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Figure 10.1 The US at night, from composite photographs Lil‘cn h) the L h \it l’ot‘cc
DefenseMeteorological Satellite Program tl)\l‘Sl’) Operational lint-mm Sistcm,
with major cities of the Inland North Lthclcd

Carver(1987). Figure 10.2 shows pairs oi nords uscd l1) (lartcr to dctinc the
North/Midland boundary (the ordering from cast to next has no gcogrtt‘phic
Signi■cance)It is evident that mostof them arerur.tl .tndagricultural lt‘l'l‘l‘l\cstal»
llshedduring the earliestperiod oi‘scttlcmcnt in thc nineteenthcentury, \l.nr\ or
themarenow obsolete,or certainl} not Lntmn to cut ducllcrs' calls to litcstoclt
(sheep: ka—tlay.’ versus s/rt'i’prt’.’ or con: t'ttm.’ \crsUs .ttml ’); .tninml stttmtls (ti c.1ll is
Hat versus 17111171);farm mechanics (i/uni- ft'Hit' \crsus rm l' [ct/tr. tutti/trill \crsus
trestle,stonebaa!versusmm!lam/1)."'I'hc indi\idu.il |c\ic.tl isou'ltmcsdo not .it .ill
coincideasour phonological isoglosscsdo. (uncr‘ \‘\ho ltclictcd that .tll dt.i|cct
dliTerencesformed seamlesscontinua tscc (.hrtptcr 5‘ p. Iti■l, tlctinctl the \.ll'lttll\
areasby the combined frequencies of \orthcrn .intl \lidl.md north

Nevertheless,the line formed h) the {:cncml trend of |c\ic.tl oppositions is
very closeto that formed hi the linked phonological lik'dlUI'L‘Nol‘ thc \( h and
bl" other phonetic criteria as \tcll. (Ilmptct' H (l’tc‘tlrc H3.) lids dctnonstratcd thc
oomcidence of four measures of thc \(.S ( \l‘ll. lull. lil ). L 1)) \tith thc lc\ic.tl
1"}3-Figure 10.3 adds [no othcr features ot the \oth that .trc not conncctcd
Withthe NCS. ()nt: of these \ot'thcrn dcliniitcrs is thc ()\ istlglttss(shown As.1
greydottedline)_ll concernsthe pronunciation (lor thosc\\ ho distinguish :‘of Mid
(Oh/l 0f the vowel in the unique nortl rm, uhich ls /o/ to thc \orth .tnd /‘oli.t’
In the Midland (A‘\\:\l'i, Map 14.2). 'l'hc second delimiter l\ thc li'onting ol-

Labov, William. 2010. Principles of Linguistic Change. Vol III: Cognitive and Cultural Factors. 
Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell.
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.
your:North/Midlandbundleisremarkablycompact.Asthelastchapternoted,' M”: only two notable exceptionsto the cleanseparationof cities into those

‘■i■iNorthem phonologyand thosewith Midland phonology:

a:
I Northern Indiana: the line representingthe generalraisingof shorta in Indiana

extendsbelow Fort Wayne, which is otherwise 2 Midland city. The line for
[owl < 1200descendsbelow both South Bend and Fort Viiaynt'.

' the city of Erie in Northwestern Pennsylvania: this city lies outside of the Inland

North as de■ned by the NCS, and so separates the Inland North into two
discontinuous areas. Eric is not de■ned for the ON line, since /o/ and /0h/

aremerged—a feature which separateslirie evenmore clearly from the inland
North. In Figure 10.3,Erie differs from the Midland only by the lackof /o\\/
frontingandby its positionon the lexical line. Evanini (2009)providesadetailed
history of this developmentand setsthe limits of lirie exceptionalism.

10.2 The History of the North/Midland Boundary

The locationof the North/Midland boundary is clearly re■ectedin the settlement
historyofthe region. Figure 10.4is from Knit-fenand (jlassie's (1066)study ofthe
diffusion of building methods. It shows three streamsof vvestvvardmigration:
(1) the Northern migration from various areasin \c\\ England; (2) the Midland
westward■owthrough Pennsylvania.moving.rsouth into the Appalachianarea.then
westward to lower Ohio, Indiana, Illinois and low-.1; and (3) the coastal South.
movinginland up to the Piedmont area.The meeting:ground of the Penns)lvnnia
andNewEnglandstreamshowsaremarkablecoincidencewith the North/Midland
linguisticboundary,and the areaof the New England streamAsit passesthrough
NewYork correspondsquite Closelyvvith the Inland North of Figure 10.3.

To understandthe great differences in dialect distribution in the North and
Midland, it is necessaryto follow the differencesin patternsof vwstivardmigration.
TheNew Englandstreamwasa community mm cmenton a Lugescalc‘continuingr
themodelof large-scalemigration from linglnnd to the \eu \Votld.

Mass migrations were indeed congenial to the Puritan tradition. \\ 1101cparishes.
parsonand all, had sometimes migrated lrom ()Id Ifnuland. Luis Kimlmll \l.llllc‘\\\
mentioned 22 colonies in Illinois alone. all of \\ Inch originalcd in \eu lungland or In
New York, mOStOf them planted bctnccn 1830and 18-10.(l’mvei' 1053‘ H)

Enhl'ecommunitiesofyoung Ne“ linglanders I.
.
.Icniigmlcd to the areaof \c“ \oi'L

westof the Adirondack and Catskill mountains I. .|. ((ZJrnes.ind (iJI'I'It) 1W“ ”0)

The 33mins 0f Marietta, a Yankee enclave in Southeastern Ohio. is described b)
Holbroolt (1950: 23) .
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- ting areasof the settlementstreamsof Figure 104 matchquite VVell the
culturalhearths”positedby DanId llackett Fischer(1989)asthesourceof
' folkways.The New Englandstreamcontinuesthe tradition of the Puritan

Won fromEastAngliatoMassachusetts;thePennSVlVaniastreamexpandsthe
LNG!“ migration from the North Midlands to the Dela“ are VallcV; the coastal South

my originally settledby amovementof (IaValiersocietVfrom the Southof England
militginia, andthento theCarolinas.Not sho“ n sodistinctly'Isthe fourth mmement,
fromthzeborderlandsof Englandto the uplandSouth. Much of theexpansionin the
Midland areafrom the Ohio River northwardrepresentsthe movementof the Scots—
Irish Whocame through Philadelphia and moved southward, first through the
Appalachianarea,then into the Midwest. The cultural connictdescribedby historians
renectstheoppositionbetweenYankeesFromNcVVEnglandandsettlersfrom Fischer‘s
“borderland”regionswho migratednorthwardfrom the uplandSouth: In the
discussionof cultural oppositions to follow, “Southerners“ representthis upland
Southernpopulation,a culture quite distinct from the coastalor plantationSouth.‘

These distinct patterns of migration of Yankeesand upland Southernersare
summarizedin Fischer (1989: 81344), from which 'l'able Ill] is extracted.This
table shows preferred community type. typical house location, and persistence
(percentof adults remaining in a community after ten tears)" As noted above.
Yankeesmoved as entire communities. The} huilt mum and cities. established
their housesalong the populated roads and tended to stay put in the cities and
townstheyhadbuilt. Yankeecommunitiesmaintainedastrongemphasison litcracV;
lithools and collegeswere among the nrst institutions built. In contrast, upland
Southernersmovedassinglefamiliesor smallgroups,huilt housesin isolatedrural
locationsand showeda strong tendech to mch on before too long.

Table 10.] includes Fischer‘s parametersfor the (Quakercultural group, which
expandedwestwardfrom Pennsylvaniaand Delawareinto the Midland. 'l‘hc Quaker
settlementpattern is intermediate in all three respects.The) formed l‘arm com-
munitiesrather than towns, and built housesnear their farms, The persistenceof
community populations was also intermediate. Since the nineteenth ccnturV, the
culturaloppositionacrossthe North/Midland line hasbeenperccchd its.1contrast
0f YankeeversusUpland South patterns,with lessfocusupon the Quakerheritage,

Table 10.1 Migrationpatternsol‘YankeesanduplandSoutherners

Yankee L'plrintl South Quaker

Sctnernem 'l'oVV'ns Isolated clIIstcrs l".ll‘tl\ comnItInItIcs
HOURlocation Roadside (Zrcclt and spring (it)l‘llt‘l‘-(ltl\lt‘l\
Pmmencc 75 (ion, 25 40“.. +II now.
SWYCCHJIVid Hackett l‘ischcr Album V'burl lum [hint/r] 0””th m I'rmrI .1 ()\lord (hlord
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