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and* " a Reflection of the Speaker’ s Personality

” «

Abgtract  This paper isa ciolinguistic study of the use of* and " in modern Chi-
nese monologues. Based on the data gained from a radio recording, it isfound that different
geakers use the two persona pronouns at a different rate when they express their ideas, some
with* " but without* ", ome with" " but without” ", and some others with
both* " and* ". This phenomenon, explored in terms of ociolinguistics, is caused by
idiolect , which reflects the gpeakers such personalities as self-confidence and modesty.

Key words persona pronoun; idiolect ; personaity
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