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Figure 10.1 The US at night, from composite photographs taken by the US Air Force
Defense Meteorological Satellite Program (DMSP) Operational Linescan System,
with major cities of the Inland North labeled

Carver (1987). Figure 10.2 shows pairs of words used by Carver to define the
North/Midland boundary (the ordering from east to west has no geographic
significance). It is evident that most of them are rural and agricultural terms estab-
lished during the earliest period of settlement in the nineteenth century. Many of
them are now obsolete, or certainly not known to city dwellers: calls to livestock
(sheep: ko-day! versus sheepie! or cow: hoss! versus sook!); animal sounds (a calf’s
blat versus bawl); farm mechanics (stone fence versus rock fence, sambuck versus
tre.slle, stone boat versus mud boat).” The individual lexical isoglosses do not at all
c9mcide as our phonological isoglosses do. Carver, who believed that all dialect
differences formed seamless continua (see Chapter 8, p. 165), defined the various
areas by the combined frequencies of Northern and Midland words
Nevertheless, the line formed by the general trend of lexical oppositions is
very close to that formed by the linked phonological features of the NCS and
bY' other phonetic criteria as well. Chapter 8 (Figure 8.3) has demonstrated the
c.omcidence of four measures of the NCS (AEL, EQ, ED, UD) with the lexical
l":le' Figure 10.3 adds two other features of the North that are not connected
with the NCS. One of these Northern delimiters is the ON isogloss (shown as a
grey dotted line). It concerns the pronunciation (for those who distinguish 70/ and
./Oh/) of the vowel in the unique word on, which is /0/ in the North and /oh/
n the Midland (ANAE, Map 14.2). The second delimiter is the fronting of
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’il’ke North/Midland bundle is remarkably compact. As the last chapter noted,

 there are only two notable exceptions to the clean separation of cities into those

‘with Northern phonology and those with Midland phonology:

i Northern Indiana: the line representing the general raising of short « in Indiana
extends below Fort Wayne, which is otherwise a Midland city. The line for
Jow/ < 1200 descends below both South Bend and Fort Wayne.

« the city of Erie in Northwestern Pennsylvania: this city lies outside of the Inland
North as defined by the NCS, and so separates the Inland North into two
discontinuous areas. Erie is not defined for the ON line, since /0/ and /oh/
are merged — a feature which separates Erie even more clearly from the Inland
North. In Figure 10.3, Erie differs from the Midland only by the lack of /ow/
fronting and by its position on the lexical line. Evanini (2009) provides a detailed
history of this development and sets the limits of Erie exceptionalism.

10.2 The History of the North/Midland Boundary

The location of the North/Midland boundary is clearly reflected in the settlement
history of the region. Figure 10.4 is from Kniffen and Glassie’s (1966) study of the
diffusion of building methods. It shows three streams of westward migration:
(1) the Northern migration from various areas in New England; (2) the Midland
westward flow through Pennsylvania, moving south into the Appalachian area, then
westward to lower Ohio, Indiana, Illinois and Towa; and (3) the coastal South,
moving inland up to the Piedmont area. The meeting ground of the Pennsylvania
and New England stream shows a remarkable coincidence with the North/Midland
linguistic boundary, and the area of the New England stream as it passes through
New York corresponds quite closely with the Inland North of Figure 10.3.

To understand the great differences in dialect distribution in the North and
Midland, it is necessary to follow the differences in patterns of westward migration.
The New England stream was a community movement on a large scale, continuing
the model of large-scale migration from England to the New World.

Mass migrations were indeed congenial to the Puritan tradition. Whole parishes,
parson and all, had sometimes migrated from Old England. Lois Kimball Mathews
mentioned 22 colonies in Illinois alone, all of which originated in New England or in
New York, most of them planted between 1830 and 1840. (Power 1953: 14)

Entire communities of young New Englanders [. . .] emigrated to the area of New York
west of the Adirondack and Catskill mountains [. ..]. (Carnes and Garrity 1996: 90)

The settling of Marietta, a Yankee enclave in Southeastern Ohio, is described by
Holbrook (1950: 23):







































