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Chapter One
An American Accent
E—E

XEAHE

R

While Englishmen along the colonial seaboard tried to cling
to the familiar local ways of the different parts of England from
which they had come,they founded—without meaning to—a cul-
ture which was in many ways more homogeneous in vast America
than it had been in course of moving about the New World and in
moving up and down the social scale,they made it more uniform.
A single spoken language soon echoed across the continent,over-
~ coming spac;e as the printed word overcomes time. The American
la:\_nguage, would fulfill the Elizbabethan prophecy of, Samuel Daniel
written in 1599
O YR FERARMEEHRAREARRERREMITFARY.
A BEE S [F] X HF SR A 3ty A2 3 O =B, 1 ] 22 0 R M O —
FEOXWBEET R AAFZHHEEE, XFEE AMEXEL
W ERENMNHAEERLEREERMY -8, EBF BRI
HEMET  MITEFHFNLER, KM EZHRE28%3, %
AR UIERMESENSE T . RED B XFRRT 6 E
LR R, LR KRR T ) LR R T —Frip
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And who,in tin;e,kn(;v;es‘ whither we may vent
\ The treasure of our tongue,to what strange shores
This gaine of our best glory shall be sent,
T’inrich unknowing Nations with our stores?
What worlds in th’yet unformed Occident
May come refin’d with th’accents that are ours?
HEREHE , BIRH REAT &
AL B RATIE = BIRE 42
BATERT LA B ZE R R
S5 3% R £ A 3 T
ARMNWEREEE
6 6 R 50 4% B ¢ B S0
XEHL R ERWTEHFENER
SARMKBEFBCEMITHES,
BRI
. Only rtwo cerituries later when this dream had become a fzf(':t';
Noah Webster foresaw that “North America will be peopled with
a hundred millions of men,all speaking the same lahgua‘ge”. Con-
trasted with Europe, America promised a “period when the peo-
ple of one quarter of the world,will be able to associate and con-
verse together like children of the same family. ”
B SE, BRER T WL BT HAGETE, %K
WEEE L CRER—METOAD R BN 65 EFH R
EEFFRET “—AMF R, AR 52— £ 3 8K AR
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—FA—H,AR—MHETELMT BMZR.” .

The American language has indeed shown a spectacular uni-

formity. Only after we have looked at polyglot nations like India,

the Soviet Union,and China,or when we remind ourselves that

Europe,with an area of less than four million square miles,pos-
sesses at least;a dozen major languages,can we appreciate our ad-

vantage. The people of the United States,spread over three mil-

lion square miles,speak .only one language. There is more differ-

ence between the, speech ‘of Naples and Milan,or of Canterbury
and Yorkshire,or of a Welsh coal-miner and an Oxford under-
graduate,or of a Provencal peasant and a Paris lawyer than there
is between the language of Maine and California,or between the
speech of a factory—wo,fker and ‘a college president.in the United
States. ,

XEEFRAREAN—HE REXMNL—-TRAE. FERERMG
EBREEMHETSHAVER REREACEEXIHEMFL, K
MO EBRAE 400 AP HFREBEEE TR ERHEFN EEE
FOoRMNABERMERRNEXTEMREAHNRE . XRBAR
HMEE0ZAVHFEEN LM L, HRFEE-FMEFT .M
AFIKRZA, RERFBHEAMATEA RELZE - MEURLHE
TILAS—-NM4ERREE, AEHRE - M EFEFTHRRA—4
A U, 5 26 B R M AR A R A B 28— A T
I TAM—PNREBEKFFET  HEHNEREE,

The linguistic uniformity of America is geographic (without

barriers of regional dialect) and social (without barriers of caste

-and class). Both types of uniformity have had vast consequences

o3



N
for the national life; they have been both symptoms and causes

of a striving for national unity. When we note what a large
French-speaking population has meant in Canadian political life
or how numerous languages have obstructed federation in India,
we begin to realize how different our political' life might have
been without our language unity. Many other features of modern
American culture—including the gé€ographic mobility of the pop-
ulation, the public educational system, the mail-order catalogs,
the networks of radio and television, the national mass-circula-
tion magazines and “national ‘advertising” (with dll these have
meant for the standard of living)—would have been more diffi-
cult in a nation of several fanguages. What would have happened
to the Log-Cabin-to-the-White-House style -of American polities
if,as in England ya man who lacked the -“proper”backgro'u'nd be-
trayed himself in every word? Our common, classless language
has provided the vernacular for equality in American.
EEEFH B ROENSRE MR T EOER,Rts
HWEFNEFREINRORR . IWMAIFTEN —HERLEX
EFEHRTERMER., ENEFRERE—NRTEMEE. In
RRMXE—TMERM KR PERFBH A T I RBOAEERT
FEE R, B E B RE S AT R T O B L,
BATR I HARE, MRBEHFRE —HIES  RITE R BEIREE
MHRESHASAKM AR E—- M EHESHENERE, R
BB 3 B XA K 2 B A —— 35 A 0 83 KM i3
AKBEWNE BERES.HRAN. SEERAILENHRER
T 2EES 57 URFIAX— M FAREEKFHER. 0
REBEZERE, —TRZ“BPERAHRERHA—FOBHE
MBREMBSG, REXNFNIRBIHE’ RNV EEBA
.4



&Pt AHMERBT BHARCORTHRHESTHXE
R T FERHBEFR.

The other “American” qualities of our language seem trivial
beside this monumental uniformity,which can be traced back to
the earliest age of English settlement. If the roots of this linguis-
tic uniformity had not been strongly developed during the colo-
nial period;before the num:ero,us and motley immigrations of the
19th century, the United States might not today offer the world
the paradoxical spectacle of a nation of many peoples who speak
a singlé language. Almost from the first settlement there werte
pressures toward uniformity.

MM XFHEMHIE RN -BHE, XBIES E‘Jﬁﬁi’.ﬁ‘éﬁi@
EXREET . X— ﬁTUﬁ#ﬁﬁlﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ—%%E‘jb%mﬁﬁﬁ m
AEXMET L —HUBREEHREH, 76519 HEEH RO R
KEHALXRKEZ, REFEBILT TR, SROXERATHE
UM EREEABRNBEAUEL - EEXRE—MHEEFENE
REREMHA L ILFAE— %%Eib%%kﬁﬁﬁ,ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ—'
BEHER.

First, consider pronunciation. Men in areas. as remote from
each other as Massachusetts Bay and Virginia had brought with
them the same language. They had, .come mostly from the same
regions—London,the Midlands,and southern England—and they
represented roughly the same social classes. Although the speech
differences between New England and the South even today are
not great enough to make them barriers to understanding, the
most remote parts of the Atlantic colonies in 17th-century Amer-

'5'.



ica probably did not show evenﬁ‘chesé small differences. New Eng-
landers and Southerners then spoke with something like what we
now call a “Southern accent”. Southern pronunciation today is
thus in many respects a survival of older ways and the “English”
characteristics of later New England speech are appareritly inno-

vations. . :
HEBERY. NGB EERBEERBEIHRER T, EHIE
RABENESITHRERBHAFTRNER—-MES. 125 %
Ok B A R 89 3 X (R B 364K 22 30 H KA 248 22 ), T B oAk
EBTFR-ITHESHE. BRSRXFEBRZABTFOZT LA AKX
S EXFBRERB G BN ZAEE THROBE 7217 e, B
7E TG HE U R 45 N T RS b 19 5 3 37 b, (XX A/ 25 )t SR R TR
Wk . HREHE, B 2 ARE T ABRERNAERZ W B H
AFEHHFAES IS RNEF D EFLZHELGEE AR
ROPBE TR, MFEREOFTPRAEE N LA ST RABL
JE R BN kA . -
Once on American shores;English speech tended to become
more uniform, because of some general colonial and some: pecu-
liarly American forces. “In consequence of the frequent removals
of people from one part of our coutitry to another”, John Picker-
ing in his vocabulary of Ameficanisms(1816) noted “greater iini-
formity of dialect throughout the United States.. than is t6 be
found throughout England.” Even before the end of the 18th
century, such students of language as theé Rev. John Wither-
spoon, who had come from Scotland to become président of
" Princeton, noted this fact. “The vulgar in America speak much
better than the vulgar in Great-Britain}” he remarked in The
e f o



47,

Druid (1781), “for a very obvious' reason, viz. that being much
more unsettled,and moving frequently from place to place, they
are not so liable to local peculiarities either in accent or phraseol-
ogy. There is a greater difference in dialect hetween one county
and, another.in Britain,than there is between one state and anoth-
er in America. ” Thej once-isolated English regional dialects met
and, had to speak to one another. Recent linguistic scholars have
noted this tendency toward uniformity to be a general character-
istic' of the speech of any colony.compared to that of its mother
country. . ¢

ELXMERE, EREBEN BT . XEHE— B/
ERBEARMALRHNLEEREEMOER. H8 - BIOK
T Ath B F (KR E QBB (1816 EH D PR B, “BEH A
ZHENREN—THRREDE S - R, XENESLEEY
EEEM—-B.18 HE. B840 - REMERFXENET ¥R
U Cfth DA 5 4% 22 517 3R 36 B 44 B MRS I K K RSO 3 i & 3
TX 3L, MAECGEFS)Q78l EHBO P, “EEEEHIHE
EHREZEEMERL, HENREEEXEN ARG S RE
R B H M —A X W BB 55— X, B A T RS BAE R E
RERATE, BAPLEGZHM T AHHEM EERSEHZ
BT EEHN BRXEAMNESMNZAES EHNEJNKRES."—F
HEREHREFEFEXEMI—-BET, MMIXAEBREER
R B, BFHEMNER, XMHIEFTH— M H R MR #5
— P EEAORR,HBERBEAEXMEA.

America, then, in the 18th century was a melting pot, al-
though the distinctions among the ingredients were subtler in its
earliest period. In the 19th and 20th centuries such diverse ele-

. 7 .
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ments as Irish,Geriman,Polish, Jewish, Italian , Mexican,and Chi-
nese were to be compounded; in the 17th and 18th centuries the
immigrarts came from Yorkshire, Norfolk, Suffolk, Essex, Lon-
~ don, Kent, Hampshire; and other English counties. Anyoné who
looks at a map of England marked to show ‘the places of origin of
traceable 17th-éentury immigrants to New England and Virginia
cannot fail to be impressed with their dispersion over the face of
the ‘mother-country. Although,as we have already noted, there
was some tendency to concenfrate (those from the Midlands in
Virginia; {rom London and East Anglia in New England),and
immigration did riot yet draw heavily from the peasantry,still the
earliest American colonies included men from different social
classes and from many parts of the homeland.

18 HEBHEERR— KRB — BREV IS, FFH RS
MERZE M ZHER. 19 e 20 e, EEE—SWAT R
RENBEEABEEARKABRAABEFANPEAX
Bl o T RMRE;17HEM 18 e, XENBREE
FEXENYE BB . ERA REAF AR EH. S
BB 17 AR 2 AEEE LK ES RNFR A E
WAL XERAXBDFSAABRBRI—FLE T EZ
BIED & . B AR IE 10 RATT B 840 B BOTTHRE , 75 R L7 S0 X4 48 o 1
1R 40 3R BT A B R B R M 22 B P A X, B AR 22
BREERAABAMER LA, MELYNHBRIEEERRE
HRRHE,.BR, XARMARMEAETREFEHNENREM
SMEMEFZEARARBEHA.

American life bred uniformity even within smaller areas.,likeé
New England itself: About seventy per cent of the traceable set-
¢ 8 .



tlers of Plymouth, Watertown, Dedham, and Groton in Mas-
sachusetts during the 17th century seem to have come from Lon-
don and the Easterh counties; thé remainder were widely dis-
persed. Most important,the ruling group did not all speak a sin-
gle dialect,so could not fix any particular dialect as the language
of the community. The pronunciation revealed by the spelling of
the semi-literate scribes of the New England towns, who had
come from many parts of England ,suggests a speech remarkably
uniform and remarkably near the standard speech of England.

B RIER/DEBX A, IER KA 2, FEAB FRALET
T, 17 HE, SEEENEMFH KB BEABHED
W, RABAZZ+TTLGEBEERENBRERAMK MK
WMERBEM ARG RENNENA Y . BEME, LK
GBEAHRARRE—FA S, BROREENEL R
FENLMHLSWERAES. FEBLRAEBREXLNEER
MEARBHFESARNME, R\MOMHEFREENFT,
P ERAMES RERAN B, FEEFELRENRE
k&, ’

The same '18th-century travelers who noted the lack of di-
alects wetre impressed also by the proper and grammatical Eng-
lish spoken by Americans of all classes. In Virginia, the Rev.
Hugh Jones observed in 1724, “the Planters,and even the Native
Negroes generally talk good English without idiom or tone,and
can discourse handsomely upon most common subjects. ” Coun-

“cillor Robert Carter preférred American-trained, rather than
‘Scotch or English tutors for his children “on account of pronunci-
ation in the English Language”. The faculty of William & Mary

. 9 .



College in the 18th ,century' was especially concerned that the stu-
dents learn proper pronunciation. In Philadelphia, the Scottish
Lord Adam Gordonstraveling the colonies in 1764—1765,found
that “the propriety of Language here surprized me much, the
English tongue being spoken by all ranks,in a degree of purity
and perfection, surpassing any,but the polite part of London”.

18 HEMKRTERALERFEN AT . ZEHEIHER
ABBBHER TS F X ENEELBIE T THRIMEPE, 1724
bk REHMEREFRELRAFHEEAHTA  HELELK
BB BB REYE— DR IFMOR W LB RIS H B IE, B AR &
ERBHTRR”. “HRIAZGENRFRE, WA NEWRTH
1 FRTEINMHBETFHF -1 ZEEERNEXERT . TAEE
Tk 22 AR BEAS 22 A9 SR BE SO . 18 48 AY B BE — 0 T 22 BR A A%
FIEBRERFEXBERHNAT ERB TR EHBTY - 28
Fl764 Z 1765 FESHRBKTZE XA XENMASES
B ERERAE, RFE BB A — D00 E 0, 1
W R TE R BE L 3 T A B L WA X LA SR B A AT L7

Some went so far, as to say that the colonists “in general
speak better English than the English do”. Evcn- critical ob-
servers agreed. The Rev. Jonathan Boucher (1737—1804)—who
had lived in the South for about -fifteen years, had taught
Washington’s stepson,John Parke Custis,and was a. leading Loy-
alist in the Revolution—spent many years preparing a Glossary of
Archaic and Provincial Words. He felt that the absence of dialect
in America had actually impoverished the tongue, but he still
found it “extraordinary that,in North America,there prevails not

.10 -



only, I believe, the purest pronunciation of the English Tongue
that is anywhere to be-met with,but a perfect uniformity.”

FRALZER ERBMHABHNE, XEHBREAAR
B RERLEEENOAMERN ., FFHEFE - 85 RBF
(1737—180FE R H % T 4 15 4, B F BT Z E MR EH
JLF 4 - W - MEN UREBMIEMNPERERNOT
ANZ— AT HFEWEIRE T — WO EF 7 FHELTSH),
NAEEREFTEERLEBFATRAZ MERH, “EILE, R
L8 WATE MBI M T BTURANBREENEERE, WA
BAETENEST EM—R 8 RANXRBBSLSEH.

The state of American speech in the ‘years just' before the
Revolution was summarized by William Eddis in his letter from
America dated June 8,1770.

HARBZHWLEREXLEOBNHR, B - RaHE
1770 £ 6 A 8 H R A XEM—#E AT B4

In England,almost every county is distinguished by a
peculiar dialect;even different habitsyand different modes
of thinking,evidently discriminate inhabitants,whose lo-
cal situation is not far remote; but" in Maryland, and
throughout adjacent provinces, it is worthy of observa-
tion, that a striking similarity of speech universally pre-
vails; and it is strictly true,that the pronunciation -of the
generality of the people has an accuracy and elegance,that
cannot fail of gratifying the most judicious ear.

ERE,LFEIMEBEEACHREN TS . EEXFF

o 1T o



EEARMHEIRNBET X EHEHRARZINER
ROBEREE BEBEENE XENSEZREFE
AR, B LHERFEERAN S . EEEH

FHERLE,FRERLBEHATTHLARAE, XRT
HABKEL,

The colonists are composed of adventurers,not only
from every district of Great Britain and Ireland,but from
almost every other European government,where the prin-
ciples of liberty and commerce have operated with spirit
and efficacy. Is it not, therefore, reasonable to suppose,
that the English language must be greatly corrupted by
such a strange intermixture of various nations? The re-
verse is,however,true. The language of the immediate de-
scendants of such a promiscuous ancestry is perfectly uni-
form,and unadulterated; nor has it borrowed any provin-
cial,or national accent,from its British or foreign parent-
age. :
HRMBERAABTER., XEAREAHEEME

REHEG—NHEK, T E K E ILEE—4 FRE K5
B BT B ML R ER RN, Bk, A8 RS NE
HXAZERWANBEE—B, R EHELTEHRA B
LR ERESFHR. HEMABRIFARSE, BMHIIH
JEARHFRE T H R IR W M — B IE, t 8 A 4k & b A7 1.
REM S E O LEFTRENB T RAREH DS,

For my part,I confess myself totally at a loss to ac-
L] 12 L]



count for the apparent difference, between the colonists
and persons. under equal circumstances of education and
fortune,resident in the mother country. This uniformity of
language prevails not only on the coast,where Europeans
form a considerable. mass of the people, but likewise in
the interior parts,where population has made but slow ad-
vances; and where opportunities seldom occur to derive
any great advantages from an intercourse with intelligent
strangers.

. MBANKUE, REFARN LREBIHRBER
MELSFAHEEE WHEHSVEMDAEEASENAT
FEZFEAFEMLR BN, R E R A &R 5 BT
T XMEFEN —BUERANAFAETRMASHYEEEYD
X, M HWAET M ERE, AOKKER, R
AF2REB¥ZREOEEAZEHNFBBIHKN.

The resistance of the American language during the colonial

period to borrowing and the invention of words shows the
strength of the forces toward a uniform English speech. Whole-
sale assimilation of foreign words might have produced a semi-
English patois,a pidgin English or a papiamento,like those in the
Caribbean or in parts of South East Asia. But this never hap-
pened. The opportunities for the mixing of French and German
into English in the colonial period were so numerous that the
failure of English colonials to seize them is doubly remarkable.
Few words were borrowed from German before the Revolution,

despite the several German-speaking communities in Pennsylva-

+13 -



