
Oman
Pakistan
Palau
Palestinian Territory, Occupied
Panama
Papua New Guinea
Paraguay
Peru
Philippines
Pitcairn
Poland
Portugal
Puerto Rico
Qatar
Reunion
Romania
Russian Federation
Rwanda
Saint Kitts and Nevis
Saint Lucia
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines
Samoa
San Marino
Sao Tome and Principe
Saudi Arabia
Senegal
Serbia
Seychelles
Sierra Leone
Singapore
Slovakia
Slovenia
Solomon Islands
Somalia
South Africa
South Georgia and the South Sandwich Islands
Spain
Sri Lanka
St. Helena
St. Pierre and Miquelon
Sudan
Suriname
Svalbard and Jan Mayen Islands
Swaziland
Sweden
Switzerland
Syrian Arab Republic
Taiwan
Tajikistan
Tanzania, United Republic of
Thailand
Togo
Tokelau
Tonga
Trinidad and Tobago
Tunisia
Türkiye
Turkmenistan
Turks and Caicos Islands
Tuvalu
Uganda
Ukraine
United Arab Emirates
United Kingdom
United States
United States Minor Outlying Islands
United States Virgin Islands
Uruguay
Uzbekistan
Vanuatu
Vatican City
Venezuela
Vietnam
Virgin Islands (British)
Wallis and Futuna Islands
Western Sahara
Yemen
Zambia
Zimbabwe









Join us online

	









	









	









	









	


























	

Legal Information










	


[image: Cambridge University Press]






	Rights & Permissions
	Copyright
	Privacy Notice
	Terms of use
	Cookies Policy
	
© Cambridge University Press 2024

	Back to top













	
© Cambridge University Press 2024

	Back to top












































Cancel

Confirm





×





















Save article to Kindle






To save this article to your Kindle, first ensure coreplatform@cambridge.org is added to your Approved Personal Document E-mail List under your Personal Document Settings on the Manage Your Content and Devices page of your Amazon account. Then enter the ‘name’ part of your Kindle email address below.
Find out more about saving to your Kindle.



Note you can select to save to either the @free.kindle.com or @kindle.com variations. ‘@free.kindle.com’ emails are free but can only be saved to your device when it is connected to wi-fi. ‘@kindle.com’ emails can be delivered even when you are not connected to wi-fi, but note that service fees apply.



Find out more about the Kindle Personal Document Service.








Personality, prescriptivism, and pronouns








	Volume 35, Issue 4
	
Evan D. Bradley, Maxwell Schmid and Hannah Lombardo

	DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S0266078419000063





 








Your Kindle email address




Please provide your Kindle email.



@free.kindle.com
@kindle.com (service fees apply)









Available formats

 PDF

Please select a format to save.

 







By using this service, you agree that you will only keep content for personal use, and will not openly distribute them via Dropbox, Google Drive or other file sharing services
Please confirm that you accept the terms of use.















Cancel




Save














×




Save article to Dropbox







To save this article to your Dropbox account, please select one or more formats and confirm that you agree to abide by our usage policies. If this is the first time you used this feature, you will be asked to authorise Cambridge Core to connect with your Dropbox account.
Find out more about saving content to Dropbox.

 





Personality, prescriptivism, and pronouns








	Volume 35, Issue 4
	
Evan D. Bradley, Maxwell Schmid and Hannah Lombardo

	DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S0266078419000063





 









Available formats

 PDF

Please select a format to save.

 







By using this service, you agree that you will only keep content for personal use, and will not openly distribute them via Dropbox, Google Drive or other file sharing services
Please confirm that you accept the terms of use.















Cancel




Save














×




Save article to Google Drive







To save this article to your Google Drive account, please select one or more formats and confirm that you agree to abide by our usage policies. If this is the first time you used this feature, you will be asked to authorise Cambridge Core to connect with your Google Drive account.
Find out more about saving content to Google Drive.

 





Personality, prescriptivism, and pronouns








	Volume 35, Issue 4
	
Evan D. Bradley, Maxwell Schmid and Hannah Lombardo

	DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/S0266078419000063





 









Available formats

 PDF

Please select a format to save.

 







By using this service, you agree that you will only keep content for personal use, and will not openly distribute them via Dropbox, Google Drive or other file sharing services
Please confirm that you accept the terms of use.















Cancel




Save














×



×



Reply to:

Submit a response













Title *

Please enter a title for your response.







Contents *


Contents help










Close Contents help









 



- No HTML tags allowed
- Web page URLs will display as text only
- Lines and paragraphs break automatically
- Attachments, images or tables are not permitted




Please enter your response.









Your details









First name *

Please enter your first name.




Last name *

Please enter your last name.




Email *


Email help










Close Email help









 



Your email address will be used in order to notify you when your comment has been reviewed by the moderator and in case the author(s) of the article or the moderator need to contact you directly.




Please enter a valid email address.






Occupation

Please enter your occupation.




Affiliation

Please enter any affiliation.















You have entered the maximum number of contributors






Conflicting interests








Do you have any conflicting interests? *

Conflicting interests help











Close Conflicting interests help









 



Please list any fees and grants from, employment by, consultancy for, shared ownership in or any close relationship with, at any time over the preceding 36 months, any organisation whose interests may be affected by the publication of the response. Please also list any non-financial associations or interests (personal, professional, political, institutional, religious or other) that a reasonable reader would want to know about in relation to the submitted work. This pertains to all the authors of the piece, their spouses or partners.





 Yes


 No




More information *

Please enter details of the conflict of interest or select 'No'.









  Please tick the box to confirm you agree to our Terms of use. *


Please accept terms of use.









  Please tick the box to confirm you agree that your name, comment and conflicts of interest (if accepted) will be visible on the website and your comment may be printed in the journal at the Editor’s discretion. *


Please confirm you agree that your details will be displayed.


















