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PREFACE

The study which follows aims to bring the procedures
and techniques of dialect geography to bear upon a very spe-
cial linguistic situation in order to record as accurately as
possible the chief features of the speech of the most conserw
ative speakgrs of one county and to shed as much light as pos-
sible on the past of a dialect of English which has developed
in a region originally settled by German spéakerso

The genesis of this dissertation lies in experiences of
the remote youth of the writer, but attention was first turned
toward the subjeet‘aé a matter for formal' study in discussion
with W. Freeman Twaddell of the German Department of Brown
University. DBetween that initial discussion and the final
focussing assisted by my Chairman, Albert H. Marckwardt, many
good friends and scholars contributed assistance and encour-
agement, The two most continuously associated with it are
Hans Kurath, chairman of the program in Linguistics when I be-
gan my doctoral program at the University of Michigan, and
Raven 1. Mcdavid, Jr., my mentor in field work and strenuous
but genizl critic.

| I have been very fortunate in the courteous assistance
of linguists engageed 1n related projects and scholars in peri-
pheral fields. Firstlamong these 1s Henry Alexander who did
the first field work in Nova Scotia and graciously permitted
the use of his collections. HMurray Emeneau, who first drew
attention to Lunenburg in a linguistic article, and Helen
Creighton, who recognized the need for linguistic work in Lun-
enburg County in her folklore publication; were heipful from
an early stage. 1 have also enjoyed the courtesy of D.C.Har-
vey, then Nova Scotia provincial archivist;J.B.Brebner;Thomas
H. Raddall; the late Burns Martin of Kings College, Dalhousie
University; Morton Bloomfielu; Carroll E. Reed; and Walter S,
Avis; to all of vhom I owe a debt of gratitude not only for

their tangible nhelp but for t heir encouragement,
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My colleagues at Augustana College have been interested
and helpful, especially my department head, Henriette C. K.
Naeseth, who has put up patiently with a rather preoccupied
teacher, =nd kdward dauming of the Geography Department and
Roger Spitznas of the Geology Department, who assisted with
advice on technical problems beyond my own competence.

The unsung heroes of any dialect project are the inform-
ants who, by the conventions, must remain anonymous., Thelr pa
tience, hospitaiity,'and generosity will long be warmly Te-
membered,

My. family, botn immediate and in remoter degrees, have
been a source of encouragement, especially my wife, Eleanor,
whorhas cheerfully undertaken numerous odd jcbs at short no-
tice to assist in the completion of the manuscript.

H, Rex Wilson,

Rock Island, I1l1l.,
April, 1958.
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CHAPTER 1

General Introduction

Almost anywhé;e in Nova Scotia some o0ld timer can be
found who will claim to be able to tell what county of the
province any man comes from by listening to his speech.
Whatever skepticism there may be about such claims does not
apply to the speech of a part of Lunenburg County. "Lunen-
burg Dutch", as it is popularly known, is widely known for
its distinctiveness and somewhat exotic quality. Unlike
"Pennsylvania Dutch", "Lunenburg Dutch" is not a dialect of
German but a peculiar way of speaking English in an area
where the original colonization was by German-speaking
settlers. German itself may be accounted a dead language in
the county, though some claim to speak it. The ability to
speak German is a social accomplishment rather than az ne-
cessity or even a convenience, and the comment, "Der kann a
bissel Daitsh spreche," is an introduction to an elite made
up entirely of a part of the older generation in some vil-
lages. These use "the old Dutch language", as the unin-
itiated of the county call it, as a sort of cant to keep the
younger folk out of their gossip and, one suspects, to give
their communications an unmerited zir of importance.

"Lunenburg Dutch”", as distinct from "the o0ld Dutch
languzge", has peculiarities of pronunciation which are
striking even to the 1linguistically untrained outsider.
Throughout Nova Scotia, Lunenburgers are notorious for their
tendency to let "the" become "de", "vessels" become "wessels"
(and "wees" generally beconme hwubbleyous" -— and "wice
wersa"). There has long been a tendency for these features
to be grossly exaggerated, but it is true that many respected
0ld skippers of Lunenburg or offshore fishermen from the
outports can be found who speak with an accent reminiscent
of the "German" comedians of old-time vaudeville,



Vocabulary and Syntax

The vocabulary and syntax of the county enjoy an
equally widespread reputation in the province and, 1if possi-
ble, even more exaggeration, usually 1in the interests of
humor, A favorite saying of my youth in Halifax was the com-
ment of a sﬁrely fictitious "Dutch" carpenter on a house re-
modelling job he proposed to do: "Veel svivel it around a
piece a vays, put a vindy-bay in de back and a randy-bo in de
front and de front door vere de back door used to vas."
(Translation -- equally necessary for Lunenburgers: "We'll
swivel it around part way, put a bay window in the back and
a veranda in the front and the front door where the back door
used to be.") Most stories concentrate on the way Lunenburg-
ers are supposed to "svivel" the language zround — a tendency
to "talk backwards" resting in German syntactic halits carried
over into knglish. This is popularly assumed to be a sign of
mental deficiency and & lack of logical aptitude. A typical
authentic example cited by Helen Creighton in Folklore of

Lunenburg County is : "In the woods it grows,"l A dis-~-

torted report is the story of the Lunenburg skipper who found
he was going to need transportation from the wharf out to his
vessel anchored in the harbor, He hailed the apprentice of
the crew or "header" (whose job in getting the fish down is
to cut off the hegds before more experienced hands finish the
cleaning): "Hey, heada, come ashore vunce and bring de dory
vit.," This story, still capable of causing merriment in Hal-
ifax or Queens Counties, neglects the point of German word
order, and ewphasizes the popular notion of mad logic. Inci-
dentally, we do have here effective illustration of two .idioms
which are authentic, the use of the emphatic "once" and the
"with" in final position.

1 —- Helen Creighton, Folklore of Lunenburg County, Bulletin
No. 117, Anthropological Series 0,29, National Museunm
of Canada, Ottawa, 1950, p. 107,
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Linguistic Attitudes

The impact of Lunenburg County on the linguistic cons-
ciousness of Nova 3cotia has been unmistakable, Lunenburg
pronunciations are regarded as substandard and "ignorant"
and an accusation that he was "speaking like a Dutchman" was
enough to bring a young Halifax boy of thirty years ago back
into the circle of linguistic propriety. As indicated above,
many features of vocabulary and of sentence structure are
regarded with amusement; yet in the domestic circles from
which I derive most of what might be called "the folklore
of Lunenburg Dutch" I have noticed that some Lunenburg
sayings were regularly used, albeit self-consciously. They
included the familiar "all" for "all gone", and a final

"ain't" as a request for confirmation.

Bibliography and Earlier Work

The linguistic peculiarities of Lunenburg County are
part of a larger cultural pattern other details of which are
recorded in Helen Creighton's FYolklore of Lunenburg County.

The first linguist to call attention to the dialect was the
Sanskritist Murray Emeneau in 19351, His is a brief article
but it is the product of long firsthand experience as a boy
and youth in Lunenburg County.

Two transcriptions of Lunenburg County speech were
made by Henry Alexander of Queens University in the course
of a wide-mesh survey undertaken 1in connection with the
Linguistic Atlas of the United States and Canada. No results
of this fieldwork have been published and I have been fortun-
ate in obtaining permissicn from Alexander and Dr. Hans
Kurath, director of the Linguistic Atlas, to use these two
and ‘other records made by Alexander in Nova Scotia. In
addition I have gathered dialect materials froﬁ/ten other lo-
calities in the vicinity of Lunenburg,

1l —— Murray Eméneau, "The Dialect of  Lunenburg,Nova Scotia",
Language, vol. 11, pp. 140-=147.
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Area of Field Work
The field of the intensive part of this study is the

southwestern half of Lunenburg County and the northeastern

part of neighboring Queens County. This area is unique in
Nova Scotia in that it was filled up simultaneously at a
rather early time by secondary settlers from two culturally
and linguistically distinct focal points. Around most of the
rest of the coast, with the exception of the Minas Basin area,
early settlements 1long remained relatively remote from one
another, effectively cut off from casual day-to-day communi-
cation, The Queens-Lunenburg situation affords an opportun-
ity for the close examinatior of the effects of one dialect
upon another. It is not surprising in such a situation to
find that descendants of the German-speaking settlers had
developed a distinctive way of speaking the English which
they learned from the settlers who surrounded and outnumbered

them in the province.

Methodology

As has been implied, the materials for this .study were
obtained chiefly by direct field work. The procedures devel-
oped for the Linguistic Atlas of New England from those used

by European dialect geographers, form the basis of both
Alexander's field work and my own., These are described fully

in the handbook of the Linguistic Atlaslo Briefly, the

procedure in field work is to interview a native informant
who 1is also a 1lifelong resident of +the zrea in which he
lives, asking questions from a standard questionnaire or
worksheet., All questions are asked by indirection, that is,
in looking for the word drought the field worker asks the
informant, "When it goes without raining for weeks at a time
you say you are having a --." The field worker avoids ask-

ing a direct question in which he himself mentions any form

1 -- Hans Kurath and others, Handbook of the Linguistic Geo-
graphy of New England, Providence, Brown University,1939
pp. 39--50.
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of the response sought. He would ask the question, "Do you
use the word drought?" only as a last resort, and the fact
that he had suggested the word would be indicated in the
field record. All replies are transcribed in phonetic nota-
tion, and as far as possible the informants' comments are
too., All irregular material, such as a report by an inform-
ant that he had heard the term from someone else but did not
use it himself, that his father had used a term different
from his own, or a reply from some other native present, is
specifically noted for later interpretation.

As an addtion to the techniques of the dder geographical
projects, I used a tape recorder in connection with my
1952 interviews to aid in shortening each interview and
catching both question and incidental comment for later ref-
erence, and to check on the accuracy of the hand-written
transcription. An evaluation of this technique has been pub-

lished in the Journal of the Canadian Linguistic Associatio&?

Interpretation of Phonetic Transcription

Since phonetic transcription, even when backed uply an
electrical recording, 1is at best a controlled notation of a
personal impression, there are bound to be personal differen-
ces between the work of individual field workers. These have
to be analyzed and reconciled in order that a false interpre
tation of the gecgraphical extent of a phonological feature
may not emerge. If a feature of pronunciation is found only
within an area covered by one field worker, the boundary of

its occurrence is called a personal isogloss. Although the

l--- Rex Wilson, "The Implication of Tape Recording in Dial-
ect Geography", Journal of the Canadian Linguistic Asso-
Ciathn, VOlo 2, nOol, ppo 18--215

see also:

Raven 1. McDavid,Jr., "Tape Recording in Dialect Geogm
phy: A Cautionary Note", Journal of the Canadian Ling-
uistic Association, ®ol.3, no.l, pp.3--8.
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two fieldworkers for this study have their transcriptional
peculiarities, the maps resulting from their efforts seem to
be free of sharply drawn personzl isoglogses.

lotable divergence 1in transcription is to be found
only in some vowels. Alexander, with few exceptions,
writes the high tense vowels as diphtnongal types, [ii, wu],
occasionally modified by shift signs and, in the back vowel,
sometimes as slightly upgliding rather than fully diphthongal,
[Uw,vu])often marked for length, In contrast I tend to write
monopnthongal types, [i,y], often marked for length. Whether
or not these notations mark true personal isoglosses is diff-
icult to determine. The break between the two types of
transcription 1is abrupt for the high front vowels at the
northeast border of my area of intensive field work, but Al-
exander's record immediately southwestward continues my type
of transcription, Conversely,in the high back vowels I note
a diphthongal type at the ncortheast corner of my area while
there 1is a sanarp break between long monophtnongal types and
Alexander's diphthongal type to the southwestward, I also
have transcribed one fully diphtheongal type in Queens County,
in afternoon at 25 Milton (See Fig. 1 on the following page,

The notion that Alexander more readily_ records diph-
thongization and does so with mere subtlety than I is sup~-
ported by his treatment of the mid front tense vowel, This
is usually diphthongal 1in his transcription, [ez] or [eT],
occasionally upgliding, [€*], while I tend to write [e] or
[e-], occasionally noting an upglide, [e®] or [£T],
‘ Contrary to the tendencies noted above, we both write
the mid back vowel as [o] or in and upgliding form, [o¥},and
sometimes with an inglide,[oc?],

In the 1low back region I tend to write [>] with great
relative frequency, while Alexander tends toward [»], but
there is considerable overlap.

In the diphthongs an apparent sharp personal isogloss
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occurs between Alexander’s records and mine in words like
fwice and house. I record a more or less central-upgliding
diphthong in contrast with Alexander's low-upgliding types.
Thus I differentiate these diphthongs from those of five and
hogseso Alexander seems to write similar diphthongs for both

twice/house and five/houses. To some extent these discrepan-

cies can be reconciled by a study of the modifications indi-
cated by shift signs in Alexander's records. This is dealt
with fully in Chapter VI,

Evaluation of Responses

In the discussions of lexical, morphologicaly; and phon-
ological matters which follow, only the immediate, unforced
responses of the informants, or materiels recorded from their
conversation, are used. This parallels the cautious practice
of k. Bagby Atwood ih his study of verb formsl° In the study
of syntactic peculiarities the same limitation is imposed upon
material drawn from field records, but this material is sup-
plemented by reference to the reports of Emeneau and Miss

Creighton, which cannot be so controlled.

The Worksheets

Alexander's Nova Scotia records, made in the summer
of 1939, were elicited Dby means of a short worksheet (SWS)
of some 500 items based on the long worksheet (LWS) of over
800 items that had been used in the field work for the Lin-
guistic Atlas of New Englandzo My own field work consisted
of two trips, in 1950 and 1952, On the 1950 trip, confined
to Queens County, I used the SWS, augmented by additions made
by Alexander in the field. For the 1952 trip, guided by the

experience of Alexander's recording and my own and by a more

refined notion of the nature of my research, I evolved a set

1l -- E. Bagby Atwood, A__Survey of Verb Forms of the Eastiern
United States, Ann Arbor, University of Michigan .Press,
1953, p.3.

2 -= Kurath, Handbook, pp. 149--158,




-9—

of condensed worksheets (CwS) from which were eliminated some
of the less productive 1items of the SWS and to which were

added items suggested by Emeneau's experience. Items pecul-
iar to the CWS are noted in the index.

The Informants

The informants, whose vitae are provided in Appendix A
along with those of Alexander's informants whose records were
ased in this work, were all of the older and largely of the
least educated type. With limited time in the field I felt
that priority should be given to the recording of the speech
of the generation which was rapidly passing away. Practical
considerations of availability for interviews and the desire
to mesh as closelyiés possible in point of birth date with
Alexander's informants who had made their contribution thir-
teen to fifteen years earlier also dictated concentration on
the older generztion,

All of the principal informants 1in Lunenburg-Queens
were born between 1367 and 1335. These people were Dbetween
66 and 84 years old in the census year 1951, The census _for
that year reports for the area of intensive field workl a to-
tal of 3,564 people over 65 years of age, Thus the 14 lmform-
ants in the area of intensive field work represent almost ex-
actly one in 350 of the older generation of their district,or
a somewhat higher proportion if only native-born lifelong res-
idents could be counted. The ratio of "informants to total
population is much more favorable in the -area of intensive
field work than that usually found in atlas projects. Such
a ratio is exemplified by Alexander's earlier survey.

By purely statistical criteria all but three of these
informants belong to Kurath's type HA (older or old fashioned

1 -- Queens Census District b plus the toewn of Liverpool, and
Lunenburg Census District a minus the town of Mahone Bay,
as described in Ninth Census of Canada, Dominion Bureau
of Statistics, Department of Trade and Commerce, Ottawa,
1953, Table 23,
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types with littie formal education)lc Of the others two are
type III-A (older, with superior education, cultured back-
sround, wide reading, and/or extensive social contacts) in
ililton and Halifax, and one a type 1l1-A (older with better
formal education than type I and/or wider reading and social
contacts) in Dartmouth.

Within these three classifications there is apt to be
considerable variation, and cccasionally the records will
indicate close resemblances between the speech of informants
of different .typeso Of the type 111 informants the one in
Halifex, a woman and the product of & year at Normal School
and three years teaching in her young womanhood, 1s definite-
ly bookish, while the one in Milten, a local men of affairs,
college graduate, and former teacher with some experience 1in
the Canadian West, is natural. unaffected, and provides little
in his speech to distinguish him from type I informants in
the same county,

Education varies greatly among type I informants, with
the advantage going to tne wemen, During the youth Qf the
informants Nova Scotian rural schools were ungraded. Children
went to school to get wnat learning there was time for., Ed-
ucation was respected; but for many families 1t proved to be
a luxury at times, and the cpparent deprecating statement of
one fisherman that he “went to school a coupla months" is
probably closér to the truth than mignt at first seem., Often
a boy was needed 1in the fish plant or at sea, and even when
he was not needed to work regularly the family economy may
often have restricted his time at school to the depth of
winter, There is thus, in general, a gap in educatioﬁ be-
tween the women and the men, However, all in the area of
intensive study read newspsapers, listened to the radio, and

enjoyed social contact with their neighbors. Most of them

1 -- Kurath, Handboock, p. 44,
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were alert and intelligent, sometimes with the curiosity of
the type possessed by the Five Houses informant who always
took books to sea with him and had sufficient curiosity to
investigate '"real German" and compare many common words with
his own "o0ld Dutch language". Alexander’s Lunenburg inform-
ant was the founder of a private museum of local interest.
Generally, then, 1in the discussions which follow, the
informants will not be subdivided as to type except in com-
ment on 1individual responses where caution or modification

of interpretation 1is suggested by something in the inform-
ant's background.

The Communities

The communities covered within the area of intensive
field work were chosen with regard to their position in the
settlement pattern of the counties, while a selection was
made from the available records from the Alexander survey to
account as far as possible for the counties with similar
settlement histories. A full description of +the criteria
used in selecting communities will be found following the
discussion of the geography and history of the region in
Chapter II., A full 1list of the communities with brief des-
criptions will Dbe found along with informant vitae in
Appendix A, ' |



CHAPTER II

Population History and Regional Culture

In respect of population Nova Scotia is a misnamed
peninsula and -adjacent island 1lying north-east of New
England. (For location see Fig, 2 on the following page. )1t
was part of the indeterminate territory called Acadia during
the French occupation., It received its present name in 1621
when King JamesI granted it to 3ir Wiliiam Alexander, No
permaznent settlement resulted from this grant or from the
subsequent =scheme under which Charles I created an order of
Nova Scotia baronets :in the interests ¢f colonization, The
fact that Sir William Alexander®s New Scotland is pcpulated
in the north Dby pecple of Scottish origin is a matter of
historic accident,

The peninsula and its northern i1sland, Cape Breton,
represent the northern *erminus of the Appalachian Range-=
essentially rounded mountaintcps projecting above the Atlan-
tic, The country is on the whole rocky., The chief farming
regions are the Annapclis Valley; the lsthmus cf Chignecto,
which connects the peninsula with Lew Brunswick;and the zrea
around the shores of the wminas Basin, an inlet of the Bay of
Fundy. Although the main part of the province is the remnant
of a mountainous upthrust, the country 1s gently rolling,
‘with highlands more like the foothills of the White Mcuntains
than like the mountains themselves, The highest elevation
in the peninsula 1s abcut 800 feet above sea level, bubt a
few abrupt ridges, such as tne North and South "Mountains"
which bound the Annapclis Valley, afford charming and pic-
turesque lookoffs. (See Fig. 3 on page 17.) The climate is
moderate, with mild winters and relatively cool summers,
which make it a favorite place of refuge for ccastal New
Englanders,

Legend has 1t that Nova Scotia is theMarkland of the
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Vikings, John Cabot recorded a landing at Cape North, Cap=
Breton Island, where he claimed the land for King Henry Vii,
but it was the French who first made a serious effort to
settle it. Mainland Nova Scotia fell into English imnds under
the terms of the Treaty of Utrecht, 1713, and a long penpd of
struggle for the allegiance of the Acadian inhabitants began,
This came to a head in 175% when, under pressure from worried
New Englanders, the British Government authorized the now no-
torious expulsion of the Acadians., The Acadiazns who avoided
expulsion became refugees, and to zll 1ntents organized set-
tlement in most of Nova Scotia came to an end.

It was in the period between 1760 and 1775 that the
basic stock of the present population of much of Nova Scotia
was rooted in the soil. The settlers came largely from New
England and their story is told fully in J.B.Brebner's The

Neutral Yankees of Nova Scotlalo

The Country

The brief description already given of the country to
which New England Yankees came during the fifteen years be-
tween 1760 and 1775 may at first raise some doubts as to the
validity of the Yankees®' reputation for shrewdness., It would
be difficult to find a country more aptly described as "rock
ribbed"; everywhere the "becnes" show, and in the dirt road
age of the 1920's motorists said that the road westward ous
of Halifax was built by filling the spaces between the rocks
with earth.,

The whole province, including Cape Breton, is about 350

miles long with a maximum width (not including the Isthmus of

1 -- John Bartlet Brebner, The Neutral Yankees of Nova Scotia;
a Marginal Colony During the Hevolutionary Years, New
York, Columbia University Press, 1937, pp. 6 and7, gives
figures permitting an estimate of not more than 3,000
white settlers for the whole province at this time, not
counting a fugitive remnant of the dispossessed Acadians
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Chignecto) of 70 miles, It lies approximately between 66°
west longitude, 44O north latitude in the southwest, and 60°
west longitude, 47° north latitude in the northeast. The chef
watershed of the southwestern lobe of the province lies in
the counties of Digby, Annapolis, and Kings, being more or
less three quarters of the way across the province from the
Atlantic Coast to the Bay of Fundy. A considerable part of
this watershed is the ridge known as South Mountain, Beyond
it lies the famous Annapolis Valley, which is again divided
from the Fundy shore by Nortn Mountain. South Mountain sep-
arates the waters which flow into the Annapolis Valley and
Minas DBasin from those which drain circuitously through
systems of lakes into the Atlantic and St. Mary Bay at the
mouth of the Bay of Fundy.

It is the rivers, 1lzkes, and bogs, combined with deep
estuaries along the coast, and the generally rocky nature of
the country, rather than any abrupt changes in elevation,
which long hampered communication by 1land in DNova SCOtiéb
Until well into the nineteenth century the most convenient
and rapid'transportation was by sea. Today the main roads of
the province, while hard-surfaced and well maintained, tend
to be winding, reflecting the old basic problem. Two -loops
of highway, which join at Halifax, cover the coast. Roads
across the peninsula connect points on the opposite shores,
Corresponding railways were completed soon after the turn of
the twentieth century.

Lunenburg and Queens Counties

The choice of communities in the area of intensive
field work wunder consideration has been influenced by the
typical Nova Scotié topography. The lakes and bogs of Queens
County, for instance, cut it into two districts, the fishing
and commercial area in the south and the agricultural and

logging Northern District 1in the far northern corner of the
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“county, Between the two lie the lakes and begs of the Mer-
sey and DMedway river systems. The western corner of the
county is taken up by the Lake Rossignol reservoir and rela-
ted ponds of the Mersey system. It is largely roadless and
uninhabited, The Northern District is connected with Liver-
pool by Provincial Highway No.8ywhich in the other direction
connects with Annapolis koyal. The chief towns of the coast-
al part of the county, like those of Lunenburg County, are
on Highway No.3 and by it are linked with Halifax and other
chief points on the Soutu snore,

The settlement of Lunenburg County was more favored by
the topography than was that of Queens, The valley oi the
La Have River provides a corridor of arable land up to New
Germany, which 1s in a geologicul extension of the worthern
District of Queens,to which it 1s connected by a brancn line
railway and = secondary road. oridgewater 1s conanected with
Lew Geraany and Annavolis County by Hisnway No. 10, The
northern corncr of Lunenburg County rescmeles the western
corner of Queens except that it lacxks a huge reservoir lixe
Lake Rossignol and does possess two secondary roads thrdugh
to the iMinas Basin district,

Queens-Lunenburg has always boeon reloatively reuote,
like many another area in the province, wven troday the bulk
of thne population is centered 1n tne arca between Lunenburg
and Liverpool on the cowst and northward ubetween tne vealleys
of the Medway and La dave sivers. Settlemen{kbetwecn Liver-
pool and Shelburne to the southwest is sparse, and between
Chester, in Lunenburg County, and Halifax almost as sparse,
although to the traveller appearances are decelving. since
this is Halifax summer cottazge territory. The total popula-
tion of Queens County in 1951 was 12,9%44,0f whom 9,903 lived
within the area of inteasive field work, 1In Lunenburg the
total figure wos 33,256 of whom 24, 949 lived withn the ares
of intensive field work,
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Fishing and 1logging form the basis of the economy of
the Queens~Lunenburg district today as they did when the New
gngland settlers first chose Liverpool for their settlement
because it afforded just this cowmbination, The mejority of
the logs cuf today are for wood pulp, Virtuaelly =11 of the
pulpwood cut 1s processed right in the district at the mill
of the liersey Pulp and Paper Company at Brooklyn between the
Jersey and Medway Rivers near Liverpool, Since the building
of the pulp mill i1n 1927 a yeast plant using scme of the by-
products has been established alongside 1%,

In addition to being the home of & substantial banks
fishing fleet, Lunenburg 1s still a center for the building
of large wooden vessels and possesses repair shops for ves-
sels  of all kinds, Liverpool has a shipfitting and repair
company also,

Aside from thnose engaged 1n lccal commerce znd the
professions, the bulk of the populeation in both counties 1is
directly supoorted by farming, woods work, fishing, or a
combination of the three. There 1s also a seasonal tourist
“industry" which 1nveclves the renting of rooms and cabins,

and the guiding of hunting and fishing parties,

Settlement History

The present settlement -- or re-settlement -- of Nova
Scotia dates from the veriod when the English sought a
population which would be loyal to the Crown and help hold
the province once tnd for all for the British flag. Settlers
were sought on the European continent through the.pub-
lication c¢f a proclamation uaking an offer of free land
grants and favorable tax arrangementsla Some 1,615 settlers,
chiefly from Germany,with & few French-speaxing Montbeliards

and some Swiss, had been éathered at Halifax by L753 and in

1l --= Mather Byles DesBrisay, distory of the County of Lunen-
burg, Halifax, 1895, p.22.
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May of that year 1,453 of these were transported to a new
site on Merliguish Bay on the South Shore where they founded
the new town of Lunenburg (originally Luneburg)l° Although
by tradition many of these settlers were from the Rhenish
Palatinate and nearby lands the name is from Hanover and
may be due to the settlement of German veterans of the King's
service among the civilian immigrants.

Meanwhile representatives of interested groups from New
England began scouting for sites, especially in the Minas
Basin region, from which the hapless Acadians had just been
expelled. The New England influx began about 1760 with the
settlement of Chester, northeast of Lunenburg, by 65 granees
from Massachusetts Bay, and of Liverpool to the southwest by
70 families, apparently chiefly from Nantucket and Cape Coéa
In the following eight years the basis for continuing New
England influence3 was laid at Barrington and Yarmouth m the
South Shore; Annapolis, Granville, and Wilmot (now Aylesford)
in the Annapolis Valley; Cornwallis, Horton, Falmouth, and
Newport on Minas Basin; Amherst, Cumberland, and Jackville
(New Brunswick) on the Isthmus of Chignecto. Initially these
consisted of small groups of settlers, usually former neigh-
bors in the "old" colonies, Barrington was settled in 1761
by Nantucket and Cape Cod men who had established 48 families
there by the following year. Yarmouth had 50 familiesin 1763
and Annapolis and Granville, on oppcsite sides of the Annap-
olis River, had 140 families between them., Wilmot, in the
central part of the valley, was settled relatively late and
shows only 40 inhabitants in the 1767 census quoted below,
The Minas Basin group of colonies, whose improved farmlands

were especially attractive, were peopled by Settlers from

1 -- DesBrisay, pp.23 and 27.
2 -= Brebner, pp.50 and 55.
3 -- Brebner, p.24.
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rural Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and Connecticut, Probable
figures in 1763 were: Cornwallis, 656 persons; Horton, 689;
Falmouth, 356; and Newport, %45, The Chignecto Tegon in 1763
had three townships of New bkngland origin: Cumberland, Sack-
ville, and Amherst, reflecting Rhode Island interest and in-
cluding some disbanded New kngland soldiers, most of whom no
doubt had known the region in the campaign aganst the French
Fort Beauséjour, which commanded the isthmusl,

In 1768 a treaty was made at Fort Stanwix with the 5ix
Nations which opened up Kentucky and other western lands to
settlement, With these lands open, the tide of migratiodn
from the eastern colonies turned west and Nove Scotia was
neglectedzo New LBngland settlement dwindled but did not fal
completely. Although settlers were found from other sources
&s they had been to some extent during this major settlement
period from 1759--1768, a lew England dominance had been
established for quite some time to come, wWhile wholesale
movements became a thing of the past it is probable that ac-
quaintances and relatives of the original settlers continued
to come in, As Brebner comments, the 1lncrease from an esti-
mated 8,200 in 1763 to a minimum estimate of 17,500 in 1775
cannot be accounted for by natural increase and known immi-
gration3o .

Besides Lunenburg, the non-New England settlements
were Yorkshire farmers in the Isthmus of Chignecto4g a

beginning of Scottish immigration, along with a few from

1 -~ Brebner, pp. 55--61.
and ,
W.0. Sawtelle,"Acadia: The Pre~Loyalisy . Migration and
the Philadelphia Plantation", Pennsylvania Magazine of
History and Biography, vol. 51, p. 263,

2 -- Brebner, pp. 94 and 115.
3 —-- Brebner, p. 94.
4 -- Brebner, pp.ll4 and 119,
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western Maryland in Pictou Countyl, a strong Ulster settle-
ment about the head of ilinas Basinz, and a few scattered
settlements of returned Acadians,such as the one d;Pubn1005n
(Approximate settlement locations are summed up ‘in Fig. 4
on the following page.) A summary of the population situa-

tion is offered in the 1767 census return from the several

townships reprinted by Sawtelle4:
Township Americans Total
Amherst 29 123
Annapolis 370 513
Barrington 365 ) 376
Blandford 11 95
Cape Breton 170 707
Canso 73 519
Chester 175 231
Cornwallis 697 727
Cumberland 269 334
Dartmouth : 5 29
Dublin 60 107
Falmouth 200 292
Granville 350 2873
Halifax and environs 1,351 . 3,022
Hopewell 62 159
Horton 617 634
Lawrence 5 15
Liverpool 594 634

1 -- Sawtelle, pp. 279--281.

2 —— Brebner, p.5%9,
and
M'Robert, Patrick (Carl Bridenbaugh,ed.) A Tour Through
Part of the North Provinces of America,l774--1775,Edin-

burgh, 1776, as reprinted in The_ Pennsxlvanla Magazln
of History and Biography, April 1935, p.15.

3 -—— James F. More, The History of Queens County,Nova Scotig
Halifax, 1873, p. 2l.

4 -- Sawtelle, p, 267. The term American is interpreted by
Sawtelle as meaning almost always New Englander.
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Township _ Americans 7 Total
Londonderry 10 ' 148
Lunenburg 25 1,468
Maugervillel 235 - 261
Monck ton™ 7 60
Newport 242 279
Onslow 137 245
Sackville® 343 349
St. John Islandl 70 ' 519
Truro 0 301
Wilmont (Wilmot) 19 40
Windsor - 48 24%
Yarmouth 351 371
St. John Rivegr and 20 172
Cape Sable
6,913 13,374

This census shows the composition of settlement just
at the end of the early settlement period. The population
of the present counties of Lunenburg and Queens was at that

time made up approximately as follows:

Queens: . Lunenburg:
"Americans" Others "Americans'" Others
Liverpool 594 40 Blandford 11 84
Chester 175 56
Dublin 60 47
Lunenburg 25 1,443
“594 40 2711 1,610

Even assuming, as Sawtelle does, that the "Americans"

1l -~ Returns are for the country then known as Acadia., Sack-
ville, Monckton, and Maugerville are in New Brunswick ,
St. John Island is Prince Edward Island.

2 == Inexplicable; there are no adjacent points with these
names. The St. John River is in New Brunswick. Cape
Sable is at the extreme southern tip of Nova Scotia.
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were chiefly New Englanders, we can see that this region was
actually less strongly Yankee than the average in Nova Scotia
at this time. The "others" noted above are largely German,
those in Lunenburg, Liverpool,and Dublin almost exclusively,
those 1in Chester of uncertain origin, and those in Blandford
all English settlers from the old country. The net figure
for German settlement at that time would be about 1,500, The
maximum number of Yankees 865,

This is the basic population from which the culture of
Queens-Lunenburg derives, although there has been some less
clearly recorded settlement from other sources. It does not
appear that in any generation after this new settlers ever
rivalled the natives in numbers., The established elements of
the population in any generation were more numerous than the

accretions regardless of source. The Ninth Census of Canada,

1951, lists the population by national origin outside of the
North American continent. This reveals that 15,531 out of
33,183 in Lunenburg belong to the old German stock, For
Queens County the figures are less helpful since the Yankee
stock 1is lost amid a gehefal‘British Isles group which in-
cludes the descendants of Irish, Scots, and English settlers
who have come in small but steady numbers through seven or
eight generztions.. Another 1,598 of German extraction, no
doubt chiefly from Lunenburg County, are noted 1in Queens,
making the German representation 17,129 in a total population
of 45,800 -- the largest national stock in the Queens-Lunen-
burg area.

Culture Traits of Queens and Lunenburg Counties

There is 1little in Queens and Lunenburg Counties today
to distinguish the material cultures from one another, To
the casual observer New bkngland seems 1o prevdl in the land-
scape., The earlier surviving houses are of types to be found

“ in New England, the small Cape Cod house, the salt box,
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larger square two storey houses built around a central chim-
ney, and hiproofed variations of these. Later houses are of
familiar balloon frame construction with little to distingw
uish them from one anotner or frem those of much of the rest
of the United States and Canada. Lunenburg has its own
version of the storey-and~a-half Cape Cod house to be found
on the  hillside in Lunenburg town itself., These zll face
the harbor and each has a baywindowed dormer projecting over
the front doorstep, which apparently served the same purpose
as the widows walk of New kngland, affording a vantage point
for watching the ships. They seem to be a local development
and are not found in Liverpool whose townsite is flat.

Both counties seem to have shared the general develop
ments of North American house architecture. The primary in-
formant in Milton, Queens County. lived in a comparatively
"pure" Cape Cod house to which a nineteenth century tower had
been added at one corner, The secondary informent,who lived
next door, had a "newer" house which reflected a classic re-
vival influence. The informant at Five Houses lived in a
massive, symmetrically arranged, late ninefeenth century
house with a mansard roof. It looked out of place among the
surrounding six houses, all Cape Cod types,

Farm architecture isin contrast with that of the towns
and fishing villages. It is less coherent in type. Almost
always the structures are ad 1ib expansions of earlier simple
cottages. All feature large, comfortable kitchens, and mod-
ern improvements have been zdded as they came along without
completely displacing older equipment, LKElectrified homes
still have lamp brackets; hooks remain unused that once held
carcases during home butchering; the hznd water pump stands
in good working order at sinks now served with running water;
and the iron range, either wood-burning or converted to oil,
shares many a kitchen with newer oil or electric stoves

which cannot be depended upon for much heat,
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Barns are generally of a siuple peaked type, seldom
attached to the houses, and often wiph a leanto added at the
side to house the cattle. The barn itself is chiefly for
the storage of hay in a loft above and in hay bays at the
sides, with room to drive a wagon in between,

One feature of Lunenburg's material culture often
associated with the county‘is tne characteristic ox yoke,
Unlike the bowed yoke in broad use in the pioncer period of
this continent, which fit on the beasts' necks, this yoke is
strapped to the horns, It has become characteristic of a
wide areain Nova Scotia and can be found in all the counties
of the southwestern lobe of the province. In contrast the
famous Lunenburg fishing fleet shares North Atlantic designs
in its dories (rowboats) and its vessels (schooners), while a
distinctive Nova Scotia motorboat, originating in JShelburne
County, the Cape Island type, 1s also used in the offshore
fishery,

Non-Material Culture

The people are simple and hospitable., In the inland
farming districts cash incomes are not large, but most fanm-
ilies seem to 1live comfortably though simply, and freely
share what they have with visitors -- even dialect field
workers, It is an area of self-respect and tolerance which
seem to justify the partisan claims of local historians,

With the exception of language, only the church affil-
iation affords a clear index of the cultural past. Some of
the folklore seems to reflect a distinctively German hertage
but adequate collections have not been published from the
surrounding'Eounties, so comparison with Miss Creighton's
work is not possible.

Originally the majority of Lunenburg settlers belonged
gither to the Lutheran or the Reformed church. The Church

of England maintained a missionary of the JSociety for the
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Propagation of the Gospel in the province for many years in
the early period of settlement and attracted many tb the es-
tablished church, Difficulty in obtaining clergy from +the
European Reformed Churches resulted ina drift of the Reformed
group into the Presbyterian Church, The Lunenburg Reformed
congregation was first served by a minister of the Church of
Scotland in 1837%

Lutherans continued to receive German-speaking clergy
either from the old country or from Pennsylvania until well
toward the end of the nineteenth century.

The bulk of tne earlier settlers of Queens County were
Congregationalists but in the 1770s there was an "awakening"
which resulted in the formation of an indigenous Baptist
Church2o A later division gave the county a small body of
Disciples of Christ. A somewhat distorted image of this
feature of the cultural past may be 'seen in the table which
follows3¢ The union of most of the Congregationalists,Meth-
odists, and some Presbyterians in the United Church of Canada
in 1926 has caused the distortion.

Lunenburg Total Queens _ Total
Population Population
Baptist 5,145% 33,256 3,705 12,544
Disciples 23 652
C., of K, 10,869 3,445
Reformed 39 1
Lutheran 7,564 147
1l -- DesBrisay, p. 92.
2 —— M,W,Armstrong, The Great Awakening in Ngva Scot1a--l776

to 1809, Ph.D.Thesis, Harvard, 1944,
%3 —— Ninth Census of Canada, 1951,

4 —— Of this total almost 2,000 are in Chester, a New England
settlement somewhat removed to the East from the core of
Lunenburg County.
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Lunenburg Total Queens Total
Population Population
Presbyterian 1,573 33,256 47 12,544
United 6,577 3,365

From the last census before church union we have the follow-

. . 1
ing figures :

Congregational 560 33,742 671 9,944
Methodist 5,427 2,052
Presbyterian 3,622 102

Lunenburg Disacculturation

The loss of most distinctive culture traits in Lunen-
burg County 1is part of a transformation whose most remark-
able outward sign 1s the development eof a group of "land-
lubbers" into a community of nouted sailors and fishermen.
Unlike their Queens County neighbors, who chose their rocky
lands because of possibilities of combining fishery with
lumbering which they haed noted wnen they had fished off those
coasts 1in earlier days, the Lunenburgers were settled on
their bay to suit the stretegic convenience of a world power.
When they developed their fishery is not fully known, The
first generation of their colony presumably stuck very close
to farmingz, but some time between settlement and the turn
of the century the farmers and woodsmen of Lunenburg had
taken to the sea. In 1818 the port of Lunenburg shipped
5,320 quintals (1 quintal = 112 lbs. dry weight) of fish in
a little over two months. The greater growth of the fishery,
however, seems to have come after 18503c This change in the

econocmics of the county seems to have been in especially

1l -- Sixth Census of Canada, 19721,

2 —— cf. Brebner, p.53.
3 —— DeSBrlsay, po464o
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close step with the loss of the German language. Long con-
tinued in the German churches, although lost by the Reformed
after 1837 (See p.27) , the language was used in 1880
on the special occasion of the 350th anniversary of the
Augsburg Confession, which was read in German, “"Although
many in the audience could not understand the German tongue,
yet the older people, and the better educated, could, and a
respectful hearing was obtained to the close"l; The major
address on this océasion was given in EkEnglish. More signif-
icant, perhaps, are the epitaphs which as early as.l793
begin to appear in knglish zlthough tney celebrate the lives
of members of patently German families. Yet mixed .with
these are many others in German, the latest of those recorded
by DesBrisay being 18032. Bibles and devotional books bear
German inscriptions as late as 17773 and a Lunenburg pastor
prepared a German office book which he had published in
Philadelphia in 1816 for wuse in the county4a In 1951,78
residents of the county listed German as their mother tongue.
These are presumably all members of the oldest generation

who "know the old Dutch language".

The Loyalist Migration

Although 1its effect within the immediate area of in-
tensive 1investigation was slight, the Loyalist migration
which began after the end of the Americazn Hevolution helped
to surround the Germans of Lunenburg County more completely
with English-speaking neighbors. This no doubt hastened the
process of disacculturation, including the gradual loss of
the German language.

L In relation to the province at large it is very dif-
ficult +to estimate Loyalist influence. Such was the nature

of the "migration" that few remained where they were landed

-- DesBrisay, p.99.
-- Dessrisay, pp.s3d7 and 338.
DesBrisay, p. 389.

R Y, B o
|
|

-= Des Brisay, p.22.
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in the province and a large but undetermined number actually
returned to the victorious <colonies, while others sought
civilization in England or the West Indies. Within the area
of intensive4 field work, however, we have a fairly full
record of Loyalist settlementlo To the south-west of Liver-
pool a remnant of the British Legion was settled at Port
"Mouton on a shallow, exposed bay in October, 1783 -- 125
veterans of Tarleton's forces who, with their . dependents,
according to tradition, totalled "something over 300" 2.
Land grants registered in 1784 designate 102 granteés as
belonging to the Leg;ion3° Of these, however, only 42 are
represented in the census return of 1737 for the area of the
present Queens County. (In that period Queens and the pres-
ent Shelburne and Yarmouth counties were one administrative
anit.) The total number of their families is 157 in a totai
population of 1,1164° The dissipation of the Port Mouton
settlers 1is not presented here as an accurate index of the
fate of Loyalist settlement generally, but it possibly
represents the average. _

If the net Loyalist settlement in Queens County is
small in proportion to the established population it is even
less noticeable in Lunenburg County. There 121 Loyalist
grénts were made, chiefly in and around the old New England
settlement of Chester., Only five appear to have been made

in the southwestern half of the county under study here5°

1 -- Marion Gilroy, Loyalists and Land Settlement in Nova
3cotia, Public Archives of Nova Scotia Publication No.4,
Halifax, 1937.

2 == Thomas H., Raddall,"Tarleton's Legion", Collections of
the Nova Scotia Historical Society,vol.28, 1947, p.Z24.

3 —— Gilroy, pp. 72-=T75.

4 -- Return published in Report of the Board of Trustees of the
Public Archives of Nova Scotia, Halifax, 1935, pp.56 —=
6l.

5 == Gilroy, pp. 67--69,
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It is difficult to tell how many were added to the
population. of the province as a whole. Brebner estimates
the population at between 17,000 and 18,000 in 1775; the net
accretion to this number in the Loyalist migration must also
be estimated. Miss Gilroy lists approximately 4,500 grants.
If the Port Mouton grantees appearing in the 1787 census
return are typical, this figure should be multiplied by about
four to find the probable total of refugee families. Thus
we arrive at a reasonably firm figure of = 18,000 additional
settlers on the land. This does not, of course, include
Loyalists who were able to establish themselves in the older
towns, nor can it account for grants given ﬁp within a
single generation. (The disappearance of more than half the
British Legion settlers between 1783 and 1787 cannot be taken
as typical, since their locationwas particularly unpromising
-~ and of course the abandonment of a grant does not mean
that the grantee left the province.) At any rate it is
reasonable to suppose that with the ebb of the Loyalist wave
Nova Scotia had at least doubled in population.

However numerous, the Loyzlist group was not homogene-
ous, and certainly a large part of it was from the same New
England colonies which had dominated earlier settlement.
Moreover, fzmily connections with the established settlers
must have tended to keep this part of the influx stable, To
what extent any part of the Atlantic seaboard is represented
is hard to tell since origin by place or military unit is an
item more often than not missing from the recofds. There is
just enough indication by characteristic names and unit des-
ignations to suggest that, initially at least, the colonies
were all represented among Loyalistis in Nova Scotia.

Post-Loyalist Settlement

Later settlement 1is even less easy to trace. The

Scottish settlement of Pictou and Antigonish Counties on the
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mainland, and of Cape Breton Island, is well documented but
lies outside the area of New England and German settlement.
For the rest people came gs individuals and families, and
since the Loyalist settlement no substantial single group
has moved into southwest Nova Scotia,

Relative Grouth of Nova Scotia and
Queens and Lunenburg Counties

The growth of populztion is represented on the graph
on the following page (Fig.5) which shows the relative pop-
ulation changes of Queens and Lunenburg Counties and of the
province in terms of percentages of the 1871 population.
The rates of growth are sharply contrasted, Lunenburg, a
substantial port in the auays of the wooden ships, falls be-
hind +the province in rate of gain in 1901 and never regains
its lead, Queens, on the other hand, shows no appreciable
growth until 1931 when the county is seen to be recovering
from a chronic population slump., It is notable that in this
depression year only Queens is gaining in population, Two
chief factors in this gain are the opening of the pulp mill
and the generally poor conditions of employment outside the
province. Queens and to some extent Lunenburg have been
steady exporters of manpower, with many of the young people
seeking employment in New England or in "Canada" (Ontario
and Quebec). I discovered a case in point on my return from
the field in 1952, On visiting a friend in Worcester 1
learned that his secretary was the granddaughter of my in-
formant in New Germany. My own great uncle from Milton served
his apprenticeship as & carpenter in and around Boston,

The picture in the area in general, and Queens in par-
ticular, 1is one of a stable population unaffected by mass
influxes over a period of 18% years from the close of the
basic settlement period in 1767 to the last year of field
work,
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Choice of Communities

Within the area of intensive field work the communi-
ties were chosen representatively. First the original focal
settlements were accounted for, This resulted in ihe selec~
tionof 25 Milton (settled simultaneously with Liverpool) and
2% Lunenburg. The chief market town and crossroad of the
South Shore 1is 253 Bridgewater. The early coastal settle-
ment is covered by 23%a Blue Rocks, 23b Five Houses, 23e
Voglers Cove, 25a Port Medway, and 25b Port Mouton. The
farming villages of 25c¢c South Brookfield and 23f New Germany
represent the later-settled inland portions of both counties.
The informant at 23d Molega Road was chosen less for his
precise location than for his occupation. He represents the
professional woodsman -- lumberman, guide, and fishwarden --
and although his residence is only a few miles from South
Brookfield he represents the sparsely inhavited wooded areas
in general. Another record at 23c¢c Getsens Cove was intended
. to complete the picture by covering the side of the mouth of
the La Have River opposite Five Houses (as Voglers Cove and
Port Medway cover the barrier of Port Medway harbor and the
mouth of the Medway) but objections tb the interviews on the
part of a dominant member of the housencld cut chort the
record, About one third complete, it is referred to only
incidentally here, |

Qutside the area of intensive field work communities
were chosen from those cvailable in Alexander's field records
to account as closely as possible for the counties in which
"Americans" predominated in the 1767 census or to fill gaps
between such districts -- for instance, 41 Bass River. Some-
times +these are fairly remote from the districts they are
supposed to cover (like 47 Diligeant River, which represents
Cumberland County whose "American" settlements were actually

very close the the Hew Brunswick border some 30 miles away
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across the peninsula). On the whole, however, these commun-
ities are fairly representative and as a result of Alexander's
fortunes in the field Digby County, which was .filled up rel-
atively late, is over-represented., Halifax, since 1749 the
capital of Nova Scotia, and the meeting place of fishermen,
lawmakers, and merchants,from not only the - whole peninsula
but from England and the older colonies as well, is represen-

ted by records 20 and 21. The communities and informants are
described in Appendix A.



CHAPTER III

The Vocabulary of Southwest Nova Scotia

In seeking the characteristic features of the English
of Lunenburg County it would be well first to get a clear
notion of the featuresof the speech of the immedi=zately sur-
rounding region. With these established a clearer view of
the peculiarities of the dialect of the formerly German-
speaking colony will emerge,

In the 1light of the settlement history of southwest
Nova Scotia it would not be surprising to find features of
vocabulary parallelling those in use in almost any part of
the Eastern United States. A number of tables in Kurath's

Word Geography afford a starting point for comparisonl° In

these Kurath classifies features 1in a number of regions
grouped under the headings of the chief dialect areasg North-
ern, Midland, and Southern., Of his three classifications,
"regular", "fairly common'",and "rare",only the first is used
in the compilation of the following table of features which
are also found in the southwestern Nova Scotia records. The
initials to the right of each noted feature indicate the
chief dialect area or areas in which each has been tabulated

by Kurath as "regular": N = Northern, M = Midland, and S =

Southern, \ N )
Table I Parallels Jetween l.ova 3cotia
and the Eastern United States

piazza NS pail N
gutter NS bucket MS
spout M spicket MS
haycock NM poke - MS
stone wall N burlap NM
stone fence M whiffletree N
singletree SM

1 -~ Kurath, Hans, A Word Geography of the Eastern United
States, Ann Arbor,; University of Michigan Press, 1949,
pp. 12, 28, 29, 38, 48, 59,

36
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Table 1

(Continued)
stone boat NM harslet NS
sawbuck M johnnycake N
bawl M fassnacks
moo ~ NM  thick milk M
low S husks NM
whinny, whinner NM angleworm N
whicker S earthworm S
clook M |

At first sight this list seems to confirm the reason-
able expectation that in its vocabulary southwest Nova Scotia
might yield evidence of legacies from settlers who came from
diverse parts of the eastern United States. There are in
the preceding list 14 features which parallel Northern terms
17 Midland, and 10 Southern. However,the amountoﬁ'overlap in
the dialect areas of the eastern United States to which these
may be_compared limits their usefulness seriously. The im-
mediate exclusion of all features tabulated for more than
one of these areas reduces the list to 5 features tabulated
only for the North, 7 tabulated only for the Midland, and 3
tabulated only for the South. Of these a number more have
minor representation in sub-regions of other dialect areas.

They are examined in detail in the following pages.

Southern Features

On closer examination the remaining three tabulated
‘Southern features are a doubtful representation. Although
low is common from Baltimore on south, it.also occurs in
southern New England alongside the form 1lo0, which 1is not
characteristic of the Southlc Southwestern Nova Scotia rec-
ords show three occurrences of low and twelve of . loo, fur-

ther suggesting that low in Neva Scotia may well be attrib-

1 -- Kurath, Word Geography, p.62 and F96,
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uted to the New England settlers.

wWhicker, while atrong from lDelaware south through the
Virginia tidewater and the Carolinas, has considerable,
though less predominant, representation along the lower JSus-
quehanna and in southeast New kngland from the lower Connec-
ticut to Cape Cod and the islands offshore, and in Maine
areas settled from Plymouth and Cape Cod. In New Ehgland
this is yielding to whinnxlo

Earthworm as a folk word maintains itself a little
better under close examination, It is recorded in the coastal
South all the way from the Virginia tidewater through the
Carolinas in a band broadening gradually to a maximum depth
of about 150 miles. It also occurs in New Englandz. This
feature should also be considered with caution in any attempt
to draw parallels with the scuthern coastal states,

There thus appears to be no single Southern feature at
present in use in southwest Nova Scotia which cannot be ac-

counted for from some other source.

Midland Features

The relatively strong Midland list maintains itself
rather better in the face of careful scrutiny. Three features
must, however, be eliminated, The first is spouts. In the
forms spouts, wzterspouts, rain spouts, and spouting it is
very closely limited to the North Midland and West Virginia,

but in the form eaves spouts it is used in the upper Connec-
ticut valley and for some distance to the east without actu-
ally being recorded on the ccast. Relics are found in east-
ern New kEngland, espécially in Rhode Island, and on Cape Cod

1 —-— Kurath, Word Geography, p. 63 and F97.

2 -- Kurath, Word Geography, p. 74 and F35,
Handbook, p.Z2.
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and Nantucketl,

Stone fence 1is chiefly a North Midland and Maryland

feature, but a scattering of occurrences are recorded in the
Northern area, notably on Martha's Vineyard and in the towns
of Yarmouth and Denmark in Maine. These Maine towns drew a
large part of their earliest settlers from Plymouth and And-
over, Mass., respectively2o The feature is not recorded for
the regions of the two older towns,

Bawl for the cry of a calf is guite firmly restricted
to western New Jersey and Pennsylvania, with the exception
of the German area and the northern counties, and Virginia
and the Carolinas from the Blue Ridge westwardB. It does,
however, appear in the New England recordsin a scattering of
localities, notably in Plymouth County, on Cape Cod, and in
York County, Me. It must also be taken out of consideration
as a distinct Midland parallel to Nova Scotia vocabulary.

Sawbuck is another feature which extends nominally into
the Northern area, but it is of a rather speciél nature, It
is a strong feature of the German settlement area of Pennsyl-
vania and is to be found in Maryland, the Shenandoah Valley,
on the wupper Potomac in West Virginia, and on the Yadkin in
North Carolina. Here Kurath assumes that its origin is in
the German S#gebock. It also appears in the Dutch settlement
area and is to be found over an area extending from Western
New England to the Lehigh and Susquehanna. In these places

it is assumed to have originated in the Dutch zaagbock4°

Kurath, Word Geography, p. 53.
—-- Kurath, Handbook, pp. 364 and 368.
Kurath, Word Geography, p. 62.

&~ -
!
I

Kurath, Word Geography, p. 99.
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The remaining three parzllel features are closely re-
stricted to the Midland area in their occurrence in the east-

ern United States. Fassnacks for doughnuts is restricted “to

the - Pennsylvania German areal,.while clook for setting hen,
also typical of the Pennsylvania German region, is used,.wita

variants, from the Delaware to the Ohio., It is rare outside

the state of Pennsylvania2° Thick milk for sour milk has a
similar extent, plus some relics in thé Mohawk Valley where
Palatines settled in the pre-Revolutionary period3.

It willbenoted that all of the four "Midland" featgres
which are confirmed by this examination are of German origin
(or German and Dutch), and that Nova Scotia has its own re-
sources for producing such features in the knglish which de-
veloped there, Presumably the Palatine settlers of Lunenburg
County might as readily have brought these homely_ terms over
into their English as their Pennsylvaniea cousins did. Lunen-
burg occurrences of these features probably result from par-
allel development, and no direct Midland influence need be

inferred, but the recordingof thick milk at 47 Diligent River,

and 62 Rockford, along with sawbuck at 41 Bass River, all com-
munities with scant contact with Lunenburg County,suggests
possible Midland influence through Loyalist settlement, This

inference 1is reinforced by the recording of possible Midland

features stone fence and bawl at 62 and 41, and stone fence

at 474,

1L -- Kurath, Word Geography, p. 69.

2 -- Kurath, Word Gedgrephy, p. 63.

3 -- Kurath, Word Geography, p. 70.

4 —- One or more of these last four features was recorded Dby
Raven 1. McDavid,Jdr., in Welland, Kingston, :@and Brock-
ville, Ontario, Loyalist settlement centers.
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Northern Features

Of the five parallels of Northern features which are not
listed for other regions in Kurath's tables, four survive
close scrutiny, The feature .which must be eliminated 1is
angleworm, While in the main restricted to the northern area
it is found in a number of "islands" in the southern coastal
regionl, The other four wre either restricted to New England
or to the New England settlement area with their centers of
diffusion in New Ekngland,

Stone wall is predominant in New England and as far west

as central New York State, It extends to the southern border

of Pennsylvania in the extreme eastern part of the state in

heavy competition with stone fence, and might be considered

purely Northern only with some reservations, By contrast
pail extends only to the limits of the Northern area as out-

lined Dby Kurath2; Whiffletree 1is a New Ehgland and Hudson

Valley termj, and johnnycake is aname for corn bread through-

out all New England except Rhode Island, with relics in New
York City and khew Jersey4o A

The map on the following page (Fig.7) indicates the
distribution of the las% tﬁree Northern features in southwest
Nova Scotia. It will be noted that theilr extert 1is much
wider than that of the quasi-Midland features,

General Indications of Eastern
United States Features in Nova Scotia

Although detailed examination has eliminated most of the
apparently typical regional terms it has not changed the main
indications, The Northern area, especially New kngland affords

the only clearly demonstrable parallels, in keeping with indi-

-— Kurath, Word Geography, p. 74-

—= Kurath, Word Geography, F3, F66,

Kurath, Word Geography, p. 13.

S~ W o -
!
|

~- Kurath, Word Geography, p. 67.
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cations in the meximum list of possible regional parallels
on pages 36 and 37, Altnough this list shows only 14 North-
ern features against 17 Midland the totzl of actual responses
in the field recordsis 201 versus 142. The number of actual
responses from the maximum Southern list is only 8l.

Three features of the lists remain to be accounted for,

spicket, poke, and singletree. In no combination listed by

Kurath are these included among the Northern features. They
are a residue of typical Midland and Southern responses.

Spicket for water faucet actually is recorded (in that form

or ' as agigot) in a scattered dozen communities in New Eng-
land --in Connecticut, southwestern Massachusetts, or Narra-
gansett Bay and DMassachusetts Bay, and in southern Maine.
Poke seems to be a real Midland and Southern parallel but is
recorded umerely as "heard" (but not used) by a rather book-
ish informent at 21 Halifax and is therefore suspect, Single-
tree is an equally authentic Midland and Southern feature
and seems more reliably recorded in Nova Scotia, but only
once, as the second cnoice of an informant at 29 Kemptville.

This small sample of available parallels between Nova
Scotian vocabulary features and those of the eastern United
States leaves us, then, with no evidence of purely Southern
influence; only a trace of Midland influence or combined Mid-
land and Southern influence, weakened by the existence of an
indigenous source for features of German origing and a con-
firmation of the social historian's impression of a strong

. , 1
Yankee impress on much of Nova Scotia .

1l -- cf. Brebner, p. 24: "...the mark of New England has al-
ways been evident in Nova Scotia, largely because of
strong regional influences, but perhaps more because
the New Englanders who moved in after 1760 1laid the
abiding foundations of Nova Scotian lifes They and Nova
Scotia itself worked upon the Loyalists and other sub-
sequent immigrants to produce an amalgam far more similar
to New Hampshire and Mzine than to the other Loyalist
refuge in Upper Canada.,"
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The Mark of New Bngland

A more precise notion of the nature of Yankee influ-

ence on Nova Scotian vocabular& is indicated by about two
dozen features elicited in southwest Nova Scoticz which have
geographically restricted distribution in New England. When
these features ‘are considered we find that every community
studied 1in Nova Scotia yields at least one, with the eXxcep#
tion of 27 Baccaro. In New England the situation is about
the same, with one feature at least being found in almost
every community studied. But when we shift our focus to
those communities yielding five or more of these . features
we find the regions of parallel occurrence sharply restricted
both in Nova Scotia and in New England. In Nova Scotia the
area shrinks in proportions but is Still apparently continu-
ous except for Halifax-Dartmouth (See Fig.8, following page.)
In New England this shift in focus results in three chief
areas and one lone outlying community, 8 Danbury-Bethel, in
southwestern Connecticut,
The three chief areas are (See Fig.9, p.47):

1l)Southeastern Massachusetts and Narragansett Bay,
Block Island and Nantucket;

2)Southern New Hampshire and northern Essex County,
Massachusetts;

3)Cumberland and Kennebec Counties in Maine.

Within these areas not every community yields five or
more features from the 1list., Fig.9, p.48, indicates the
communities under consideration here as well as the . approx-
imate outlines of +the areas mentioned. With the excep-
tion of 190 Haverhill and 194 Newburyl all communities of

regions 2) and 3) (and even the baffling outlier, 8 Danbury-

1 —= Community numbers for New England are those of the Hand-
book of the Linguistic Geography of New England, in which
the communities are described on pp. 175--230.
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Bethel 1in Connecticut) can be linked through settlement with
area 1), as can all Nova Scotia communities under consider-
ation here, with the exceptionof 20-21 Dartmouth-Halifax, and
the three Lunenburg communities, 23 Lunenburg, 23d Bridge-
wa.2r, and 23f New Germany, Thus settlement here seems to
have determined vocabulary.

The relationship of communities 190 and 194 in New Eng-
land to the vocabulary sample under discussion here is diffi-
cult to determine., These towns, unlike the rest, were orig-
inally settled from Englandl° Their relatively high degree
of correlation here may originate in England or it may be the
result of diffusion from older settlements in southeastern
New England. The situation in Lunenburg is much clearer,
There the only possible source of these vocabulary features
is the neighboring Yankee communities.

The 1list developed from these investigations is given
below with general 'indications of the areas in which these
responses‘were elicited. The list 1is restricted to those
features found in communities of Nova Scotia yielding five
5r more features of the original list as well as in one or
aore of the groups of New England communities yielding five
or more featurés of the originel list. A full listing of oc-

currences community by community is to be found in Appendix 3B,

" Teble 11 hovs Scotia and lew “ngland Parallels

New England Queens Lunenburg Other N.S.
1} 2) 3)
sunup X X
sundown X X X X
clearing X X X X
tempest' X x X
vortico X X x
gutters X X X X

1 -- Kurath, Word Geography, p. 189.
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Table II

New England Queens Lunenburg Other N.S.

1) 2) 3) -
hay heap X X X
leanto X X
wood horse X X X X
umb(e)rel X X
blare x X X
baa X X
neigh X b'd X X X X
brooder X X X X
broody hen X X X
bannockl X X X X X X
curd2 p. X X X
steep coffee X X X X X
earthworm X X X X
rainworm b e ' X
was taken sick x X X

Although it is inferred that much of this sample is a
legacy from the Massachusetts Bay, Plymouth, and Cape Cod
colonies it is striking that there is an immense hole in the
center of the eastern Massachusetts area., Plymouth itself
does not rank as one of the communities considered here and,
indeed, there is only one coamunity considered in the whole
of Plymouth County. Only half of the Cape Cod communities
are represented. This situation is a typical result of lin-
guistic diffusion. Often features of language will survive
longer or less changed in areas settled fromor under the in-

fluence of some older community. Innovations replace the

1 —— In New England sought as Indian bannock,an unleavened .
corn preparation. In Nova Scotia bannock refers to an
unleavened wheat flour prepazration well known among
woodsmen, but used by others as the name for a pigs'
food made from spoiled flour,

.2 == Includes curd cicese and cheese curd,




=50~

earlier features in the older settlement so that it often ap-
pears in contrast with areas surrounding it and _has rela-
tively little in common with areas some distance away which
wére settled from it. This is true not only where_ Plymouth
proper has been "bleachgd out" but can be seen in the higher
total of parallel responses in Queens County than for any of
the subdivisions of New England. In part this reflects not
only early settlement from New kngiand but also influence
-from diverse individual towns and localities in the older
colonies. Queens County yields 19/21 of the revised list in
contrast with 13/21 for Rhode Island and 16/21 for eastern
Massachusetts, Nove Scotia also reveals a higher individual
total of listed responses in 11/21 for 25 Milton than we can
find in New England (9/21 for 150 Boston and 8/21 for 124
Nantucket), Nova Scotia has four communities with more than
eight responses from the revised list,

dova Scotia is thus said to bBe a typical relic area, a

region where older forms are preserved. Many of the features
cited =are in no danger of dying out where they occur in New
England but the tendency for there to be fewer of them found
in any one community is symptomatic., The classification of
Nova Scotia as a relic area, however, is no assurance that
disappearing features of New England speech will be found

there. For example, the term conductors for eavestroughs

failed to appear in any of the records of the more strongly
"Yankee" communities, although 1t has ameager representation
in area 1), It turns up, surprisingly, as one of the two New
kEngland parallels at 23b Five Houses. Another item excluded
from the final list above was eace worm, which occurs once at
62 Rockport as a memorial to Rhode Island interest in the
Chignecto region almost two hundred years ago. It survives
as a term for angleworm in Rhode Island,

Nf the lexical reltos-listed by Kurath in the HandbooR

1l -- Kurath, Handbook, pp. 5 and 6,
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only porch in the sense of ell, curd(cheese), noted above,

. 1 . . .
and rain worm for eartnhworm were recorded in Nova Scotia.

Lexical Contrasts Between
Lunenburg and Queens Counties

As we have noted, Lunenburg'Countyjs adjacent to a rel-
atively "pure" Yankee county, Queens, which yields the
strongest fepresentation of southeast New England lexical
features in the whole of southwest Nova Scotia, at 25 Milton.
There 1is thus an opportunity to make a close comparison be-
tween the features of the German-settled county and one of
the most typically Yankee speech communities in the province,
Because of neighborly relations extending over almost 200
years we might"well expect that some reciprocal influence
would have been felt,

It is not surprising, therefore, to find on further
examination that lexical contrasts between Lunenburg and
Queens are not as sharp as their disparate settlement histor-
ies and the example of the Pennsylvania Dutch region at
first suggest. There are, however, peculiar terms which set
Lunenburg County off from the others. These include features
of German origin and some non-German terms which contrast
with usage in the areas immediately adjacent to Lunenburg
County. These are 1listed below in two sets, Set L-1 con-
sists of items recorded only in Lunenburg County er immedi-
ately adjacent points, These are chiefly German in origin
although some are not distinctively German, and two patently
German features are assigned to the second list.

This second 1list, L-2, is made up of features which
are not limited to the Lunenburg area, but serve to set it off
from adjacent lécalities investigated. "Outside" occurrences

are always at some distance.,

1l -- Suspect in a province which once contained a German-
speaking county. However, only one instanceis recorded,
at 28 Shag Harbor, rcmotc from Lunenburg where it could
have been derived by loan translation from Regenwurm.
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List L-1
the paper wants (predicts)‘rain /winklaizs/(three-cornered
‘ tear) '
snits (dried apple slices) get awake
Daks Day (Feboz)l (and in trans-~ cellar porch (structure
lation as "Badger Day") sheltering outside cellar
entry)
hay heap pair of oxen
troft (trough) clook, cluck, clucker
(setting hen3
vootsie! (call to pigs) /'fosnak/,./frsn?t/ (doughnut)
/hankes/(cottage cheese) all (all gone)

sick in his stomach

lhost of tnese items can in some way be associated with

the German background of the county. but gellar porch, troft,

and sick in his stomach cannot so easily be associated, Geo-

graphical distributions of features in list L-1 are recorded
in Figs. 10, 11, 12, and 13 on the four following pages. These
contribute strongly to the delineation of Lunenburg Couﬁty as
a distinct dialect area distingushed, for instancé, from
Queens County, and reflecting a much more striking contrast
in earlier generationso‘

Ten other items occur Dbeth 1n and eround Lunenburg

County and again some distance away,

List L-2
dry spell sitting rcom
chimbley (chimney) porch (ell)
wagon tongue sawbuck
scythestone neigh
thick milk got sick

The geogrephical distributicn of this list is shown in Figs.,

14 and 15 on pages 57 and 58, and in Figs. 23--31 on  pages
69 -- T8,

1 -~ The first five features in L-1 are found only in the CWS
and therelore are not comprehensive of county usage. The
term vootsie: was elicited only through the SWS,
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Attempts to evaluate these iscglosses as they stand will
lead to confusion, To summarize the relative participation
of the various communities under consideration in these fea~
tures of vocabulary a simplified "participation map" is pro-
vided 1in Fig. 16 on the icllowing page. The 19 items in the
test 1list include all the features of list L-1 which are
available both in the 3SWS and CWS, and =2ll the items of list
L-2, For simplicity the map jumps from the highest total, 14,
at 23b Five Houses to the liné encircling those communities
yielding Dbetween 9 and 13 of the features of the test list.
This boundary encircles a group of communities showing a rel-
atively smooth gradation 1in numbers of features elicited.
Below 9 the total jumps to 6 (for 25 Milton only) and 5 (for
35 Waterville and 22 Sambro) after which the gradation shades
off gradually to the bare representation by one feature each
of 39 Stewiacke, 47 Diligent River. and 62 Rockport, Bound-
aries are provided arbitrarily for the groups of communiiies
yielding 5 and 6 features and those vielding 3 and 4,

Table ITI

Relative Participation
in Lunenburg Test Lists

23b Five Houses 14 32 North Range 4
23 Lunenburg 12 27 Bacecgro 3
23e Voglers Cove 12 28 Shag Harbor 3
23d Bridgewater 10 31 Danvers 3

23f New Germany 10 23~%4 Victoria Beach 3
25a Port Medway 9 20-21 Dartmouth-Halifax 3
2%a Blue Rocks 9 30 Scuthville 3
25 Milton 6 37 Forest Hills 3
22 Sambro p) 254 Molega 2
35 South Waterville 5 41 Bass River 2
29 Kemptville 4 47 Diligent River 1
25b Port Mouton 4 62 Rockport 1
25c South Brookfield 4 39 Stewiacke 1
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Quaens County offers little to parallel the L-1 list,
Only +two items in the worksheets yield responses centered in
Queens County without occurrences outside the Queens-Lunenburg
area, These are clearing (of the weather, without Qg or off)
and /ju/ (ewe, female sheep)D‘SeeF&gJU?(nlthefbllowing page.
These are included in a general Queens County list along with
parallels of the L-2 list (features with occurrence in and
around Queens County and again at.some diétan069 represented
by blat, Fig. 29). These merge gradually with responses such
as matter, Fig. 17, which are found over much of socuthwest
Nova Scotia, and are represented in the same general list,

Che general Queens County list includes the following features:

clearing tempest drought, drouth
Living room veranda eavestrough

ell haycock gutter

goad stopple, stopper faucet
comforter, comfortable /ju/ (ewe) stoneboat

blat . low, loo troth
aftercrop, aftergréss, /jok/ (yolk) whinny, whicker
afterfeed curds,
angleworm whiskers bonnyclapper
was taken sick matter

The geographicsal dsitribution of these fesfuresisillustrated
in Figs. 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, and 22 on the following six pages
and in Figs. 23 through 31 on pages 69 through 78,

A useful sub-list 1is provided by the following mnine
items which yield responses in direct contrast between the
two counties:

drouth vs. dry spell living room vs., sitting room

el vs. porch | haycock vs., hay heap

troth vs. troft | bonnyclapper vs. thick milk
curd(s)

biat vs. bawl o whicker vs., neigh

was taken sick vs., got sick
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This type of list, which makes possible the comparison
of directly competing forms, peruits a table like the one in
Fig, 23 on the following page, where each community is assigned
a proportion indicating the relative strength of Queens (the
left hand figure) versus Lunenburg features., There are, of
course, competitors for all Queens and Lunenburg responses
listed so far, but only these nine provide direct contrast
between forms that can be regarded as characteristic of the
one or the other county?‘c If a line isdrawn between the com-
munities showing Queens usage predominant and those showing
Lunenburg responses in the lead we have a boundary which ef-
fectively sets off the Lunenburg ccmmunities investigated from
those in the surrounding area, The community of 73e Voglers
Cove is represented by an even balance between typical Queens
County features and thosé of Lunenburg. At 22 Sambro in Hal-
ifax County there is a siuwilur situction. Lunenburg repre-
sentation 15 comparatively strong along the coast in the
area of intensive investigation, with 25a Port hedway showing
as strong a representation as 2%b Five Houses and only slight-
ly less than 23 Lunenburg. and 29%b Port Mouton equelling the
representstion of Z3e and surpassing that of 23f New Germany,
Seyond the borders of Queens-Lunenburg on the coast and in-
land within Queens County, Lunenburg representaticn decreases
roughly in proportion to the distasnce from Lunenburg County.

The center of Lunenburg strengtnh in these figures 1lies
in 23d dridgewzter (1:8), 23b T'ive Houses (0:6), and 23 Lun-
enburg (2:7).

1l -— The figures given in the proportions rarely totzl 9, Many
communities provide more than one response for an item
and some none &t all, (See maps of the individual con-
trasts, Figs. 23 through 31 on the following pages.)
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Numbers of typical Queens responses, in contrast, de-
cline 1less sharply and less evenly with the distance from
Queens County and in general are more strongly represented
everywhere, While 25 Milton and 25a Port Medway look some-
thing 1like centers comﬁarable to the three Lunenburg commun-
ities just mentioned, the relatively high totals elicited in
Shelburne, Yarmouth, and Digby County communities and the
total of 7 Queens features each recorded at 31 Danvers and
T7 Forest Hills indicate that Queens is less a center of a
well-defined speech area than a typical representative of
southwest Nova Scotia in general.

Participation of southwest Nove Scotia communities in
the Queens County 1list on p.,6l is tabulated below in order

of strongest representation:

Treble IV Relative Porticipation in Jueens Test Lists

25a Port Medway 22 32 North Range 11
25 Milton 20 33234 ' Victoria Beach 11
25b Port Mouton 19 23f New Germany 10
20-21 Dartmouth-Halifax 16 47 Diligent River 10
27 Forest Hills 14 20 Jouthville 9
25¢ South Brookfield 13 39 Stewiacke 9
25d Molega Road 13 22 Sambro 8
29 Kemptville 13 23  Lunenburg 7
31 Danvers 13 27 Baccaro 7
41 Bass River 12 35 Jouth Watervilie T
62 Rockport 12 23%b Five Houses 5
2%e Voglers Cove 12 23a Blue Rocks 4
28 Shag Harbor 11 23d Bridgewater 1

Here again we have a vpattern 1like that indicated by the
features wused in the list of nine sets of rival responses,
Concentration of typical Queens responses is similar to that
shown in the smaller list with 25 Milton and Z5a Port Medway
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looking 1like centers of concentration, but with relatively
high totals recorded outside the county at 31 Danvers, 29
Kemptville, 37 Forest Hills, and 20-21 Dartmouth-Halifax.
(See. Fig. 32 on the following page.)

It is now clear that dialect differences between Lun-
enburg County and adjzcent parts of southwest Nova Scotia
can be demonstrated on the basis of lexical materials, but
the picture would not be complete without the inclusion of
representatives of a group of responses elicited about equally
in both counties of the area of intensive field work, or sig-
nificantly excluded from parts of both, J3Some of the features
referred to above, such as haycock (Fig.27), might seem to
belong to this category, but the occurrence of the contrasted
hayheap, of apparent German origin, and tne omission of hay-
cock at 23f New Germany and 23b Five Houses (the latter a
part of the apparent core of Lunenburg vocabulary),along with
its appearance in all Queens County records,; led to its being
listed for Queens County., Othe marginal responses were as-
signed by careful weighing of similar evidence. Some, how=-

ever, defied such placement. They are:

spout whinny, whinner mugup

scythestone harslet snack

weskit johnnycake corruption
' (pus)

They may be grouped into three classes:

1) Coastal: whinny, whinner:; mugup: snacks (Fig. 33,
P. 81) and scythestone (Fig.3%4, p.82).,

2) Inland: spout (eavestrough) (Fig. %4)

3) Scattered: weskit (Fig.34); . harslet; johnnycake;
corruption; (Fig. 35, p.83). (All but johnnycake
are consistently described as "old fashioned"o)
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Conclusions

The Dboundsries of linguistic Lunenburg County may be
set, on a lexical basis. substantially within the political
boundearies of the aounty, Queéns County does not appear to
represent the same sort of linguistic entity, but shares a
substantial part of its typical vocapulory with communities
outside its politicel borders.

Although distinctive features may be found within it,
the vocabulary of Lunenburg Countremerges as in part an ad-
aptation of that of the neighboring county, and in part a
word stock peculiar to the German settlement area. The first
component is to be expected in an area wnhose earlier inhabi-
tants were dependent on the Yankee settlers for their English
voczbulary., The second coaponent, too, 18 expected, That
homely terms such as /f+snak/ esnculd eurvive more or less
unchanged from the eazrlier language of the settlers, or that

corresponding bEnglish hay hecap. s not at zll surprising, And
that there snould be & residue of less easily traceable fea-

tures, such as sick in his stomach which appears not to be-

long to the Yankee word stock and seems *to have no German
source, 1s also ©0 be expeched 1n the presen. stateof dialect
research,

There 1s alco a second regidus wnich revezls an extra-

ordinary feature of Lunenburg nglie This is

o
=

=
&
@]
o
Loy
=
fa—
Y
s
<
2

[47]

the preservation of New knglend features which are rere or
obsolete in the rest of southwest Necva Scotia., This is indi-
cated notably by the survival of porch in the sense of an
addition built onto a house, whicnh 18 recerded only in south-
ern Lunenburg County a* 23b Five Houses and 23e Voglers Cove
in the area of intensive field work, and at 28 Shag Harbor

and 29 Kemptville 1in the south end of the province. Else~
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where in Nova Scotia the term is ell. An apparently umnique

Lunenburg development is the term cellar porch, the name given

to the roofed outside cellar entryway. The term is known to
several Queens County informants but apparently not used there.

Another minor indication of this conservative tendency
is the single occurrence of clothes pantry in the record of
the informant at 23 Lunenburg, for clothes closet, This
suggests the earlier existence of the old Narragansett term

closet for pantry or buttryl, with clcthes pantry developing

out of the equation of the two terms pantry and closet.

Although there is naturally a good deal of variation in
the word stockof‘Lunéﬁburg County there secms to be a center-
ing of charscteristic vocabulary in the region of the original
settlement, Lunenburg, though not specifically in the town
itself. There are at least five ways of viewing the materials
discussed in this chapter in an attempt to determine the core
of.Lunenburg dialect on a lexical basis, all tc some degree
overlapping:

1). The ratic of Lunenburg.tc Queens terms as revealed
by the "rivals" list,

2) High pearticipation in the general list of typical
Lunenburg responses,

3) Low perticipation in the Quecns list,

4) High participation in a selected list of features
most closely associated with German origins,

5) High participation in a selected list of terms having
fifty per cent or more of their occurrences in Lunen~
burg County,

The bases of lists 1),2), and 3) have elready been given. The
list for 4) includes:
/'WIDK}aizaf (three coruered snits (dried apple slices)

tea:) get awake

1 -- Xurath, Yord {eography, pp. 16 and 17,
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Daks (Badger) Day (Feb.2) sawbuck

clook (and variants) /twutBi/ (call to pigs)
/' f>snaks/ (doughnﬁts) thick milk

/'hankes/ (cottage cheese) all (21l gone)

List 5) includes:

dry spell troft
porch (ell) sick in his stomach
cellar porch pair (of oxen)

The ranking of each Lunenburg community in participation in
each list is indicated below. List 4) is adjusted to compen=-

sate for differences in the worksheets used:
Table V Ranking of Lunenburg Communities in Concentration

of Typical leatures

List 1 List 2 List 3 List 4 List v
1) 23b Five Houses 23 >34 23b ‘gd
2) 23d Bridgewater 23 2%a 23

3) 23 Lunenburg 236 230 23a rggg
4) 2%a Blue Rocks Zg% 23 o3¢ ! 03¢
5) 23f New Germany 23 f o3¢ 23t
6) 23%e Voglers Cove 23a 2%e 23d

By a simple weighting we arrive at an approximate composite
view which places the communities in the following order of
relative "Dutchness" in matters of vocabulary: 23b, 23, _23d,
and 2%a, with 23e and 23%f approximately even in their clains
for the fifth position. The first three communities yield
records which are strikingly more consistent in their con-
formity to typical Lunenburg practice than are the other
three, and are the only three to be ranked first in any of
the five examinations of vocabulary used here. On the basis
of lexical evidence we mighticall these three communities,
Five Houses, Lunenburg, and Bridgewater, "Old Lunenburg"” on
ground of a high yield of typical Lunenburg County responses

and resistance to the vocsbulary of the surrounding region,
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in contrast with the other three Lunenburg communities, which
reveal much greater conformity to the general vocabulary
of the region.

Some modificationof this delineationof "Old Lunenburg"
might be suggested on the basis of relatively High represen—
tation of two of these communitiesin the list (Table II, pp.
48 and 49) used to indicate the relationship of southwest
Nova Scotia to New England. Indeed,Lunenburg,Bridgewater,
and New Germany are the only Lunenburg County communities
yielding features from +this list. The Lunenburg total of 5
compares with the lower end of the renge in Queens County,
equalling the number recorded for 25d Molega Road.(See ap-
vendix B.) Bridgewater falls below this range with 4, and
New Germany, in other respects also resembling Queens communi-
ties, yields 6 responses from this listlo This does not so
much disturb the previous picture as confirm the impression
of a relestively strong "Yankee" influence upon the speech of
the informant at 23f New Germeny, and reveal the relatively
cosmopolitan aspect of the two chief towns of the county,
which zre zlso strongly representative of typical Lunenburg
vocabulzary.

1 —-‘Hax heap is omitted here as =mbiguous, having two pos-
sible sources in Lunenburg County.



CHAPTER 1V

Morphological Features

On the morphological level the worksheets of the Lin-
guistic Atlas of New England and their derivatives do not
provide materials for a complete morphological description
of the idiolects and dialects investigated, nor were they
intended to. Although the items which mey be used in lexi-
cal studies are more numerous than those revealing morpho-
logical features, both are meant to be illustrative rather
than exhaustive. Only a few morphological fezturesof special
interest are sought in field work. These are chiefly.verbs
and as far as the eastern United States are concerned have
been summarized by E. Bagby. Atwood'. In addition to the
verbs a few undeclined plurals end adverbiel items offer some
significant variations in form.

In the preparation of the condensed worksheets a num-
ber of morphologiczl items were abandoned as unproductive sc
that the Lunenburg area cannot be directly compared with the
rest of southwest Nova Scotia at all points. However, Alex-
ander used the short wofksheets in Luhenburg town and at Blue
Rocks. In =211, Lunenburg County yields 31 verb responses
which illustrate divergence between Lunenburg County usage
and the standard or "school" forms2. Of these 27 are dis¥
cussed by Atwood as they occur in the eastern United States.
Of the totalof 31 non-standgrd.responses:recordede1Lunenburg
County, 25 can be found in the speech of the Blue Rocks in-

formant. The Lunenburg town informant provides only 10, but

1 -- E, Bagby Atwood, A Survey of Verb Forms in the Eastern
United States, Ann Arbor, University of Michigén Press,
1953.

2 -- Here I use the term "standard" in the "conventional and
adnittedly inexact sense" adopted by Atwood(Verb Forms,
p.8, footnote). A "standard verb form" is one recorded
in a reputable dictionary designed for generzl use
without special label or cavezat.

-88-
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three of these, rid (past participle), catched (preterite),
and drank (past participle) are additions to the list. These
two informants, the only two that can be compared point>for
point with those in other parts of southwest Nova 3cotia,
rank respectively among the highest in point of occurrence
of non-standard verb forms, and among the lowest., The range
of occurrences of non-standard verb forms in this list of
31 lies Dbetween 28 at 47 Diligent River, and zero in the
record of 21 Halifax. The‘other Dartmouth-Halifax informeant,
20, has only one non-standard verb form. Lhe Blue Rocks in-
formant has the fourth largest total of non-standard verb
forms in southwest Nova Scotia.

None of the non-standard verb forums found in Lunenburg
County is peculier to tﬁe county, unless we include the single
occurrence of the distinctive verbal structure get awake (for
wake up) at 23D Five Houses., The remainder are typical of
the other partsof the province considered and parzllel those
found in the field records of the eastern United States. At-
wood provides a tablel similar to those of Kurath referred
to in Chapter III, Dbut this is in no way useful since only
three Lunenburg verb forms are represented, one each charac-
teristic of the North (et), Midlend (seen, pret.), and the
South (riz). Each of these is recorded to some extent some-
where in each of the other two regions. Examination of At-
wood's discussions of the eastern U.S. occurrences of the
Lunenburg verb forms somewhat reinforces the impression of
New England parallels demonstrated by the léxical material.,
Of the 27 parzllel verb férms discussed by Atwood, six are
either more consistently recorded in New Englaﬁdox'the North,
have wider social distribution there, or are strikingly char-

acteristic of the area2° The remazinder, with the single ex-

1 == Atwood, }erb Forms, p.40.

2 -- Atwood, Verb Forms, done, p.9; drank (ppl.),p.ll;growed
(pret.), p. 15; sweat (pret.), p.22; wore(ppl.), p. 28;
and (he) don't, p.27.
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ception of ain't for have not, are represented to some ex-
tent in New England records, but are found with equal or
greater frequency outside the North.

Table VI

(Part One)

Verb Forms of Lunenburg Coqnty
in Comparison with Those of Southwest Nova Scotia
x = form listed at left
- = standard form
Sg 22 2% 23a 23b 23d 23%e 23f 25 2%a 25b 25c 25d

blowed _ _ _ _ _ X _ X _
(pret.)

drove _ X X
(ppl.)

ain't _ X X X

(haven't)

(he)don't X X

I been X X X X X X
(have ~)

you
we iwas _ X X

the

I ain't
ain't 1?
bit(ppl.)
rid(ppl.) _ X X X
rode(ppl.) _ X
et(pret.)
et(ppl.)

drank _ X X X X X X X
(ppl.)

set(sat) X p'e
(pret.)

I
b

b ]
»

X MW M

l

I

1
>

i M =1

b

growed
(pret.)

growed - X X _ _
(ppl.)
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Table VI
(Part One)

x = form listed at left

= gtandard form
gg 22 23 2%a 2%b 234 23e 23f 25 25a 25b 25c¢ 254
X X

wore(ppl.)

sweat _ X X _ X
(pret.)

drowneded X x
(ppl.)

lay(inf.)
laid
(pret.)

catched X
(pret.)
wrote X
(ppl,)

llearned X X X
(pret.)

]
I
>

I
»

I

begin X X
(pret.)
run(pret.) _ x X

come
(pret.) e X

seen
(pret.)

tore X e
(ppl.)

done X X

(Part Two)

27 28 29 30 31 32 22 35 3T 39 41 47 62

blowed _ _ _ X _ - _ _
(pret.)

drove X X X X X
(ppl.)

ain't b ¢ X X : X b ¢ X X
(haven't)

(he)don't x x x x X X X X X X x x x



27T 28

I been X
(have ~ )

you
we (was X X
they

I a2in't X
ain't 1?
bit(ppl.)
rid(ppl.) X
rode(ppl.) x
et(pret.) X
et(ppl.)

drank X
(ppl.)

set(sat)
(pret.)

crowved
(pret,)

growed
(ppl.)

wore X
(ppl.)

sweat
(pret.,)

drowneded
(ppl.)

lay(inf.) x x

laid X
(pret.)
catched
(pret.)

wrote
(ppl.)
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Table VI
(Part Two)

form listed at left
- = standard form

33
29 30 31 32 z4 35
X

il

X

. ¢

X X X X X
X X
x X X
_ X
- X X
_ X X X
X X X X X
X X

~
"
=
"
"
"

X X X X
X X X

37

39

41

47

LT

"

62



learned
(pret.)
begin
(pret.)
run
(pret.)
come
(pret.)

seen
(pret.)

tore
(ppl.)

done
(pret.)

27T 28
X X
X

-9%=

Table VI
(Part Two)

29 30 31 32

x -—
X X
2.8
x ——
X

X

X

33
34
X

I

= form listed at left
- = standard form

35 37

x -—

X

x —

X X
X

X

39

41

47 62

X X
X X
X X
£

- X
X X

The relative strengthof standard responsesis expressed

below by a fraction for each informant., The numerator repre-

sents the

total number

numnber of standard responses,

list of 31 verb forms:

20 -
21 -
22 -
23 -
23a -
23b -
23d -
23e -
23f -
25(1) --

The

30/31
30/30
7/31
22/31
7/31
7/13
6/12
4/
6/12
12/20

25(

25a(l) -
25a(2)

25b
25¢
25d
7
28
29
30

2)

9/11
14/16
30/ 30
11/13
11/18

7/12

0/10
12/28

1/15
13/25

=21
32
33
34
35
37
39
41
47
62

the denominator the

of responses actually elicited for the maximum

2/ 22
8/31
2/ 29
11/30
4/29
16/30
16/30
4/30
3/30
10/30

wide variationin the size and content of the samples

involved makes close comparison of the field records imposs-
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ible. However, if those informants who gave standafd forms in
less than 1/3 of their responses are compared with those who
gave standard forms in more than ¥3 of their responses, Some
interesting distributions canbe seen, (See Fig.36 on the fol-
lowihg page.) These distributions are not regional. Although
all the informants for whom a predominance of standard forms
was recorded were found in Dartmouth-Halifax or in communi-
ties of the South Shore, the distribution proves to be largely
social on closer examination, Four of the informants are
residepts of the chief towns and cities of the zrea. Only
39 Stewiacke =2nd 234 Bridgewater are omitted, but they are
included in the remaining middle group with approximatdy equal
representztion of stendard and non-standard verb forms., Women,
as a group notoriously cesutious informents, form the majority
of this group (21, 25a(l), 2%a(2), 25(2)). Two of these(2l,
25a(l)) were school teachers &t one time, and the influence
of this professionis perhaps felt indirectly in the responses
of ©25b whose wife is a former schoolteacher. Only one (21)
has been tentatively classified as "cultured" by virtue of
education (Normzl School> and professional interest, but
others, like 2%a(2), an extensive rezder, and 23,a self-edu-
cated expert on tne local culture,have certainly raised them-
selves above the cultural level suggested by a simple statis-
tical account of their education., It may be noted, in pass-
ing, thet the other cultured informant, 25(1), at Milton does
not reveal the high proportion of standard 'verdb responses
that his neighbor, 25(2),does; thus reinforcing the initial
impression (See Chapter I) that his speechis not as disting-
‘uishable from that of less cultivated informants as we might
expect.

A scattering of other variants besides verbsis offered
in the recordss
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Undeclined plﬁrals == bushel, fcot, pound:
anywheres for anywhere
ways for way in "a little way";

them for those in "those zre the bovs";

that for who ir "he's the man who owns the orchard".

The evidence of the undeclined plurals is very scant
and mixed. Only the item bushel is widely available in the
recordg, although examples for pound are numerous, but lacking
in the areaof intensive inVcstigétionq Within that area foot
was consistently sought, but not in southwest Nova Scotia
generally. There 1is thus nc¢ scund basis for generalization
about undeclined plurals in southwest Nova Scotia, This is
made the more clear by the fact tnat where both are aveilable
in the records, foot is much mcre limited in its geographical
distribution than éggggig the only comparacble itew. (See Fig,
31 and 22 on pages 98 and 99 This suggests that the use of
declined versus undeclined plurals varies markedly from word
to word, a mnotion supported by the variation between pound
and bushel in 28 znd 39. |

Table VII
Non-Verbal Forms ot Southwest Nove Scotia

2

ES 22 23 2%a. 23b 234 23e 23f 25 25a 25k £5¢ 254
way X X
ways X X X X X X
anywhere x X X X X X
anywheres X X X X X X
those X X
them X X X
who X X
‘that X X X x
bushels X X

bushel X X X X X X b X X
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Table VII

gg 22 23 23%a 23%b 23d 2%e 23f 25 25%a 25b 25c 254
pounds X X
pound X X X
feet X X X X X X X
foot b’

(Part Two)

27 28 29 30 31 32 37 35 37 39 41 47 62
way X
ways X X X X X X X X X X X X
anywhere X X X X X
anywheres X X X X X
those X X X
them X X X X X x X X x b ¢
who
that X X X X
bushels
bushel X X X X X X b's X X X X X
pounds X
pound X X X X X X X X X

The best available comparison is between two extremes
among those informants who responded with two or more of the
plurals under consideratign,those who responded consistently
with declined plurals and those who responded consistently
with undeclined forms. The mapping (Fig.38, p.gq) of these
extremes 1is, of course, highly tentative and, one suspects,

might Dbe severely restricted were foot responses available
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for +the whole area, It will be noted that in general
this map corresponds with Fig.36 illustrating verb forms,
the consistently declined plurals being found among the
informants whose verb forms are predominantly standard
and those with consistently undeclined forms corresponding
in general with those whose verb forms are predominantly non-
standard.

Comparable resemblances can be scenin the map of forms

used in the adverbial expressions anywhere andalittle way

(Fig. 39 on the following page). Forms with -s (anywheres,
ways) are found consistently in the records of some of the
informants with predominantly non-standard verb forms and
undeclined plurals, while the forms without -g are found
consistently only in the group yielding predominantly stan-
dard verb forms and declined plurals, with the exception of
the informant at 39 Stewiacke who could not be assigﬁed to
elther group in the preparation of the previous maps., Omis-
sions of one item or the other or mixed usage on the part 6f
some informants leaves a large group excluded from either
classification,

The mapping of the distribution of those versus them
yields a similar result (Fi1g.40, p.102), but this time 3G
appears in the larger group corresponding to that yielding
a predominance of non-standard verb forms, consistently un-
declined plurals, and =s forms, while 28 Shag Harvor, and
62 Rockport, not previously assigned to either group are here
included with the representatives of the group yielding a
predominance of standard verb forms, declined plurals, and
adverbial forms without =-s.

Who and that as relatives are represented in only 11
responseé for the whole of southwest Nova Scotiz, and only
two of these show who used in preference to that. ‘These are

20 Dartmouth and 2%a(2) Port Medway. The that informants are
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21 Halifax, 22 Sambro, 23 Lunenburg, 25(2) Milton, 33-34
Victoria Beach, = 37 Forest Hills, 41 Bass River, 47 Diligent
River, and 62 Rockport,

In general the non-verbal morphological samples rein-
force the 1impression given by the verbs. Their evi—
dence is sparse znd incomplete, but they are an aid in testing
the grouping of informants resulting from the study of verb
forms. The non-verbal éamples indicate only one revision of
the previous classification by showing that non-standard
features predominate in tne speech of 23 Lunenburg whose verb
forms had been recorded as predominantly standafdc This puts
23 1in the very large group for which no decision can be made
because of mixed or insufficient evidence.

The net result is a small group of six informants whose
usage in these matters i1s predominantly "standard':

20 Dartmouth, 21 Halifax, 25a(l) and 25a(2) Port Medway,

25(2) Milton, 25b Port Mouton;
and a large group whoge usage' 1s demonstrably "non-standard',
on the whole widely spread taroughout the :est of the terri-

tory:
22 Sambro, 23a Blue Rocks, /7 Baccarc, 29 Kemptville,

31 Daanvers., 32 North Range, 33-%24 Victoria deach, 35

South Waterville, 41 pass Kiver, 47 Diligent River,
Each of these groups aifords a distinct ccre in whaich indi-
cations of +the verb samples are completely reinforced by
the non-~verbal. For +the "standard’ group tneae are 20, 21,

and 25a(2); for the "non-standard",?2. 2%a, 33-34, 35. 41,47,

Conclusions

In a1l this 1t becomes apparent that in its pattern of
standard versus non-standard morphologicel forms southwest
Nova Scotia 1is not noticeably ditferent from areas examined
in the eastern United States. Standard forms predominate

among the more or less cultivated i1nformants, usually found
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resident in the larger centers of population., There is no
real evidence of a geograpnical distribution of these features
aside from +the apparent concentration on the South Shore,
discussed zbove in connection with verb forms, which is merely
coincidental with the location of the relatively cultured in-
formants, The absence of such towns as Truro, Windsor, Yar-
mouth and Wolfville from this survey is a drawback at this
point. |

There is no evidence of distinctive Lunenburg County
forms or usages except for the single occurrence of get awake

at 23b Five Houses, noted above,



CHAPTER V

Syntax
As noted in Chapter I, Lunenburg County has had a rep-
utation for distinctive sentence patterns, but these are now
scarce to the point of e¢xtinction. The notorious "backward"
sentence does not occur in the phonetic transcriptions 6f
responses, conversational notes, or electrical recordings
made in the fieldy; and other reputedly characteristic struc-
tures and expressions seem on the point of disappearance, if
we Judge Dby the field materials here under consideration.
This probably does not represent as rapid a decline as com-
parison with Emeneau’s and Miss Creighton's published results
would suggest, To a considercble extent their reﬁorts are
based on recollection, in Emeneau's case his own, and in Miss
Creighton's that of her informants in a folklore survey. In
the 1latter case we have Miss Creighton's assurance that the
expressions were used by her informants and regarded as nat-.
ural and normall, but they were not elicited by the same
methods as those of the linguistic fieldworkers in the area
and are tnerefore treated here with caution. Emeneau's com-
ments in some instances are suggestive of change, especially

those on the with construction in Will you go with?, and the

use of off with wash, clean, etc., both of which he indicates
were going out of use in 193%5, while the adverb once, as in

Come here once, tended to be used only jocularly2

The worksheets used in southwest Nova Scotia do not
provide a great deal of syntactic material, aznd there is room
for different interpretations in classifying what there(is.
For instance, should we regard the examp%es quoted from
tmeneau as syntactic or merely distinctive léxical items or

"expressions" characterized by one more or one less word than

1l -—- Private correspondence,

2 -- Emeneau, "The Dialect of Lunenburg, Nova Scotia', p.l45

~105-
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might be found elsewhere? Herel have chosen to mention them
in connection with structures, emphasizing the internal gram-
matical relationship, although I discussed all for all
one in Chapter II as though it were a simple lexical

item because its distributibon parallelled that of purely
lexical items wunder discussion there. Similarly, although
not included in the main material under discussibn, get awake
is mentioned in connection with verb forms (as learn as sub-
stituted for teach is included among morphological‘variants
because its distribution parallels that of some of the morpho-
logical material).

Syntactic items of possible German origin sought in the
area of intensive fiéld work are:

go to sleep (get asleep),

wake up (get awake),

want to get off (want off)lo
Tne first two items are available from the condensed worksheets
only. The other is included 1in both the CWS and the SWS,
Four other items which might produce geographically distinc-
tive syntactic responses were used in the SWS only:

Two miles is) the farthest (he could goj;

He's the man) who owns tne orchard;

He's a boy) whose father (is very rich;

She) didn't use to (be afraid.

Responses of German origin are represented only by the
get awake response previously mentioned as occurring at 23b

Five Houses., Cet asleep is not recorded nor is I _want off,

but only such responses as 1 want to get off or Please let me
off,

There is no sign of all the farther., Although there is

1 -- Classified on the basis of the common assumption that
this locution has a German source in American English,
cf. A.H.Marckwardt,"Want with Ellipsis of Verbs of Mo-
tion", American Speech, vol., 23, Feb.,1948, pp. 3--9, in
wnich a supposition of native English origin is advanced
and documented. ‘
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a certain amount of competition among farthest, furthest, and

as far as, none of them is peculiar to Lunenburg County. As
far as 1is confined to Lunenburg and Queens, occurring three
times, at 23d Bridgewater, 23%e Voglers Cove, and 25¢ South
srookfield., -

He's the man who owns the orchard was sought only at 23
- funenburg, 23a Blue Rocks, 25 Milton, ©25a Port Medway, 25b
fort bMouton, 25c South Brookfield, and 25d Molega hoad in the

area of intensive investigation. The relatives who, that, and

as were elicited in this expression both inside and outside
the area of intensive investigation. The responsele's the

man that he owns the orchard was obtained only at 25¢., Noth-

ing peculiar to the area of German settlement was recorded.

He's a boy whose father is very rich was sought over a

similar area, but was much more sparsely recorded. The

responses whose, that his, and that the were recorded with-

out apparent geographical significance.

Didn't use to 1is the form recorded at 23a, the only

point in the intensive wrea yielding a response, Tnis paral-
lels responses outside the area except for 20 and 21 Dart-
mouth-Halifax, which yield usen’'t to.

To supplement this meager meaterial the following char-
acteristic structures should be quoted. From Emeneéul in ad-

dition to get eawake ond get asleep discussed above, which Em~-

eneau lists as "very frequent", we have:

What for a thing is that? (cf. Was fUr ein . . .)

Clean your feet off.

Miss Creighton records2

That I don't know. (Use of the demonstrative initially)
Up attic

Make the fire out., (Put the fire out.)

In the woods it grows.

1 -- Emeneau, "The Dialect of Lunenburg, Nova Scetia",p.146,

2 =- Creighton, Folklore of Lunenburg County, pp. 106--108,
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It wakes wel down, (It's raining.)

I've got it forgot,

Come over once.,

It went down already.

not all of these look convincingly "Dutch", Such items

as the use of the what for a . . . construction and the make

constructions do not raise questions, but others like Clean

your feet off &and 1In the woods it grows may seem more like

emphatic forms or rhetorical variants than distinctive dial-
ect features. Their inclusion by Emeneau and Miss Creightor
is proovably justified by an impresesion of greater frequency

in Lunenburg County tnan elsewhere, Jertainly Clesn your feet

off was comwon in Halifax in my own childhood and is no doubt
quite familiar over « wide area, as wae up attic. One use of

make noted by Emencau, mske(cure)fish draws the comment from

him that it is probably prevalent in other fishing communities,
especially 1in Newfoundland. This is supported by informal
observation throughout the Maritime coastal communities, but
the term is limited to tne drying of fish and is not used 1

connection with smoking or pickling.,

conclusions

In this largely fruitless search for characteristic
Lunenoburg syntax we have another exaaple of the fading of
features originating in tne German background of the county.
Jost of what at one time must have veen a highly distinctive
syntex is gone; a few clearly characleristic 1tems remain,
and wore may well Dbe retained which cannot be pointed out
with assurence since they parallel permissible variants in
other dizlects, and their regional distinctiveness could only

be determined by a study of frequency and a close examination
of the contextlo |

1 —-- The spontaneous use of 1t _gives (there are) by the in-
formant's wife at 23b Five Houses, is a hint of the type
of mrterial neft revesiled here because the worksheet did
not anticipate it,




CHAPTER VI

Phonological Peculiarities of Lunenburg Speech

Phonologically, particularly with respect to sonsonants,
the speech of Lunenburg County preserves traces of several
distinctive traits. In order of their usual perception by
English speakers from outside the county the consdnant char-
acteristics are:

(1) a tendency to substitute {V], a labiodental fric-
tionless continuant, where elsewhere in the prov-
ince and in most North American English dialeéects
(w], [hwl]l, or [v] are used;

(2) the use of alveolar stops instead of alveolar fric-
atives;

(3) the frequent use of a velar or velarized [R] type
of phone instead of retroflex [r];

(4) a tendency to unvoice stops'and the affricate [d3].
These appear to represent the partial preservation 6f German
characteristics and afford parallels with the phonology of
Pennsylvania Gerﬁén as described by Carroll Reed.

[v] for [w], [hw], and [il

In the articulation of several Lunenburg County inform-
ants [v], a labiodental frictionless continuant, is recorded
corresponding with [w] elsewhere. This articulation has been
recorded conserﬁatively. Reliance is placed largely on gross
acoustic impression. Visually an articulation approaching (V]
in lip position can be detected without the accompaniment of
a sound strikingly different from that of [w].' Such purely
visual observations are‘ not differentiatéd from [w] in ny

recording and, judging by his conservatism in the matter of

1 -- Carroll Edward Reed, The Pennsylvania German Dialect
. Spoken in the Counties of Lehigh and Berks:Phowology and
Morphology, Seattle, University of Washington Press,1949
(Reprinted from the Modern Language Quarterly, vol.8, na

3 and vol., 9, nos. '3 and 4.) ‘ ' '

=109~
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[R] as described in his field notes, I presume Alexander's
procedure was similar.

Although the usual use of [V] is asa substitute for [w]
in this dialect, there are some examples of its use for [hw],
and traces of its use occasionzally for [v] as well in the
speech of +the informant at 2%a Blue Rdgks, who says both
[vest] and [veskit] (vest and weskit) as well as [vem¥t]
(vomit)., In this he is joined by the informant at 23f New
Germény whose single use of [Vv] is in vest where it alternates
freely with [v], The /v/ of twelve is recorded as [v] in the
speech of 23 Lunenburg. The informant ét 23a also substitutes
[v] for [w] in wasp.

It is notable that [(w] for [v] isnot attested, although
this substitution is a "fact" of the linguistic fqlklore of
the county (see Chapter I); however, (V] can be found as a
substitute for both [w] and [v], a habit no doubt tending
toward the impression of a double substitution of [w] for [v]
and (v] for [w]. Table VIII below accounts for the occurrence
of the four sounds in Lunenburg County in responses widely
elicited throughout southwest Nova Scotia.

Table VIII

[v] in Lunenburg County

x = [V] - = [w]

o = [V] ~ = [hw]

23 23%a 23b 23d 23e 23f
one - x - - - -
twelve X X - - - -
once X X - - - -
twice X - - -
Wednesday X -
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Table VIII
(Continued)

2% 23%a 23b 23d 23%e 23f
wall - - X - - -
wash - X - X -
weskit X X - -
quilt - - X -
swamp X X -
wool - X - - - -
wishbone - X X - -
wasp - o) - - -
wife - - X - - -
queer X - - -
wake/woke X X x - -
sweat(ed) X X x - -
swam X - X - - -
white - - - - ~
whiffletree x X X - - -
wheelbarrow Xx - X - - -
whetstone X - X - - -
wharf - X - -
whoa - - - - -
anywhere X - -
whiskers - ~
vase o o 0 o} o}
vest o} X X 0 0 Xo
valley X c o
vomit o X
twelve X o) o] o] o}

The first eighteen lines deal with occurrences of (w] with
[V] and [v] as substitutes.. The next eight lines add re-

sponses in which a pre-aspirated [hw] might be expected for
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historical reasons, Examples of [hw] in southwest Nova Sco-
tia are relatively scarce. In the 24 records representing the
part of the region outside Lunenburg County only 41 notations
of [hw] appear for these eight items, in comparisoh with a
potential of 192, These notations are found in the records
of ten of the informants., (See Fig.4l on the following page. )
In other words, more than half of the informants show no evi-
dence of the phone. Four notations from three Queens County
informants and six in the record of the Halifax informant are
the closest occurrences of this sound to Lunenburg County,
where the only occurrences appear tb be two in the speech of
the informant at 23f New Germany. Lvidence._poinis. to the
phoneme /w/ as coming ‘into Lunenburg County speech from a
dialect not possessing a separate pre—aspirated phoneme, This
is supvorted not only by tne virtual azbsence of [hw] in the
sialect, but also by the absence of [hy] and [hv].

Five 1lines illustrating the occasional substitution of
[(v] for [v] complete the table.

It‘is not unexpected after the evidence of Lunenburg
vocabulary presentcd in Chapter III that the incidence of
(V] should be highest at 23 Lunenburg, 2%a Blue Rocks, and
2%b Five Houses. Wnat is surprising is that 23d Bridgewater
is grouped with the contrasting group of the other communi-
ties of ‘the county which yield complete records. Only three
instances of [\] are recorded at 234 Bridgewater, none are
recorded for 23e Voglers Cove, and 23f New Germany shows [V]
just once, in free alternation with [v]. The first three,
including two establiched members of "Old Lunenburg'", show a
total of 41 occurrences of [¢] in the same sample, one of
which is in free zlternation with (wl,

Although there are only two examples recorded of [V]
clearly in free alternation with some other phone, its use

varies freely within the speech of any one informant, as is
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indicated by the lack of completely consistent substitution
on the part of even tne most freguent users of the scund and
the failuYe of these three tc agree cn more than three items
in the whole table, There is thus no phcneme /w/ in this
dialect, In Lunenburg County, and there exclusively in "014
Lunenburg" 1if we assign 23a slue Rocks to tnat group on the
basis of this feature, (] isa free veriant of [w] and serves
occasionally as a free variant of (vij, |

The appearance of [-'| as & free variant of both [v] and
[w] supports in part tae reports «f linguistic folklore that
/v/ and /w/ merge in Lunenburg Ccunty. but there is only one
clear example of [v] for [w] (waspGSBa? and none for substi-
tution in the opposite direction, Tnus /v/ and /w/ appear as
distinct phonemcs possessing a free wlternant [7] in common,
The single appearance of [v] for [w] 18 suggestive, but it is
not sufficient to establish an earlier state in wnich /v/ and

/w/ really did merge.

[a,t] for [:,7]

1

Lunenburg Ceounty 1s dictinguisned alsce by 2 use of al-

i

veolar stops in many places where cpeakere outside the county
use alveolar fricatives Ten i1tems n Table IX bDelow suggest
the general picture:

Table IX

Alveolar Stops and Alveciar Fricatives

X = stop -~ = fricative
Voiceless Voirced
23 23%a 2%b 23d 23%e <3 23a 23b 234 23%e
three - X - - - the o - X -
thirty - X - - - them X -
Thursday - X - - - this X
thunder X X X veither X X -
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Table [X ‘
(Continued! _
(Voiceless Avrticulation Only)

23 2%a 23b 23d 23e 23  23%a 23b 234 232
thrashed - X X X - thiek - X X X ¥,
moth e X Martha X X - = -
Matthew - x - - mouth - X X X =

Because it yields nc¢ stops in this samplie the record of 23f
is dropped from the list of ccumunities in this chart, Th=2
record of 23%e Voglers Cove mignt well have been dropped from
consideration except for the single vctaticn of [t] in thick
in free alternation with a fricative, as anctner notation
indicates,.

Only the voiceless i1tems were cbtainedwith consistency
Four items demcnstrating the ar-iculation of voiced phones,

in
including the custouarily unstressed tne are added to Table

fora]

IX as a partial aindicaticr of tne:rr tendency tcward steps,
Once again the bulk of the cccurrences fall within "01d Lun~
enburg". Flrst rank gces to 273a pblue wecks n npumber 8 o=

currences of stops, with 2%, 2%b, and /24 abcut equal,

iT .'/
Lo,

3]
jo 3
5]

meneau ncteg tinctive tregtmsnt of /r/ befors

consonants and finally 1n Lunenturg *own wnron “provides a

4

shibboleth for the dialect””, He neleg trhat "the dralect of
Lunenburg town and of scwme, tnough not ol:, of the gurrounding

country loses tne sound” A far wore straiking shitboleth”

in the articulation of /r/ where 1t 1s not logt is the opres-

ence of an [R] ‘tvpe, Very distinst traces of "velar"” or

"uvular" [R] remain. not cnily amang the clder generation whoe
served as informents 1n this study buir  alsce among the next

generation,

1l == Emenecau, "ihe Dralect o1 Lunenvurg. nova Scotia", p. 143,
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The loss of /r/ is a fact in Lunenburg County, but com-
parison of the Lunenburg communities with others in southwest
Nova Scotia yields no clearly distinguishing tendency which
sets either town or county off from the rest of the region,
A sample of 37 items in Tuble X below 1llustrates the situa-
tion in Lunenburg County,

Table X
Pre-consonantal and Final /r/
o = /r/-loss
r = retroflex
R = velarized

(Symbel to right of dat = weax articuletion
Symbol to left of det = strong articulaticn)

23 23%a 23t 233 23%e 23f
four - B

o ) y Y, 0
thirteen Q o R o ¢ Q 0
fourteen r. 0 0 o o o
thirty C . R o o oT T
forty o} o o o o O
first . T ¢ Q T I, r.
Thursday o T o It o O 0 0
morning o o G 0 o

- X O 9]
year . R "Ror. T rs T,
storm s} 0 O Q ¢
parlor 0 K. ¢ 0 C o]
door T o T o T,
barn o T 0 o ol o}
yard 0 0 0 o o I
wire o T o o} Q
barved o) o] T, 0
cork o] e} ') )

. o

norse o) C o 0T o

cartridge T, R. Ji o T
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Table X
(Continued)
23 23a 23b 234 23%e 23f

purse o] oI o R o] T, 0
marsh 0 0 Q 0 o T 0
boar o R R 0 o] To 0
cleared 0 o T T,
corn o} r, 0 o r? o
garden 0 o] o o)
core o R o It 0 a) r. 0
worm I 0 0 o} o)
hornet 0 0 o 0 o T o}
guardian 0 0 0 0
orphan 0 o 0 o o T o)
Martha 0 0 o) a) To 0
beard 0 0 o R 0 T, 0
careless o o] r o 0
hoarse o] 0 o T 0 T, 0
nurse e e T 0 o o T o}
sermon o T o Q ¢ Q

scarce o} o} c o 0

Examination of +this sample list for the wheole of southwest
Nova Scotie yields the following figures for /r/-lcss. ranked
in order of greatest degree of lcss. All of the informants
reveal /r/-losstosome extent, None of the 1tems suffers /r/ -
loss everywhgreo The bracketed figures represent the number
of responses missing from each record. Where results indi=-

cate competing responses with /r/. /r/-loss is counted as 1/2

Table Xla
Ranking of Informants by /r/-loss
Rank Informant /r/-loss Rank Informant /r/-loss
/, -y
1 a1 34 1/2 (1) 5 ;gd 29 1/2 Eg;
2 39 32 1/2 (1) ,
50 7 31 28 (5)

3 o8 30 (1)
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Table Xla
(Qontinued)
Rank Informant /r/-loss Rank Informant /r/-loss
23t ‘ (4) 22 (2)
8 2. 27 1/2 (2) 20 5% 19 1/2 (1)
10 2% 27 (4) 22 25a(l) 18 1/2 (2)
11 25a(2) 26 1/2 (0) 27 zz 18 (1)
12 25b 26 (7)
13 23 25 1/2  (0) €5 35 16 (1)
o 27 254 14 (4)
15 32 50 (4)
47 (0) 28  2%e 1% (6)
17 25(1) 21 (2) 29 29 12 (9)
23a (5)
18 a3 20 (3)

Thus, among 29 records yielding substantial samplesof items
which demonstrate /r/-logs@ wefind Lunenburg County records
(those starting with 23%) ranking 5,8,10.13,13,and 28. If the
figures are adjusted to represent the maximum possible /r/ -
loss by counting each omission as loss, we get the fol-
lowing ranking:

Table XIb /r/-loss (adjucted)

21
1 5, 35 1/2 16 2%a 25
3 28 35 1722 o3
4 30 24 1/2 19 47 50
5 39 33 1/2 20 22 21 1/2
31 A il >
6 Joy 33 21 29 21
8 27 30 sp 2% 20 1/2
' i 25a(l)
9  23f 31 1/2 52
20 . 24 2%e 19
10 o3y 31 o
12 25¢ 29 1/2 27 254 13
173 25a(2) 26 1/2 28 35 17
14 32 26 29 62 16 1/2

15 ’3 25 1/2
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With this adjustment Lunenburg County informants rank 1,9,
10, 15, 16, and 24. The rélative position of Lunenbwré
County informants is raiéed but the spread is still jJjust
as great., In both lists the majority of Lunenburg informants
lose their /r/'s in two thirds or more of the examples
sought. A geographical exaaination of the maximum number
of communities whose representatives showmore than two thirds
/r/-loss demonstrates a varying tendency to lose /r/ fin-
ally and before consonants ae¢ross the area. All Dbut one
Lunenburg County informant 1s included within the iso-
glosé of extreme /r/-loes, but the surrounding inform-
ants show comparatively stronger tendencies to retain
/r/ in these situations, thus helping to explain Em-
eneau’s impression of a c¢ontrast Dbetween Lunenburg town
and 1its environs and the rest of Nova Scotia, I+ 1is
notable, however, that /r/-loss is found throughcut the
whole of sduthwest Nova Scotia, the minimum number of ex-
amples registered for any informant (29 Kemptville) in the
application of the test list is 12, or about cne thirdof the

total sample., (See Fig.42 on the following page.)

A more striking characteristis of: Lunenburg County
speech is a tendency toward velar fricticen as a substitute
for the retroflex articulation of /r/ used in the rest cof
southwest Nova Scotia., This is manifested either as strong
or weak velar friction or as a velarizaticn o¢f the pre-
ceding vowel (velar color) corresponding to the “constrie-
tion‘ or "r-color" sometimes noted along with retroflex
types of /r/.  Alexander notes in the record of 23a Blue
Rocks that he wrote [R] only when he was quite certain of it
He records nothing corresponding to my cwn.slight welar fric-

tion and velar color (noted by a raised [R] following  the
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vowel or by a small [R] directly below the vowel, respec-
tively) and thus direct comparisons between figures for [R]
in his records and mine are made only on the basis of strong
velarization,

Velar [R] 1is apparent even in the responses just used
to demonstrate the varying proportions of /r/-loss. The Lun-
enburg County informants show the following numbers of ([r]

and [R] “types in those responses where /r/-loss wasnot noted:

23 2%a 23b 234 23%e 23f

Weak retroflexion 5 3 1 1 6 1
Strong retroflexion 3 1 1 1 11 5
Weak velarization 3 51/2 2 0 0 0
Strong velarization 0 2 2 0 0] 0

There is a strong suggestion here, but nothing that can serve
as proof, that the /r/ which has been lost in Lunenburg County
may be an historicakx [R] type, which had a tendency to dis-
appear from the English speech of Lunenburgers as it no doubt
did in their Germanlo

Initially and before vowels [R] is more widely repre-
sented in the county; 23d Bridgewater shows a small but reas-
suring number of examples, and 23e Voglers Cove one response
revealing a rather weakly articulated [R] in drove. Onlyi23f
New Germany shows no examples of [R]. The partial record of
23c Getson's Cove shows no examples of [R] as far as it goes.,

Details are given in Table XII on the following page.

1l —- cf., RHeed, Pennsylvania German, p. 28,
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Table XII

Articulation of /r/ Plus Vowel
in Lunenburg County

R=1[R] r=[r]

Symbol to left of dot = strong
"Symbol to right of dot = weak

23 2%a 23b 234 23e 23 23a 23b 23d 23e

rose r R, T bedspread R. Ro D o
clearing r K. o R brook r R, O o T
froze r K. R T creek r R. - R
room r R, R, r r ridden r R. T
broom R, r R, - R bristles

‘ brustles r o &t T
drove r R, r o R
roof r R. H. R trough(t) r r RR r r
rinses r r R. R. furrows r r R. r r
barrel r r N o r g;::zs R. R. R, R T
whiffletree r R.. R. r r crop r r R
drag r K. R. r r bread r R. R, r
barrow r R r r r drank r R, R, r r
grindstone r R. R, R oranges r r R r
bracelet roH ° r r radishes r R. Ro. r T
frog r K. K. r r Mary r R, r T
cherry r K. r T married r r R or T
straw- r R. Ko r rather r r R r
Eangrries r R. R r borrow r r R. r r
parents r R, N O r drowned R, r Re. r r
grand «~ r R, R. r r written T r r R T

The probable situation represented by the Lunenburg
County "island" of extreme /r/-loss is that of a community
whose /r/ phoneme had an articulation making it peculiarly
susceptible to loss in the environments discussed so that /rk&
loss is more extreme there than i1t is even in the communities

of Yankee origin in Queens County.
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With the loss of the velar [R] in the face of a compet-
ing retroflex [r] Lunenburg /r/-loss has tended to become in-
sistinguishable from that of the surrounding area. Indeed,
there is reason to suspect that 23f New Germany, in view of a
tendency to share other features with Queens County and its
present day lack of [R] responses, may show the reflex of an
earlier development of monolingualism in the northern than in
the southern part of the county. New Germany ranks with 25¢
South Brookfield in the raw listing and differs by only two
points in the adjusted table (XIb),

As the figureson page 120 hint and Table XII indicates,
[R] is most prevalent in just those communities which have
shown the greatest conservatism so far in this study,h Here
2%2a and 23%b appear as the heart of "0Old Lunenburg". The
velar [R] is strongly represented in both of these communi-
ties, but the number of occurrences in the adjacent communities
falls off abruptly until 23f shows no trace of this featursg

nor do sny comamunities beyond the borders of the county.

Unvolicing

A feature of Lunenburg speech not noted by Emeneau 1is
a tendency toward uunvoicing of the stops /b,d,g8/. These
phonemes are frequently represented in records made in the
county by either the symbol for a completely voiceless stop,
[pstok] or by the symbol for = voiced stop modified to indi=-
cate unvoicing, meaning possibly either partial unvoicing or
lenis voiceless articulation. One additional, possibly rela-
ted, feature is the unvoicing of the affricate more usually
represented phonetically as [d3]. This also is represented
by symbols for a voiceless affricate, [t%],and with modifica~-

tion to indicate unvoicing. The geographical'distribution'of
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the unvoiced counterparts of [d3] is somewhat wider than that

of the unvoiced stops.

Unvoiced Stops

Although the evidence varies in quantity and type for
each of the three affected steps it seems Jjustifiable to des-
cribe unvoicing generzlly as occurring initially, medially,
and finally, There are examnples such as book for initial
unvoicing, bed for final, =and both compounds, gggggggg and
simplexes, ridden, to demonstrate unvoicing in medial posi-
tion., It 1is notable also tnct unvoicing is completely free
as evidenced both by variant responses from the same inform-
ant, with both fully voiced and more or less unvoiced stops,

such as bucket, bread (/d/). pig. and gums, and by the notable

absence of unvoicing in several well-represented items, 1.e,
initially in bed and bread (in couparison with unvoicing in

butcher and brook), in February, bzg, baker's, and God (/g,%)h

Occurrences are tcbulated in detail below:

Table XI1I
Unvoicing of Stops in Southwest Nova 3cotia

0o = voiced
X = volceless or unvoiced

/o/ 20 22 23 23a 23b 234 e 23f %2? 522 39
brush o 0 0 X 0 0 o]
bracelet o o} o X 0 C 0 o 0 o o
brook 0 o} 0 X O o e 0 o
ovutcher 0 0 X 0 o 0 0 o o] 0 o
bucket 0 o X 0 0 o} 0 0 o} 0 0
/d/

hundred o 0 o X X 0 0 0 0 0 o
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Table XIII
(Continued)

20 22 23 23a 2%b 234 23%e. 23f. 2%5a 32 39

/a/ .(2)
l -
hundred X X X X X X X 0 X 0 x
bedroom o] 0 X X 0 0 o] 0 Q
bed o] o] o X o] o) 0
drove 0 0 X X o) o) 0 o) o) 0
drag o] X X X o] o} 0 o] 0
ridden o o) o] X o]
X X

bread 0 o) a 0 o} o] o] 0 0 0 o
drank o] o] 0 X 0 o] 0 0 o] Q

2
forehead o 0 o) X 0 0 Q 0 0 o] 0
beard 0 0 x3 x.3 0 o] 0
drowned 0 o 0 ¢! X X 0 0 0 0 0
/&l

. X X
pig-- 0 o) o} o} X 0
--drag o} X X X X 0 0 X 0
grindstone o 0 o] X 0 0 0 o 0
rezse
grea o o X 0 g o o 0 o 0
greasy
grand-- o] o] 0 o] X 0 0 0 Q o) a)
' X

gums o} o] 0 o 0 C o} Q 0 o) o
graveyard o] X 0 0 0

Once again the center of this phenomenon is "0ld Lure
enburg" with 23a Blue Rocks yielding 138 unvoiced stops in a
total saumple of 24, The actual number of responses showing

unvoicing is 19, but two have voiced repetitions and are thus

1 -- Metathesized type [“h,md:aRt-]o
2 —— Always in unstressed syllable,

3 —— Unstressed in disyllabic pronuncistion, [ﬂbiﬁg],
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counted only as one half each, The next highest amount of
unvoicing 1is a total of 8 1/2 for the informant at 23 Lunen-
burg, and the next is 6 1/2 for 23b Five Houses.

How recessive this feature hags become may best be guaged
by taking into account the fact that the 24 items used in this
list are the maximum number showing unvoicing of stops some-
where in Lunenburg County, and within this highly specialized
and "loaded" 1list only 23%a Blue Rocks shows any degree of
consistency. Both 23 and 23b yield only a minority of un=-
voiced stops 1in this sampling, The only other considerable
representation is 23d Bridgewater with 4.,

A scattering of unvoiced notations is found outside of
Lunenburg County, chiefly in the unstressed final syllable of
hundred, where 20, 22, 25a(2), and 39 figure., The presence
of a following voiceless consonant in the compound pigpen may
account for the isolated unvoicing of /g/ in the record of
25a(2), but unvoicing in stonedrag in the record of 32 seeus

uninfluenced by environment,

Unvoicing of [d=z]

Parallelling the tendency toward the unvoicing of stops
in Lunenburg County 1is the unvoicing of the affricate more
usually noted as [d3ju I'nis phenomenon, however, has a much
wider representation throughout southwest Nova Scotia, al-
though under some circumstances it i1s confined rather closely
to Lunenburg County. Unvoicing of [d3] is largely confined
to Lunenburg County in the following circumstancés:

Initially =-- January. jelly, judge, joint, General:;

Medially before voiced sounds -~ education, oranges.

Unvoicing embraces points at some distance from Lunenburg
County in the following circumstances: 1 '

Finally -~ cartridge, sausage, ,judge, college;

Medially before voiceless sounds -~ vegetables.
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Table XIV
Unvoicing of [dz] in Southwest Nova Scotia

o = voiced
X = voiceless or unvoiced

20 23 23b 23e 25a(2)28 31 33 35 39 47

22 23%a 23d 23f 25b 29 32 34 FT 41 62
Jeanuary OooOXo0o OO0 00O O 0OOOOOOOOOOOO
cartridge X X X XX X X O X XX XX XXO0XO0O0
sausage 00X 00 X 00 0O 00CO0O0O0O0X 00 0O
vegetables OXX00 © 00 0 XO0O0O0O0O0O0 X X 0 X
jelly O X0 X0 X o¢c o o 0O 000 O0O0O0O0O0
oranges 0O00D00 X0 00 0 0O0O0O0O0O0O0O0O0O0 o]
General C0O0OXO0 ©0O0 00 O 0O 0O0O0OO0O0OO0OOO0O0O0
Judge OXXXO0 00 O0C © CO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0O0OO0OO0OO0O0
judge OX XXX XX XX X X0CO0O0OXXXO0O0O0O0
joint OO0 eGX0 0¢G 00 0 00O00CO0OO0O0O0CO0OO0O0OO0
education 0 00X ¢ 0 0 0000000 O0O0O0oO0
college X 0 XXX X 00X X 00 XO0O0XXXXXZXX

There thus appears to be a typical Lunenburg type of un~
voicing as noted initially and mediclly before voiced souﬁdg
and a second type wanich is prevalent in Lunenburg County but
occurs cutside with fair frequency,but less consistency, in
final pcsition and medially Etefore voirceless scunds. This
second group is perallelled in the stops by the final /d/ of
hundred and by the single occurrence of unvoicing in. pigpen
outside the county. The second group represent: the more gen-
eral effect of specific environments upon the affricate and
seems quite independent of the Lunenburg tendency toward un-
voicing, although these environmental factors no doubt rein-
force the tencency within the County.

On two occasions, in judge and jelly, 23 Sambro groups
with Lunenburg County, affording the only suggestion in all
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the data on consonant peculisrities of possible diffusion

from within Lunenburg County.

Lunenburg bEnglish and Pennsylvania German

In the consonant peculiarities just reviewed we can see
vestiges of a system somewhat like that described by Carroll
Reed for Pennsylvania German, but characteristic distributions
as he describes them have broken down and the peculiapities
described here are nowin free variation with the articulation
types used in the neighboring counties, The field workers in
Nova Scotia did not mzke the fortis/lenis distinctions implied
in Reed's descriptions, but 1t is doubtful, in view of the
amount of free variation apparent. 11 this distinction would
have had any significance if it had been made,

Reed's description of tae articulation of apparently
related Pennsylvania German phonemes may be summarized as
followsls

1) Pennsylvania Germsn has no alveclar fricatives [@]
and [*] but oniy the stop [{dj in all positions and a
rare [t]ininiti1al position in loanwords., PaG.[d] is
a weak voiceless stop, [t] strong and voiceless,

2) PaG./r/ varies with its surroundings: trilled in-
itially. wesk post-velar fricative fineslly and be-
fore consonants. Before c¢consonants 1t is very un-
stable~- “1£ may be weak or completely lost, depend-
ing upon the word . . . and the habits of the indi-
vidual speaker.”

3) The stops in general, like the [t] and [d] referred
to above, occurin pairs (/p,b/./t.d/,/k,g/) of which
the first is strongly articulated, the second weakly.~
All ere voiceless. These, along with the affricate
/d%8/(noted by Reed as [¥]),"a weak, voiceless asdbie-
lated stop” which represents English /t§/ and /d3z/

in borrowed words, present parallels to conditions

1 -~ Reed, Pennsylvaniag German, pp. 8-=32.
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presumably underlying unvoicing in Lunenburg County.

These three descriptions may bé taken as approximately
parallel to situations which must have existed in Lunenburg
German ("the 014 Dutch language"). There is one notable ex-
ception' in Reed's description in that his /w/ is described
as a voiced bilabial fricative, while the Lunenburg [V] is a
labiodental frictionless continuant,

The consonant peculiarities of Lunenburg English are
clearly evidences of the last vestiges of bilingualism, They
represent transferred features of speech of the earlier pure-
ly German community, now no lohger phonemic Dbut varying
- freely with articulations characteristic of English speakers
in the surrounding counties., Their strongest‘ representation
is in the fishing villages in the extreme south of thé-countx

with some representation in the neighboring larger towns.,

Vowels
Upon the basis of phonetic similarity and a.system of
partial contrasts it is possible to establish the following

system of stressed vowels for southwest Nova Scotia generallwy

/i/ /u/
/t/
/e/ /A /v/
/e/ /o/
/=/ /2/
/a/

The term phoneme is used here tentatively, more as a conven—

ience than as a rigorously established fact.

Differences in Phoneme Incidence

While =all southwest Nova Scotia_ seems to shz=re one

set of phonemes, the incidence of these phonemes in the vo-
cabulary varies from place to place. Lunenburg Gountyﬁrecor&;

show differences between the incidence of some ﬁhonemesijlthe
vocabulary and their distribution in some records outside the

county.
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/a/ in Lunenburg County

The wuse of the low front to low central /a/ (usually
with a central articulation) in Lunenburg County in words
showing />/ elsewhere is the most outstanding vowel peculiarty
of Lunenburg County. ''he following instances are noted:

wash -= 23%a Blue Rocks, 23d Bridgewater;
oranges : '
crop -= 2% Lunenburg, ?3a, 23b Five Houses;

swallow —-- 23%e Voglers Cove;

college
opera -— 23
foggy

God -- 23f New Germany.

A triple variation which includes /®/ as well as /a/
and /2/ is involved in two items, wasp, in which both /a/ and
/®/ are peculiar to Lunenburg County, and haunted in which/a/
is peculiar to the county but /a/, while occurring in the
county, is also represented outside:

was -- /a/ 23f,

/®/ 23, 2%a;
haunted -- /a/ 2%e, 23f, -

/®/ 23, 23a, 23f, 25a(2) Port Medway, 254 .
Molega Road, 31 Danvers, 33-34 Victoria
Beach, 35 South Waterville, 41 Bass River.
47 Diligent River, 62 Rockport.

The map on the following page (Fig.43) shows the maxi-
mun extent of /a/ in variation with /3/. Because of varying
avallebility of some of the responses no attempt is made to
indicate the center of the most consistent use of this phoneme
in the words indicated. Available /3/ recordings in this var-

iation in Lunenburg County are:

wash -- 23a (where it apparently alternates freely
with /a/), 23, 23b, 23c, 2%e;

oranges -- 23%a, 2%b, 2%e, 23f;
grop  ~-- 23f; o

swallow -- 23, 23%a, 23b, 23d, 23f;
college == 23a, 23e, 23f;
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fogey -~ 2%a;
God ~-— 2%, Z3a, 235b, 23d, 23e:
was -~ 23a (alternates with /=/), 23b, 23d, 23e;

haunted -- 2% (alternates with /@/, 23b, 23f (alter-
nates with /&/ and /a/).

Thus this peculiarity of Lunenburg speech is far from uniform
and 1is subject to considerable variation in different utter-
ances by the same spesker,

The use of /a/ for /'/, although fluctuating, is the
most completely representative phonémic peculiarity of the
county, The use of /&/as an additionsl variant, while
shared with other sub-regions of southwest Nova Scotia, is
restricted on the South Shore to Lunenburg County (where it
is less general than,@/) and adjacent coummunities, 25d Molega
road, 2%a(2) Port Medway, and 35 Scuth Wstcrville. (See Fig.
43, p. 133%)

/®/ in_ Lunenburg County

Other variant phonemes are found within the county which
are alsco found elsewherein southwest Nova Scotia. The largest

set of variants is represented by the lis*: hglf. past, glass,

can't, aunt, palm, calm, pasture, shofts, whichis represented

in some records by /&/ and inothers by /a/. Only six records
show the same phoneme consisiently, For /=/ these are 3
22 Sambro, 32 North Range, ard 39 Stewiacke. For /a/: 21
Halifax, 25(1) Milten, and 25a(l) Port Medway. Here agasin as
the map on the following page shows (Fig.44}), Lunenburg County
communities are 1isolated from others where informants share
the feature prevalent in Lunenburg County. as in Fig. 43 out-
lining the incidence of /&/as compared with that of /2/,
This map suggests that pocsibly ezch of these phonemes in
tnese words has been diffused from wecre than one focus. The
absence of records for the Anncpolis Valley makesit difficult
to get a complete viewof this portion of the province, but /a/
seems to be a Queens County felk characteristic and a prestige

feature in the metropolitan Dartmouth--Halifax area. Waich is
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responsible for the inclusion of 35 Scuth Waterville within
this isogloss we cannot say on the basis of the evidence at
hand. The Lunenburg situation is not, as at first it might
seem, a case of central 1inunovation spreading into a surround=-
ing more conservative area, All indications point rather to
at least slight recessiveness of 7a&/ in Lunenburg County.
The predominance of 22 Sambro, a smzll, culturally 1inconse-
quential fishing village, grouped witnh Lunenburgin some._pre-
vious descriptions, suggests that 1t is a sturdy relic repos-
itory for tnis feature. Kecesiiveness is also i1mplied im the
splitting of "Old Luncnburg” by this isogloss. We have here
a clear encroachment of Queens County “"Yankee" influence from
the southwest upon an area once mere extensively glven over
to /=/ in thece words. At that time 22 Sembro or other
fishing comaunities between 1t and Lunenburg may have served
as the centers for the spread of this feature into Lunenburg
County.
i/ [ify and /1/

Two items in the workshects show variation between the

phonemes /#/ and /i/, 1in rinse and since. Rinse with the lower

vowel 1s very widecpread, veing recorded for vartuslly all
informants in southwest nova sScotia except those of the Hali-
fax area, most of Queens County. and half c¢f tne 1nformants
in Lunenburg County. The arece wherc gsingce was recorded with
the lower vowel ere completely enmbraced by theose for /sins/,
but are much more restricted. {See Fig. 45 on the fellowing
page.) Another variaticn. resembling this but in a reverse
direction, corresponds 1n thne main but 1s even more restric-—
ted, deaf with /i/ instead of /7/. This last feature was
the subject of considercble comment where 1t was not recorded,
being known but not used by wcst of the 1informants to the
south and west of Queens-Lunenburg. Comments indicate ﬁhat
in that esrea /dif/ i1s definitely older cnd recessive. Com-

ment is lacking on the other twc. Lunenburg County shows no
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distinctive treatment ol any oI these teatures, but seems to
be in a trensition area where older pronuncizations are being
replaced by new,

New England Short o

An apparent Split of the phoneme /o/ in a number of
récords has been recgerved for discussicn separately. Some
informants reveal an [07] instesd of [o] or [o“] phones in
some wordas which elsewhere illustrate tne phoneme /b/o This
is suggestive of the so-celled "iwew England short d' mentioned
by Kurathl and recéntly dealt with more fully by W.S.Avis in
a University of Michigan Doctoral D1ssertat10n2o Al though
Avis groups [0] with [0®] as «llophones of a phoneme /e/(in
contrast with [0¥] =&s representing s phoneme /0o/) it seems
apparent that both fielu workerc in Nova Scotia intended a
slight upglide for [o] rather than a stable monophthong,with
a stronger upglide reprecented by [o-]. While some varieties
of "Lew England short o sy thus be cbscured in the field
records, the only suitzble index of its presence 1s the in-
gliding variety [o®].

ln the whole .rea tne zccoampanylng test list produced
only 59 examples of tane 1ngliding pnone in a groupcf records
which wight, wmathematicelly. have produced 0600, Of the 59
notations of an ingliiding pnone., 26 are providedby four rec-
ords in Queens County and the remcinder are scattered through-
out the far southern region of wova Scotia and in the Minés
3asin =srea. .0 exagples at all were recorded for twelve of
the communities investigrted,

Wnile a contrast of tae minimal palr rode:road can be
estzblished for two (25b Port Mouton and 25deolega Road) of
the three inforuments yielding ingliding phones in the latter,

it is notable thest the otner informants revesl considerable

1 -= Kurath, Handbock, p.3.

? -— Walter 3. Avis, The Mid-Back Vowels in__the English of
the Kastern United Stateg;a detailed 1nvestigaticn of
regional and social differences in phonic characteris~
tics and phonemic organization. Michigan Dissertation,
1955,
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instability in the matter of [o”]. The informant at 25¢

reveals both 1ingliding and upgliding typés for drove, stone

wall, stone boat, grindstone, whetstone, and wishbone; anc

254 shows [ov] as well as [0®] for coat. The informant at
47 Diligent River replied with [oY] for coat, but later spon-
taneously said [kqat]; The second informsnt at 25a Port Med-
way did not herself provide any [0*] examples, but mentioned
hearing (ket], although detzils of the circumstances are not
recorded, Incidehtally, this 1is the only place in all the
field records of this area where the symbol [e], described by
Kurath as "an extreme varlety'of 'ivew England short g'“l, is
used.

These few indications suggest that we are dealing here
with an extremely rececsive sound, once phonemic, but now
tending to be a frce variant with [o],[o¥], etc. It is appar-
ently thought to be socielly less acckpﬂable than (0] and [oVY],
but the age grouping and educational background of the in-
formants 1is not such as would tend to reveal such tendencies
clearly. The wurban informants in Helifax and Dartmouth do
not reveal any trace of this phone, but neither does the very
rustic and un-selfconscious informant at Sambro nearby, nor
those at Stewiacké and South Waterville., nor the fisherman at
Blue Rocks (while the informznts at Lunenburg and Five Houses
each show an inglide in coat). The two i1nformants at Milton
are 1in sherp contrast., The first informant reveals no trace
of the phone, while his nextdcor neighbor is a major source
cf exezmples. There is a difference in background here both
in education and experience, yet the somewhat more sheltered
second informent 1s easily rated as more cultured than many

who show no examples at all, A life spent lafgely as house-

1 -~ Kurath, Handbook, p. 128,
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keeper for a widowed wothcr wno rounded out a full century
may help to account for her apparent concervatism.

In Queens County [0%] may well be phonemic in the
speech of the informants 25(2) Milton eand 25b Port Mouton,
but elcewnere in that county, 1in spite of the rode:road
contrast indicated for 25d, it 1is tending toward free vari-
ation and might prove, in & much larger sample,to‘be a col-
pletely {free varieant. Tne cporuadic nature of 1ts occurrence
in the rest of southwest Wova Ycotia makes 1t seem l1mprobable

that it represents & concistent contrast even in Queens,

Table XV
Occurrence of {o07?] 1n‘£ield Heco:ds in
| Southwect Nove Scotia
2% 23b 25(2) 2% 2uyc 2bd 27 23 29 30 31 33 34 37 41 47

rose X
sofa X
drove
stone-- X X X X X X X X

-~3tone

5
>

x
--boat X X

clothes

>

stone

coat X X

Ea TR T
>

road
loam

home

Ea TR T o -

bone X X
yolk
toad X X

ghost X X
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Differences in Phoneme Pronunciation

So far in this discussion attention has been turned
chiefly toward differences in the incidence of phonemes. The
immediately preceding section, discussing relics of New Eng-
land short o, stands somewhere between the discussion of true
pﬁonemes and the examinastion of the typical pronunciation of
the phonemes, When we look below the phonemic level in ex-
amining the stressed vowels of southwest Nova Scotia we find
little thet makes zny sub-area stand out in contrast with the
others.

[@a] and [a]

It has Dbeen noted that many words in Lunenburg County
have /a/ where most of the rest of southwest Nova Scotia
reveals /2/. Further examinztion reveals that some of these
words and others which serve as representetives of /a/ over a
wider area tend to be articulated further back in at least
parts of Lunenburg County thaen they are elsewhere, including
the /a/ of such words as show /=/ as well both within Lunen-

burg County and throughout the southwest part of the province

Table XVI

Central to Moderately Back
Articulations of /a/ in Lunenburg
County with Rival Pronunciations

X = Central to Moderately Back

([al, [«])
o = Fronted ([a],[a=])
/= />/ - = /2/

23 23a 23b 23c 23d 23e 23f

wash /ol x
oranges x [/ [/ x / [/
crop X X X /
opera X
college x / x / /
foggy x /
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Table XVI1
(Continued)

23  23%a 2%b Z3c 23d 2%e 23f

God / /) x
half - - X X - -
past - - 0 X - -
can't X

palm X X o] o] o]
calm X - 0 0 o]

pasture - - - X X 0

The incidence of [a] types of pronunciation as com-
pared with possible [a] types,although complicated by omissions
and the probability of /=/ in a part of the list, seems dis-
tinctly higher in "014d Lunenbdrg” than elsewhere in the couﬁty.
The [a] to [a«>] typeof pronunciation is notably scarce outside
of the county in these words. (A number of [c=] notations have
been ignored here in order to cut down the influence of field-
worker variation.) Only palm and czlm from Tesble XVI show any
substantial representation with [a], in the records of 31 Dan-
vers, 33 Victoria Beach (but not 34), 35 South Waterville, and
37 Forest Hills. Pasture is recorded with [2] at 31 and 35.
Father, not included in the list because it occurs rather Wide-
ly with [&], is recorded with [«] in Lunenburg County at 23,
23a, and 23b,

Diphthongs

Four diphthongs complete the stressed vowel phoneme in-
ventory in southwest kova Scotia. They are: /ai/, /au/, /oi/,
and /iu/.

/ei/ and /au/
The diphthongs /ai/ and /au/ present a number of diffi-

culties, starting with the recording characteristics of the

field workers. DBoth' fieldworkers are in substantial agree-
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ment wherever these diphthongs are followed by voiced sounds,
but there appears to be a sharp personal isogloss .where
a voiceless sound follows. Thus both write the first element
of the diphthongs of five and houses in the approximate range
of [a] to [«], Dbut I usually write the first element of the
diphthongs of twice and house with an [?] type of notation,
while Alexander's notations seem to be in the same approximate

range as those for five and houses.

Closer examinetion, however, reveals that before voiced
sounds the first elements of Alexander's dipathongs tend to
cluster closely avout [a] with some notations elsewhere in the

low range of articulation. The i1tems five, nine, and wire

were used ac samples for examining /ai/ recordings and houses,
mountain, and down were used for the /au/ recordings. These
six items are the most widely enu consicstently aveilable rep=-

regsentatives of tnesge dipnthongs taroughout tne area.

An examination of twice, night, and wife;and house, out,

end mouth in contrast with the six items mentioned above
showed Alexander's notations befofe volicelecs sounds to be
much more widely spread in range and much less closely con-
centrated about [a]. |

The range for /ai/ before voiced sounds in Alexander's
records is [al, [a>], [a=], and [a], with [a] noted in 42/55
0of the sample,

The range for /au/ before voiced sounds is [al], [al,
la>], and [«], with [a] noted in %2/46 of the sample.

The renge for /ai/ before voiceless soundsis [ag]l, [a<],
(al, [a-], [@x], [a<) and [a], with [2] noted in 24/47 of the
sample,

The range for /au/ before voiceless soundsis [ae+, [=,
(@], [, [ar], [aal, [a<], [al], [a»]s [«<]y [c-], and [»]
with [a]) noted for 21/54 of the sawnple, |

H
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If we take into considerztion only Alexander's field
records within the =rea of intensive field work and the four
closest to it (20, 21, 22, 23, 23a, 25a(2), and 35) we find
that the pfoportional strength of [a] notationsis greatly
lessened in voiceless environments: | o

/ai/ followed by a voiced sound = 15/20;

followed by a voiceless sound = 3/21;

/au/ followed by a voiced sound = 15/21;

followed by a voiceless so@hd = 6/18,

Thus a distinction is implied between the diphthongs of

the houses-five types and those of the house-twice type,which

is more apparent the closer we drow to the crea of intensive
field work. The correlstion Dbetween my central upgliding
diphthongs and Alexandcr's varied nétationsjjsnot one beéween
specific symbolizatioﬂs,but rather one betwecn transcriptions
fezturing a more or less mid central starting point and a
group of transcriptions indicating a starting point ina rel-
atively low range which are shifted to some degree from the

[al which predominates in the five-houses group.

It zppears that Alexander sometimes noted a difference
between diphthongs before voiced and those before voiceléss
sounds, but did not find a predominént specific point of con=-
centration for the Tfirst elements of the diphthongs beforé
voiceless sounds when they differed from those before voiced
sounds.

The exact natureof the fieldworkers' intentionsisdif-
ficult to retrieve from these notations, ‘My centralized
lower mid back notation, [A], does not approach Alexander's
varying notations. It 1is possible that 1 have exaggerated
the gross acoustic difference between the diphthongs in the
two environments,' while Alexander may have minimized it.
Possibly we should both be closer to [®] (higher low central),
but Alexander's carefully observed shifts indicate discrimin-

ations which would be obscured by a compromise in that direc-
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tion. In this study all we need to establish, essentially,
is whether or not diphthongs alternate before voiced and
voiceless sounds. This cannot be done merely by assuming that
any diphthong Inoted by Alexander which has a starting point
other than unshifted [a] is the equavalent of my [A] type of
notation. Alternation can only be assumed where the notation
for the starting point of a diphthong before a voiceless sound
is clearly differentiated from any used in recording diph-
thongs before voiced sounds in the speech of the same inform-
ant.,

As a result of such interpretation the supposed personal
isogloss disappears. A survey of the field records and con-
versational =uxiliary material reveals that alternations be-
tween the general pnonic types [(au] and [Au] (as interprete&
and [ai] and [Ai] both predominate over non-alternation in
22 Szmbro, 23%b Five Houses, 234 Bridgewater, 23e Voglers Covg
23f lew Germany, 25 Milton, 25a Port Medway, 25b Port Moutorn
and 25c South Brookfield. These coummunities are joined by 23a
Blue Rocks =z=nd 39 Stewiacke in which [ai] alterneates with (A i),
and by 21 Halifax where [au] alternates with [Aul. The areas
in which zlternstion is completely consistent for either diph-
thong are severely restricted. UrYor /21/ these are: 23f New
Germany, °5 Milton, 2%a Port Medway, 25b Port Mouton, and 39
Stewiacke., For /au/ they are: 23f, 2%, 25a, 25b. Conversely
there are communities in which alternation is completely ab-
sent in one or the other of the diphthongs. There is no alter-
nztion in /ai/lin the records of 2% Lunenburg, 29 Kemptville,
%70 Southville, 32 North Range, 33-34 Victoria Beach, and 47
Diligent River. There is no alternation of /au/ in 2%a Blue
Rocks, 30 Southville, 31 Danvers, 32 North Range, and 47
Diligent Kkiver. (See Fig. 46 on the following page.)

This area demonstrates a great deal of variation in the
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incidence of an alternztion which is widely assumed to be
generally typical of Canadian Engllshlo The alternation is
consistently cargied out for both diphthongs in only four
communities and it 18 consictently absent from the speech
sounds recorded in three., One or the cther or bdth alterna-
tions predominate from Halifax down the whole South Shore and
in S8tewiacke inland to the nortn of halifax, The rest of
southwest wova vcotia shows tracee of this alternation,

Lupenburg County ig noet set apart by this feature. It
is strongly represented in both slternations except by the 23
Lunenburg and 23%a slte Kocis informants, While the majority
of the coummunities snowing complete consistency in both al-
ternations are 1n Queens County, tne crea in which both al-
ternstions seen to predopinefe ewudbraces most of the Lunenburg
County communities (cnd 22 Sambre!, setting out Lunenburg-
Queens as the appcrent focal center of this feature,

This 1s an unexpected discovery. [There 1c nothing in
the culturel hirtory c¢f eirtner gounty to prepare us for this,
The existence of [pvi] and {#.] types in beth voilced and voice-
less environments has been noted 1a  New Englandgg and one
might assume that these would have been picked up by the Ger-
man speakers of Lunconburg County as tney learnted their English

from tneir neighbers, altncugh taelr Germen substratun pre=

sumably had cnly [au)] «nd (2117, [he evidence uoes not help

in the gcearch for the courceof the pattern of the alternation

1 —= Cf. Morton Bloomfield., "Canscdian knglish and 1ts Relation
to wighteenth Century Americon Specech”, Journal of Eng-
lish and Gerwmanic Philology., vol, 47, no.l. p.62.

Bloomfield does net <la‘m couplete consistency in
this matter for £11 Canadiars except by an implication
arising accidentally out of his generalization.,  His
Halifax informant chows aubivalence 1n fhmvs] and [havs]
but gives only [wazf). '

2 —— Kurath, ilandbock, p.4.

3 ~= cf, Reed, Penncylvania Germat. p.2H.




~146-

Whether this suggests an earlier New pngland state of affairs
underlying the noted ([#i] and {#1] types and an occasional
[pu]l, or is the product of an undetermined outside influence
will havé to be decided on tne basis of further end more ex;
tensive recsearcn,

It seems clear from tnis exawmination that, in this
corner of Canada at l=sast, the supposedly typical alternations
of these diphthongs in Canadian iknglish are not observed con-
sistently by the majority <f cpeuakers. We are warned by this
that a few samples of zlternation should not te tco broadly
interpreted. Secause a man says [m us)] we cannot assume that

he will say [h us],

{o] for [au] in Voicelecs Environments

The impression tnat =sowme Cancdians tend to alternate a
monophthongal [o] with [au] (1nstead of the [Au] types dis~-
cussed above) iec not well borne out in southwest Nova Scotia,
but there are evidences of the tendency in a few spesakers,
Among them curictly monopntnongal phones constitute 3/5 of
a small available sawmple of alternztions winich tend toward [0l
The range embraces [oul, [c¥Y], [o*f. [0?], and [o]:

fou] -- 23f [ho<Usg];

[o¥] -- 25(1) [@’bovt]. 25t (3 bAovtl (about)s;

[ ow] ~— 25c [k2%tB], 25d [ho%s]. [2%1];

(0®] -— 25¢, 254 [®t].
[0] =—-- 2%b, 23c¢ [m@@]a 25(1}? 25¢c [ot], 23dy 23f, 250,
25¢ {#'botl, 23f [xot¥], 25b [s08], 25(1), 23D

[ot].
Most of the [o}-type notations are in competition with
one or unmore free variants., A test palr inserted in the'qon—

densed worksheets, goat vs. gout, failed to reveal homophony.

1 -- Kurath; Handbook, p.4. A New England [@au)] and an [eu ]
also noted by Kurath show tracesat 22 Sambro, 23d Bridge~
water, 25c South Brookfield, 28 Shag Harbecr, and 41 Bass
River. This pronunciaticn raises a special problem which
igs outlined in Choxrter VI,

s e AL A A ad e LCAAYarS
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in the speech of any informant. Records for 23b, 234, 2%e,
23f, 25(1), 25b, and 25c have [o] for goat consistently and
diphthongs ranging from (a: )] to [4u] for gout. Only 25a(l)
approached a diphthong with [o”], which, however, is in con-
trast with [+v] in gout. Although out cbvious;y sometimes
contains the same vowel as oats the record of 23c reveals the
remark [¥¥ ots *»oi Ora¥%dit] where the contrast is apparently
consciously maintained in this context in an idiolect where
there is a tendency toward hoamphony elsewhere, This further
serves to underline the marginal nature of this [o] type of
alternant for [au] befere voiceless sounds,

The ingliding type of [0?] is zpparently identical with
the representatives of reliclje/ which cannot be established
as a phoneme in southwest Nova Scotia, and its existence em-
phasizes the improbability that a phoneme /e/ is a reality
anywhere in the region. Two informants who reveal probable
reflexes of /e/ are 25c and 2%d for whom [0?] is recorded in
out.

/ai/

The diphthong /oi/ is represented throughout southwest
Nova Scotia by notations of the type [Yrly [2il, [oT],and [o(]
with shifts indicated occasionally, There is a scattering of
other notations in words lixke poison, jeoint, joined, boil,and
point whose initiazl element 1s [A]. [a]. or [al. although no

- record shows coumplete consistency in this matter and this type

of diphthong is recorded 1in free alternation with [oi] in
poison for 25c South Brookfield. These scattered variant
diphthongs are reminiscent of an older New England diphthong
[ai}l and no doubt represent i1ts reflex in Nova Scotia., As

Table XVII shows, the occurrences of this variant are geo-

1 -- Kurath, Handbook, p.4.
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yéraphically scéttered:
Table XVII
[ai] Types for [»i]) Types
23b 23c 23d 23e 25b 25c 31 33 35

poison(ous) x X X X
joined, joint x X X X b ¢
boil X
point

(conversational) X

Although they are represented in 1two records from Queens
County, 5/11 of the occurrences of [ai] types are actually in
Lunenburg County, parallelling the preservation of New Eng-

land vocabulary relics noted in Chapter III.

[iv/
A diphthong witha rather complicated incidence is /iu/.
It occurs five times in 22 occurrences of the words beautiful
and music, with the sequence /ju/ noted in the other 17 cases.

It competes more successfully in items like Tuesday, tube,

new, student, due, dues in the speech of those informants who

do not use /u/. Substitutes for /u/ in these words are /iu/,

/ju/, and in Tuesday and tube a palatalization resulting in
[gul] or [tBu]l. These substitutions occur in the speech of
17/30 of the informants in southwest Nova Scotia; but with
complete consistency 1in the speech of only one, 21 Halifax,
In this group, as detailed in Table XVIII on the following
page, /iu/ is recorded 25 times out of a possible 119; /ju/,
17/119; palatalization, 7/119; and /u/, 58/119. There are
12 omissions. Available occurrences in peautiful and music
are appended to the table.
" Teble XVIII /iu/ cnd /ju/

x = /iw/, / = /ju/, - = Palatalization, o = /u/
20 21 22 23 23%a 25 25a 25b 25¢ 27 28 32 33 37 41 62
(2)(1)(2)
Tuesday - =- = 0 © / - X o X X X X O X o
tube - - 0 0 ¢ o0 o = o o o /J o o o o o
new / / x x o x o [/ o o / / o o x x [/
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20 21 22 23 23a 25 2%5a 25b 25c¢ 27 28 32 33 37T 41 62

(2)(1)(2)
student / / o x / o o ©O 0 X o0 o
due o / x o o o O X 0 X 0 o
dues o / x o o o / o x X 0 X o0 o
suit "o / x x o o o [/ o ) 0 0O 0 0 X o
beautiful / x [/ f /7 /]
music  / / / / x / x / x / / /

With beautiful and music 35 South Waterville ig added %o the

list: beautiful /, music x.

This diphthong 1is scarcely a major feature in the phonemic
pattern of southwest Nova Scotia, the majority of its occur-
rences being found in a small group of words whose pronuncia-
tion is strikingly divided both in southwest Nova Scotia and
elsewhere. Like New kngland; southwest Nova Scotig reveals
a rivalry between /u/ pronunciations on the one hand and the
/ju/y /iu/ and [gu] types on the other. Except fqr the east-
ernmost communities of 23 Lunenbdrg and 23a Blue Rocks,Lun-

enburg County is untouched by this rivalry.

/u/ vs. /iu/ etc,
In New England /iu/ and /ju/ have been described by

Kurath as acsociated with western New England, with /u/pre-
dominating in eastern New Englandlo Morton Bloomfield des-
cribed [ju] generally in Canada as a tendency to imitate
British usageg. In southwest Nova Scotia there is no doubt
that to some speakers this is a pregtige feature. The inclu-
sion of all the informants whose verb forms were predominantly
atandard 1in the examination of morpholdgical features within
the group showing evidences of /ju/ or fiu/ in the words in
Table XVIII indicates this, but the extent of this type of

1l -- Kurath, Handbook, p.4, and Chart 17, p.35,
2 == Morton Bloomfield, "Canadian English”, p. 63.
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pronunciation is much wider. A number of clearly uneducated,
unaffected folk speakers make up the remeinder of the group.
With them the majority of occurrences must represent long—
standing features of the native speech,relicsof the dialects
brought to Nova Scotia from southeast New England. If this
assumption is correct, further and more intensive examination
of this fezture in wnova Scotia wmignt well shed light on the
history and status of a feature now characteristic of westers

New bEngland.

Conclusions

Luhenburg County may not be said to have a consistent
and all-pervading distinctive pnconological system, but the )
English of the county is aarked by.a numberof‘peculiaritiés, ///
some apparently characteristic of the county only,some cbari//
acteristic of the county on the Soutn Snere,but found el%§¢
where in the province, and some shared with adjacent Queens
County.

Moat striking in tne [1rst classification are the con=
sonant peculiaritics, nvarallelled among tne vowels only by
the use of /a/ where ther est of tane province reveals /2/,
The articulation of /a/ in the vicinity of [a] in Lunenburg
County 1lies on tne margin of uine next category, since there
isanoticeable representation of this tendency in a few items
in Digby County and in Kings County, with 35 South Waterville
in betwecen Lunenburg County and <ings,

A negative featureis the virtually complete absence of
"short 0" in Lunenburg County, especially in those communi-
ties closest to Queens County, a strong center of this feat-
ure. This negative feature is shared in Digby County, in the
region eround Halifax, in llants County inland between Hali-
fax and Lunenburg (South Waterville) ana to the north (Stew-

iacke).

The most marked association with Queens County is in the
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alternations of the /ai/ and /au/ diphthongs in voiced and
voiceless environments. Lunenburg, except at 27f New Germany,
does not share the center of tnis feature, but seems ciearly
to lie ina transition zone. A minor but historically inter-
esting feature shared with Queens, South Waterville, and Viec-
toria Beach in Digby County, is the relic [ai] in words like
poison, which contressts with the apparent rejection of *short
o". Finally, Queens and Lunenburg Counties share a very low
incidence of /ju/,/iu/ types of pronunciation in words 1like
tube, with four of the six Lunenburg Communities showing no
pronunciations of this type, |

The German substratum of Lunenburg English shows through
chiefly in the consonant peculiarities. The vowel distihc-
tions are less clearly Lunenburg’s own unless possibly the

[e] articulation of /a/ might be suggestivelo

1l -~ cf.Reed, Pennsylvania German, pp. 20 and 23, where two
phonemes ~re affered in the low range, one short and
centrally articulated, and the other long and articula-
ted farther back,




CHAPTER VII

General Conclusions
"Lunenburg Dutch": Fact and Folklore
The search for evidence_ of a distinctive Lunenburg
dialect of English behind the folklore based on the impressions
of ‘untrained observers has revealed not only thé details
of the dialect, but of linguistic folklore as well., The lat-
ter not only exaggerates some featunes, it neglects others

which apparently lie outside everyday linguistic focus or be-
yond untrained perception, Thus the substitution of [v] for
[v] and [w] is notorious, although somewhat distorted, as is
also the tendency toward de for the, and dose and dem for
those and them, while zn equal or more prevalent tendency to-
ward [R) instead of [r] and the tendency toward the unvoiciﬂg
2f some consonants are ignored.

The reputation of some of these consonant peculiarities
supported by the exaggerated notoriety of features at other
levels, serves to illustrate the inaccuracy and insensitivity
of untrained perception of unusual speech. There are thfee
tendencies cniefly notable at the phonological level. First
there is = tendency to over-hear sounds which differin artic-
ulation from the expected sounds in Ehe observer's dialect.
This can result in the impression of a"reversal" of two famil-
Lar phonemes through the failure to detect an "intermediate"
articulation sharing some of the featuresof each of the famil-
iar ones "reversed". This tendency is notzsble in lay discus-
sions of so-called Brooklyn speech, of the tendency for Japanese
%o "reverse" /r/ and /1/ in English, and of the habit Canadi-
ans have of saying oot for out.

Accompanying this tendency is a second -- to ignore fea-
tures which cannot in some way be equated with phonemes of the
observer's dialect. Occasional mention may be found of a

"queer" /r/ in Lunenburg County, and a gifted mimic may in-
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clude it inan imitation, but [R] does not have a regular place
in the folklore. HKelated to this is a third feature of pop-
ular impressions, limited levels of perception. As far as I
know, the very evident tendency to unvoice stopsisnot gener-
ally noted in the folklore of this dialect. This feature is
apparently below the usual level of perception, possibly be-
cause voice and/or fortis-lenis distinctions are relatively
unimportant phonemically elsewhere in the province.

Three tendencies are seen at all levels in this folk-
lore. Tney are: distortion, generalization, and perpetuation
Distortion is implicit in the three points zlready discussed.
At the cyntactic level it becomes especially evident, as the
humorous, but not fully conscious, perversion of German word
order intc evidence of low logical =ptitude showé. Distortion
shows also 1in the tendency toward a generalized '"dizlect”
which has tne carpenter on pzge 2 say '"piece of ways", in which
the -s form is general sub-standard usage in the province.
I'his is also an example of generalization, whichis a tendency
as well in the popular treatment of real dialect peculiarities.
The consonant features reviewed zbove are a good illustration,
for they are not only very restricted 1in their occurrence
within Lunenburg County, but they are not regular in the
.speech of any single informant. They may. perhaps, have been
more regular, if not more widespread, at an earlier time,
And this brings in the tendency toward perpetuation, Once a
features is established in the folklore it secms to be there
for keeps. "Well known" teatures will live on even after they
have become markedly recescsive or even obsolete. This is
demonstrated most fully for Lunenburg Counfy in syntactic and
lexical matters.,

Documented Features

The vocabulary of Lunenburg English presents the sharp-
est and most easily perceived accurate touchstone of the

dialect. As revealed by worksheet examples there remains
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a lLegacy o1 terms derived irom German, used still in either
quasi~German form or in translation. These demonstrate a
small degree of diffusion into tae immedigtely surrounding
area, although sometimes their acceptance, as in the casé of
all for all gone, hadat leascforiginallymajocular motivation.
A limited number of items not demonstrably German in origin
21so center in the county and sre shared (though not in all
cases nebessarily diffused from Lunenburg County) by inform-
ants in communities from 22 Sambro to 25t Port Mouton, and in-
Land to 25c¢ South Brooxfield. Among those clearly not orig-
inating in Lunenburg County are such Kew kngland relics as

dorch (for ell) and its specialized application in cellar porch

On the whole this group represents generally-cqnservative
usage. |

New kngland influence in Lunenburg County is most sharp-
.y 1llustrated by tne récording 1n the county of nine of the
18 typicel eastérn New bngland terms used in Chapter III to
demon§trate.parallels betwcen southeastern New England . and
southwestern lLova Scotialn These typical hew Lkngland respon-
sies, however, are confined to tne three points of Lunenburg,
Lridgewater, and New Germany, and are represented in much
lower numbers at each point than they are in Queens,

This compogite picture of tne state of vocabulary among
the older generation of Lunenburg County reveals a strong
representation of German influence in Lunenburg town and
rore (specially in the Gillages of Blue Rocxs and Five Houses,
"Dutch" characteristicg decrease as we move away [rom these
southern peninsulas near Lunenburg, butf traces of this typi-
cal voceabulery can be found as far away as Sambro, near Hali-
fax; in South Waterville, Hants County; and in the southern

part of Queens. These terms are no doubt recessive, but they

1l -~ Inspection of the list in Chepter III will reveal ten
terms elicited in Lunenburg County. Hay heap has two
possible origins in Lunenburg County and therefore 1is
noL cowived as a New bagland festure here,
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trace an unmistakable linguistic impact of Lunenburg upon the
neighboring settlements, however mixed the motivation may have
been for the adoption of some of these tcrms. (See Fig, 47 on
the following page.)

A strong to overwhelming counter-movement is revealed,
nowever, in the foruw of Yankece terms, In this we find some-
wvhat of an inverse picture, altnough Voglers Cove, which
ranked only with Milton in Queens County in number of terms
of German origin, is here grouped with Blue Rocks and Five
llouses as highly resistant to Yankee vocabulary. Lunenburg
Town ranks relestively hign, between Bridgewater and New Ger-
nany. A miscellancous, apparently typical, but virtually
unclassifiable element of the vocabulary gives a third
pattern in which Bridgewater and Lunenburg rank relatively
high and the rest of the communities somewhat lower.

Lexically this saupling suggests the relative richness
of the vocabulary of the county at its center in the two
chief towns, relative conservatism in the fishing villages in
the immediate vicinity of the original settlement, both as to
features of apparent German origin and isolated relics from

the Yankee word stock, with a somewhzt less distinctive vocab-

ulary at the extreme southwestern corner of the county end in

the extreme north, with resistance to the mejority of Yankee
terms running upward from the edges of the county to 1its

center in 0ld Lunenburg,

Morphology and Syntax

Morphological and syntectic materials available yield
little thet is purely characteristic of the Lunenburg settle-
ment area. Division according to morphological types is
purely a matter of relestive culture and in general, as far as
the verb forms are concerned, the picture is not unlike that
of the esstern United Stetes. HNon-verbzsl morphological data
run parallel. |

In syntex there is still a trace of German influence
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apparent, Dbut a scant, znd to scme degree a ~sel.fconscious,
trace., The evidence of both tmeneau and Misc Creighton 1s im-
plicitly strongly reaminiscent although given as current in good
faith,.

Phonologically tne evidence 18 much richey and ample
evidence is provaded for four regionzlly distinctive consonant
features in the specch of the clder generation of Lunenburg
County. Here again we have concentration in the coastal
region, tnis time more clearly centered on 23a Blue Rocks,
The weight of tnc incidence of there conscnent features may
be guaged by the following totzls of sctual occurrences:

23 23a 23 c3d 2%e 271

%2 73 46 14 5 1
While the center of the "Dutch™ rédgion remeains much as it was
revealed in tne lexical sample, DBridgewater cppears inamore
ambiguous, status and greater contrast 1s orfered between the
extremes of tabulcotion., Lew Germrny scarcely seems to be in
the picture «t «ll, anu Lhe susplcion arises that the one [V]
recofded m:y huve been totally atypicel of the speagers,

The vowels snow less evidence of a cnaracteristic type
of pronunciation. Luneéenparg g=emc Lo prriicipate in much the
same phonemic system s ta: rect of southwest dova ScotiacThe
articulation of at least co¢ne pneneme., J/a’/., as noted in
the previous chupter, seems Lo be characteristice

On the pnonological level we find some preservation of
New Englund relics. uf specisl note are tne substltution' of
[ai] for [ci] in words like peiscn., and two examples of New
sngland snort o, In contrast we have a high resistance to
the possible New Lngland relic of tne /ju/ or /1u/ type in
words like tube.

Present vay Status

"Lunenburg Dutch" as reprccented by the cpeech of the
older generationof Lunenburg Ccunty today 1o a rapidly fading

a

remhznt Of @ unGe VviEClioud wila Coioriui  dialeck, an amalgam
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of a German substratum with Yankce English. The tforces ot
history have tended to wear away the Germsn element and pre-
serve tue Yankee features which are constantly reinforced by
contact with the surrounding population whose cultursl roots
are in New cngland, a region with which they have nevef en-
tirely lost conftact.

In sowme ways 1linguistic folklcre has preserved more
evidence of this old dizlect than fieldworkers can now re-
trieve on the spot, althouzsn 1t ig clear that mucn has been
neglected by tredition zs well. Ite cnarscteristic morphol-
08y, 1f there evur was auy, has vanicnedy 1ts earlier syntax
is detectable only in ranaom traces; its vocabulary 5how§
only in a modest collecticn of houwely terms: and the features
of its phonolegy, even wnere mecet strongly 1ngra1nedijlhabit,
are free varients with more familiiar Yanxkee types of articu=-
lation.

This study has scanned o feded picture of what the
Languzage o1 the young rdult was w«t about the turn of the cen-
tury. It reaises many questions, wost of them concerning
those shadowy yecare velween tne indefinite date when German
ceased to dominate tne Luncuourg settleuments and the end of
Queen Victoria's reign, A muanbter of further studies are

clearly i1mplied, a@mong 'ne fivet of wnich wignt well be a

furtner cuarvey of tne came cre:. to bring nte focus the state
of the languasge in tae next Lwo generations, Anotner project

which ought to be undertaken witnout logs of time igs a con~-
trolled survey, possibly by malill, to increase our <nowledge
of surviving vocabulary and expressions, as tc gquantity
of typical items, tneir diestribution, and relative frequency
of occurrence tnroughout tne area.

An  a2id to our understanding of the carlier stages of
the 1laaguage of Lunenburg County would be a competent study
of the German thet survives azmong the dw1ndilng minority who
spoke 1t as their mother tongue in the county. Because of
tne  pecuiial

- . . il -d PUEN - -~ | P
SOClial. sStatuds ol tud

ch Laﬁguage” today
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it is probably impossible, as 1t was once hoped, to equate 1t
~wWith -speeific German dialects.

A study of the remerkably early decline of this language

would be worthwhile, too, with zdequate first-hand attention
to gravestones, church records, family correspondences, jour-
nals, and notaﬁions in devotional books,
' This study has deuwonstrzted the encroachment of Yankee
features upon tne dialect of Lurienburg County, but there cre
influerces not fully accounted for here because they appear
to have no clear source or do not maxe themselves apparent in
the speech of the generation under discussion. One of the
latter relates to the [=y typeof‘dlpnthdng mentioned on p.146
as possibly of New bkEngland origin. [his articulation can
be found for /au/ in Nova Scotia, but, more stsrtlingly, diph-
thongal pronuncictions can be found for /o/ tending toward a
similar articulation, ag Alexander notes in a comment upan
22 Sambro. [ observed tnis tendency in an informal coaver-
sation &t Southwest Port idouton in 1950, A fisherman, in
the course of «n znecdote caid: [ai woz sitp an mi bsut . .
(I was sitting on my boat...). This fecture wmay be wholly or
largely coastal, snd is decerving of special investigation,

Whether or not tnis 1s purely a coastal fezsfure, there
is a certain amount of vocabulary which points toward a special
coastal group of fectures, such s mugup for a gnack and more

technical terms such as mzke in @ggggilggj When Newfoundland
work hes made substantial progress we snould «now a good deal
nore zbout such features. A separate study of coastal vocab=
alary might well ched a great deal of light upon & special
aspect of the culture of more than one region, Along the
dJaritimes coast there 1is a good dezl of mixing of men from
various portson the vegsels, and the influence of the fishing
fleet as a special milieu should not be overlooked in cultural
studies of zny sort,.

But teking ©vrecedence over zll tnese special implied

studies we should nave a Lrue Linguigtic Atias of Canadian
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English to assist in obtaining a cleer view of such "general
Canadian" features as the typical(?) Canadian diphthongs
which yield such a mixed picturé in southwest Nova Scotia, to
trace the contributions of various immigrant English’ dialects
end to zssist scholars of English and of bilingualism working

with the growing materials on United States English and Can~-
adian French, |

Ry
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APPENDIX A

Informants and Communities

Dartmouth, Halifax County,settled 1750 from England,
population about 10,000 at time of interview(1939);
prosperous; shipping, manufacturing. |

Informant born in Halifax 1846; father Halifax sailor ,
mother from Yarmouth; public schools to age of 13, en-
tered commercial school at 18; =till active in business
at time of interview; interested, alert, possibly on
guard.

Halifax, Holifax County, settled 1749, imperial naval

and military ststion to early 1900's, population about
70,000, chief deep water port on Canadian east coast.
Informant born lo64 in Halifex of Halifax family;child-
hood and young womannood spent in Dartmouth,followed by
35 years in Lawrencetown near Dartuouth, then residence
in Halifax; public school to sge of 16, Normal School ,
Truro, =t 22; taught three years; husband farmer; self-
educated by extensive reading, a trifle pedantic but
probably a good represenﬁative of her generstion and
region since che has lived practically all of her 1life
within 10 miles of :alifex and Dartmouth.

Sambro, Halifax County, typical T"outport", scattered

fishing village of s#bout 500 people, isolated,poor rcad
to Halifax.

Informant born at nearby Cootcove in 1875 of. Cootcove
family; lived in Cootcove until 19; public schaol to 16
reading restricted to newspeper; few formal social con-
tacts, on socizble terms with neighbors and femily; co-
operative, with feeling for local and older usage;sonme=
what on guard.

Lunenburg, Lunenburg County. settled 1753, fishing and
shipping port of about‘2,700 at time of interview.

Informant born in Lunenburg 1882 of Lunenburg family;

-1l61-
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public scnool to a ; y formcrly farmer,
teamster, and shipyard worker; self-educated, alert,
somewhet under influence of wife's notions of correct-
ness, though he resisted correction during the inter-
view; active organizer of local functions; founder of
private museum of local mementoes,‘

Blue Rocks, Lunenburg County,satellite fishing village

about four miles from Lunenburg, about 250 people,
little social life except churcn functions,

Informant horn at Blue Rocks about 1869 of Blue Rocks
family, parental grandfather supposedly of eastern
European origin; cchool until 12; vigorous retired
fisherman; o great talker who made 1little attempt to
correct his speech,

Five Houses, Lunenburg County. fishing and farming

village near Riverport on thne La Have River, Origin-
ally named to deccribe a cluster of homes, the hamlet

now coneists of eignt families,

Informant born 133l in rose day a wmile or two across

the peninsula of a peninsula familyiretired banks fish-
erman and uwerchant sailor, alert, vigorous, witn only
"a couple of montns” of fermal schocling but with con-
siderable curicsity and independent reading; cooperat-
ive and unaffected; = very fine type of informant; one
time lodge member, scciable, with few formal social
connectidns°

Getsong Cove, Lunenburg County, a fairly active ship-

building coummunity in the late 19ta century,now chief-
ly a residentizl suburb of Bridgewater 17 miles away;
located acroce the mouta of the La Have River fron

Riverport and PFive Houses,

Informent born 1363 at Getsons Cove of native family;

public scncol to zbout 1%5; retired sea ceptain. Record
discontinued one tnird complete because of objections

cf doughter; not referred to consistently.
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Bridgewgter, Lunenburg County, market center for the
county, largest town.

Informant born 1372 at Wileville, three miles away of
native parents; féur years of ungraded schoolj;lifelong
resident of Wileville or Bridgewater except for brief
periods of woods, mill, and farm work in other parts
Lunehburg and Queens Counties in youthy active farmer,
lived on own fzrm on edge of Bridgewater for 40 years

preceding interview,

Voglers Cove, Lunenburg Couhty; fishing community near
Lunenburg-Queens County line.

Informant born 187¢ at Voglers Cove of family native ®

the vicinity: scnool for six or seven years; active in

tishery from age cf 12. cossting trade to British West
Indies in tne winter, retired from fishing but active;
home in Voglers Cove tanroughout whole 1life except for
a year or two in Riverport:; lodge ond church member,

hNew Germany, Lunenburg County,., founded in a good farm-

ing region in the northern part of tne county on the
La Have KRiver in the early 1800's. a sawmill town and
market center for that part of lhe county.

Informant born 1863 of fawily of =2artiest settlement
group; seven or elght years of public scnool; woerked e
far away as Annapolis Valley for o year or twe when
young; farm wife, formerly active in <church and Red
Cross worke

Milton, Queens County, site of early mills of Liver=-

pool, situated at "The Falls" of the lersey River about
two miles frem Liverpool, founded about the same time
as the larger community {(1760),

Informant born 174 in Milicon of cne of the founding
families; graduatc of Aczdia University: taught school
for 10 years in Weyburn, Yorkton, and Moose Jaw,Sask.,
and six months con Vanccuver Island; vigorcus local man

of affairs, active in lccal Beptist church, secretary
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of school district for 34 years.

Informant born 16l of one of the founding familles;
'Secdndary education; alert, though physically frail at
time of interview,

Port Medway, Queens County,settled in late 18th cen-

tury; local names chow meeting ground of German and
Yankee secondary settlement; once a flourishing fish-
ing and shipbuilding town, now & gqulet backwater about
12 miles from the main road; population of about 400
consists of a few active fishermen, local tradesmen,
workers in Liverpool, and retired people, including a
number of returned natives from “Canada" and New Eng-
land,

Informant born 1379 in Port Medway, parents from Petite
Riviere, southwest Lunenburg County9 family of Queens
County origin; housewife, wife of president of village
council.

Informant born ca.ls4d in Yort iedway. Parents from
Lunenburg Town. School until 19. Lived three years
in Yarmouth County, 1l3875--73. Formerly active in
church societles. ;

Port Mouton, Queens County, scattered village just off

main highway about 12 miles southwest of Liverpool;
settled by Tarleton's Legion, 1784, and from earlier
villages; lumbering and.fishing.

Informant, born 1873 at Port Mouton of Port Mouton fam-
ily; school from 6 to 13 plus twe winters: retired saw
mill operator; alert, active as gardencr and hunter;
active member of Somerville Christian Church for 50
years; regular reader of popular magazines.

South Brookfield, Queens County., one of a number of

farming villeges in the "North District” which were
settled from Liverpool and Miltom, with a scattering
of Scotch and Irish settlers later, from about 1812 omn;

the only good farming land in the county, the ¥ North
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District™ has « strong regicnal consciousness developed
through years oi semi-isglation from the older settle-
ments; farming balanced with logging.

Informant born 1867 in filton but raised in North Brode
field from sge of nine by an uncle; attended ungraded
school to ninth grade level; vigorous elderly farm wife,
active social life; husband longtime county road super-
intendent; lived in house wnere she was interviewed from
age of 25,

Informant born 13855 zt Twelve Mile (=zbout halfway be-
tween Liverpool znd tac North District) of a family or-
iginally from Lunenburg County; active guide and fish-
warden, formerly a miner, worked outside of county fof
two years in antimony mine in lHants Jounty, lived very
near present residence =11 therest of nis, life.

Baccaro, Shelburne Countv, ucastered fishing villege of

about 100 people, 13 miles from highway; subsistence
zided by a little farwming on poor land, a few sheep end
cows,

Informant born loo? wast Laccare of native parents;pub-
lic school to 14; housewife, lively. comewhat influenced
0y children's ideas of correctness, ovu® normally natur-
al; limited outcide experience. actlive in Methedist
chnurch; read newspapers and nymnbcoks; went to Barring-
ton 13 miles away occasionally; no residence elsewhere,

Shag Harbor, Shelburne County, small fishing village of

about 100 people at extreme southern corner of Nova
Jcotia, one chnurch, one store; cne garage.

informant, born 1859 at Shag Harboer of native parents,
public scncol to 14; family early settlers from Chat-
ham, Mass.; retired sailor and railway hand, alert, in-
telligent, a local historian whoe aimsat correctness but
only when on guard. o

Kemptville, Yarmouth County, prosperous commpurity of

small farmers, nuniers, guides; welil-kept houses and
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‘gardens, about, 200 people.

Informant born 1863 in Kemptville of native parents;
lively physically, and umentally aliert; farmer; lang-
uage somewhat "improved" by daughter, but natural when

off guard.

csouthville, Digby County, scattered settlement of 30
or 40 houses, some lumbering.,

Informant born in Southville 13839 c¢f native parents ;
public schools until 17; taught one year, worked two
years in Yarmouth County (1905~--07),

spent three or
four years in Boston; storekeeper, school secretary
and tax collector; in general relaxed and affable,but
conscious of "correctness"”; conversational utterances
often fail to match responses,

Danversy; Digsby County, scattered hamlet, school hasg

fewer than 30 children,

Informant born 1349 at Dauvers, father from nearby
Weymouth and mother’s family from St, Mary Bayv in the
same countys farmer,"spry”.unaffected,mentally alert,
no formal scnooling,

North Range, Ligby County, scatterea lumbering and

farming community of 40 to 50 families about 12 miles
from Digby.

Informant born 1387 orn Digby Neck ' 81u. hary Bayi of
native parents; public schocl until 1l; farmsr., lum-
berman, school bus driver; natural, wmentally quick.
speech possibly slightly corrected by children ; in
close contact with community,

Victoria Beach, Annapclig Ccunty, fishing village on

Annapolis side of Digby Gut; schoeil, church, small

stores, small summer hotel,

(33) Informant born 1854 near Victoria Beach of native par—

ents; school until about 12; fermer sea conk, very
much the local character, completely unaffected but

more interested inyarning than in answering juestiona,
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Informant born 1894 at Victoria Beach 0f native Iather

and mother from Minasville, Hants County;public school
to 16; spent short periods in Salem and Lynn, Mass.,in
young womanhood; housewife, cooperztive, alert, some-
timeé self-conscious so that conversational utterances
differ from responces.

South Waterville, Hants County, comfortable scattered

village of sbout 30 houses, small farming and lumbering,
Informant born 1350 of native mother and father born
three miles away across Lunenburg County line of old
family of Lunenburg settlers; public school tc about 13
spent most of 18384 in the Unitcd States;retired farmer
alert, helpful, but cpeech sowmewhat "purified” by the
next generation,

Forest Hills, kings County, scattered farwing communty

on the "mountain" a few miles from Wolfville; eleva-~
tion of 400 feet and pocr rcad make it fairly isclated;
population about 100, cne schoeol.

Informant born 1863 at Grand Pré 10 miles away of fa-
ther.born in England. mother born in ForestHills where
inforimant lived from age of six: farm wife, strong,
simple character, speech coanewhet corrected. Tpossibly
by college graduzte grendson who helps on her farm.

Stewiacke, Colchester County. comfortable townof about

1,000, mainly agricultural, suwall factories, ocn main
highway 40 miles from Halifax, 12 from Truro.
Informant born 1376 in Upper Stewiacke, gbout 13 miles
away, of native mother and father born in Breookfield,
Colchester County; school until 16; 1lived in Great
Village, Colchéster County, 1865-~1889; retired rail-
way worker, active churchgoer, former lodge member;shy
but cooperative, speech influenced by wife from Pictou
County.

Bass River, Colchester County, comfortable farming and
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lumbering community of between 7,000 and 8,000 people;
chair factory and sawmill.

Informant born 18%2 in Upper River, just over the Cum-
berlahd County line; father from Truro, mother from
Port Greville; Cumberland County; grew up at Spencers
Island in western Cumberland, spent young womanhood in
Parrsboro; racy taiker, gpontaneous and natural.

Diligent River, Cumberland County, 1lumber port of

about 300 people, smzll farming, Loyalist  settlement
district. |

Informant born 1306 at River Hébert of English father
and mother born at nearby Maccan; young manhoocd spent
on south shore of Chignecto Bay in Cumberland County;
former.lumberman and shipbuilder, lodge menmber, good
talker and mimic, active, naztural, and unforced 1in
speech.,

Rockport, Westuoreland County, ihew Brunswick, isolated

communitylon peninsula sbout 12 miles from Sackville;
some 100 scattered inhaoitants; small farming and lum-
bering.

Informant born 1895 at Roockport of native parents; no
scnocling; odd jobs man; good answers to direct ques-

tions, few other resources; undecided articulation.



sanup
sundown
clearing
tempest
‘portico
gutters
leanto
hay heap
woodhorse
umb (e )rel
blare
pellow
saa

neigh
brooder
oroody hen

(Indizn)
bannock

curd (and
compounds)

steep
coffee

rainworm
earthworm

was taken
sick

25

Lo T B

X

APPENDIX B

Representatiﬁe New Englend Words:

25a 75b

X

2h

HoOoX X o=

Nova 3cotia

c 254 23 23d 23f g? 28 29 30
X X X X
X
X X
X
X X
X
X X
X
X
X X X X X X
X
X X X X
X
X x x X X X X
X
X
X X X X
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‘Southeast Massachusetts
102 108 110 114 117 1138 119 150 154 203 206

sunup X X X X
sundown X X X X
clearing X X X X -
tempest X X X X X X

portico

gutters X x- X X X X X X X X X
conductors

leanto x X X X

amb(e)rel

olare X X

aeigh X X X X X X
(Indian)

vannock X X

curd (and
sompounds)

3teep coffee

Zroundworm X

rainworm X

earthworm X X X X X
was taken X X X X X X

31ick



sundown
clearing
tempest
potico
gutters
conductors
hay heap
leanto
woodhorse
blare

daa

neigh
arooder
oroody hen

(Indian)
bannock

earthworn
eaceworm

was tesken
sick

Rhode Island, Block Island,

i

-171-

Nantucket and Connecticut

52
X

54°

X

56
X

58 60 62
X
X X X
X X X
X
b x
X

124

34
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E 1
Southern New Hampshire and Southern Maine

190 194 308 310 320 328 333 360 362 366 388
sundown X X b 4 x X X X X X

clearing X X x X

portico X X X X X
gutters X

conductors X X

hay heap X X X

hay bunch X X X
blare X X X

neigh b ¢

bannock X X X X X X X X

curd (and X
compounds)

steep coffee X X X

earthworn X X X X X
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INDEX OF FEATURES CITED

Numbers indicate page cited or
Numbers in parentheses
most closely associated (see

ure,

aftercrop, aftergrass
afterfeed. 61, Fl1&,
(41.6)

afternoon, 6 (2.5)

ain't,90, 92, (12.4,
40.7)

all, 52, 86, 106, 154
F12 (55.2)

all the farther, 106
(43.5) '

already, 108

angleworm, 42, 50, 61
F19 (60.4)

anywhere, 96, 97, 111
F39 (40.2)

anywheres, 96, 97,F39

(40.2)
as far as, 107 (43.5}

aunt, 132 (67.8)

baa, 49 (36.2)
52, Fli
bannock, 51 (44.7,8)
barbed, 116 (lo.4)
barn, 116 (14.2,15.6)
122

122

40, 61

Badger Day,

barrel,
barrow,

bawl 9 399
(36.2)

beard, 117, 125(71,.8)

beautiful, 148, 149
(89.8b) .

bed, 125
bedroom, 125 (9.4)
(28.8)

100
Lo

bedspread,

been, 90, 91, 92
91, 93

90, 92 (33.3)

blare, 49 (36,2

blat, 61 F29
(36,2)

nlowed, 90, 91
(6.3)

begin,
bit,

boar. 117 (35.3)

boil, 147, 148
(77.6)

bone, 13&

tonnyclapper,6ol
Fe8

(AW

borrow, 122 195,

braceles, 12«
(28.73)

bread, 122, 12

(44, 3. boﬁ L)

br sties, brusties
‘~' (.)’)u!)

..5

brocdery
brocdy hen, 49(3@')

brook, 122, 124,
(30,C 1

broem, 122 .

brush, 124 (22,5

bucket, 1 (17.2,
3

bushel, 96, 97 F37
(41.7)

bushels, 94,37 {417

butcher, 124 (465

buttry, 85 (10.31)

=175

"if prefixed by F a fig-
lndlcate Long Worksheet
Kurath, Handbook, pp. 150--158).

“numbers

calm,132,140(75,5)

can't, 132, 140,
(57.7)

careless, 117(746)

cartridge, 116,124
127 (22.7)

catched, 89, 91,92
(99,1

cellar porch, 52,
85, 154,F13

cheese curd, 49,
(47.4)

cherry, 122 (62.1)

chimbley, 52, Fl4,
(8,2a)

clean. . .0ff, 107,
108

clearved,il7 (41.5)

clearing, 48, 061,

122, F17 (5.7)
clock, 40, 86, F5

closet, 85 (9,.6)

cinthes closet, 85,
138 | )

come,91,83%, (102.4)

comforter,confort-
avle, 1, T 18

conductors, 50

core, 117 (54.5)



cork,116 (20.4)

corn,117 (14.3,44.6,
56.3, 56.4)

corn bread, 42 (44.6)

corruption, 79, F35,
(77.7)

creek, 122 (30.2)

\
crop, 122, 130, 139,
(41.6)

curd(s), 49, 61, Fes
(47.4)

curd cheese, 49, 51,
(47.4)
Daks Day, 52,86,F10

deef, 134, F45(77.2!

didn't use to, 106,
107 (74.4)

done, 91, 93 (102.7,
103.7)

don*t, 90, 91 (13.2)
door, 116
doughnuts, 40 (45,3}
141

dra.nk, bgo 909 92v
122, 125 (49.1)

drought, drouth, 4,
5, 61, F23 (7.1}

drove, 90, 91, 121,
122, 125, 137,138,
140 (11.4, 11.5)

- down,

drowned, 122, 125,

(96.1)

drowneded 91,
(96.1)

dry spell, 52, o1,
Fo3 (7.1)

due, 148, 149 {(94.8)

92,

dues, 148, 149 (95%)

~176-

eaceworm, S0 (60.4)

earthworm, 38,49,51
(60,4)

eaves spouts, 38
(11,7)

eavestroughs, 0,01,
21 (11.7)

education, 126, 127
(83,60

ell., 51, 61,
{(11.8)

et, 89, 90, 92 (485)
61, F17 (35.1)

85,F24

ewe,
farthest, 10©, 107
(43.5)

fassnack, 40, 5244,
56 Fo (45.3)

farther, 140 (63.,5)

faucet, &1, F22

(lo,7)
feet., 97 (T7.u)
1le (1.6}

141 (1.2}
1

first,

forehead. 125(7%.¢6)
forty,116 (1.5)
four, 116 (1.1}
fourteen, 116 (1.4)

frog, 122 (60,2,
60,3}

froze, 122 (7.6)
furrows, 122 (41.73%)
furthest, 107(43,5)

garden, 117 (50.8)

general, 126,
(68.3)

get asleep,106,107

get awake, 52, 85,
90, 104, 106,107
F10 (97.32)

ghost, 138 - (90,2)
(48.8)

127

glass, 132
g€c with, 105
goad, 61,.F18(19.5)
147 '

Ged, 130, 132, 140
(89,3, 89,4)

get (I've ~ it for-
got) 108

goat,

got sick, 52, 61,
F30 (76.1)

gout, 147

grand ~, 122, 12%

(64,1, 64,2)

graveyard,125(788)

grease, greasy,ila
125 (23.8,24,.1)

grindstcone, 102,125,
137 (23.4)

g!"?wed. 90992(655?74
£5.8)

giowg (n the wocds
ito~}, 108

guardian, 117(66.4)

guns, 12% (72.1)

gutters, 48,61,F2l
(11,7) '

half past, 132,140
(4.5)

handkase, 52,
F11 (47.4)
harslet, 79, F35

{373}

86,



haunted, 130 (90.3)
haven't,90,91(12.4)

haycock, 61, 79,F27
(14.7)

hay heap, 48,52,61,
84, F27 (14.7)

hoarse, 117 (76.7)
home, 138 (32.2)
“hornet, 117 (6U.8)
horse, 116 (34.3)
141
houses, 8, 141

nundred, 124, 125,
126, 127 (1.5)

house, 3,

Indian bannock,
(44.7,44.3)

January, 126, 127
(1.8)

jelly, 126, 127

Johnnycake, 42, 79,
F7, F35 (44.6)

148,

49

joined, 147,
(89.2)

joint,126,147,148,
(72.3)

judge, 126,
(68.6)

127,

~aid, 91, 92 (97.1)

lay, 91, 92 (95.8,
97.1)

learn, 106 (101.1)
learned, 91,(101.1)

living room, 61l,F26
(7.7)

loam, 138 (29.3)
lco, 37, 61, F20
(36.3)

1OW9 37
(36.3)

61, F20

~177-

make fish, 108

make (the fire cut)
108

makes wet down,1l08
married, 122(82.6)
marsh, 117 (29.8)

sartha, 115, 117
(67.2)

Mary, 122 (67.2)

matter, 61, F17
(77.7)

Matthew, 115 (67.2)
morning, 116 (2.4)
moth, 115 (60.6)
mountain,141{31,1)
mouth, 115, 141

mugup, 79, F33
(453.4)

nusic, 143, 149
(89.8a)

neigh, 43, %2,
F31 (36.4)

neither, 114(71.4,
71.5)

148

night, 141 (3.7
nine., 141 (1.3)
nurse, 117 (84.8}

61,

new,

cats, 147 (42.1)

off, 105, 106
(85,6)

cnce, 105,110(1.7)
s so0nce, 108
cne, 110 (1.1}

opera, 130, 139
(84.5)

oranges, 122, 126
127,130,139 (552}

orphan, 117 (66,3)

out, 141, 147

pail, 42, F7 (17.2 ,
17.3)

pair of oxen, 57,86,
F13 (38,6)

palm, 132, 140(72.2)
pantry, 8% (10.1)

paper wants rain, 52
85, F10

parents, 122 (63.8)

parior, 116 (7.7)

pasture,132,140(158)

pigpen, 125,126, 127
(15.4)

point, 147, 148

poison(ous) 147,148,
151 (62.6)

poke, 44 (19.7,19.8)

porch,51,52, 61,154,
F24 (10,8, 11.8)

47 (10.8)
pound, %6, 97 (45.6)
pounds,S6, 97 (45.6)

POILicCT,

purse, 117, (28,2)
queer, 111
quilt, 111 {29.1)

radishes, 122 (55.3)
rain spouts,;38(11.7)
rainworm, 49,51(60.4)
raspberries,122(625)
rather,122(90,4,905)
Regenwurm, 51 (60.4)
rense, 134, F45(182)
rid, 89, 90,92{34.4).

ridden 122,125(34,.4)



rinse(s), 122 (18.2)
riZ, 89 (304)

road, 136, 133(31.5,
31,6, 31.7)

rode,90, 92, 136,138
(34.4) '

roof, 122 (11.6)
~room, 122 (6,6,8.2)
‘rose, 122, 138 (3.4)

run, 91, 93

Stgebock, 39 (22.3)

sausage 126; 127
(46,6

sawbuck, 39, 40, 52,

86,F6, F15 (22,3)
117

scythestone, 52, 79,
138, F15, F34

seen, 89, 91, 93
(102.5)

sence, 134, F45
117

set, 90, 92 (49.4,
49.6)
A I

setting hen,40(36.7)
shafts, 132 (20.8b)

sick in his stomach;
52, 84, 86 FL2
(80,4)

singletree, 44(21.2)

sitting room, 52,61,
F26 (7.7)

sleep, 106

snack, 79,F33 (48.4)
snits, 52, 85, F10
sofa, 138 (9.1)

sour milk, 40 (47.3)
spicket, 44 (18.7)

scarce,

sermon,
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spigot, 44 (18.7)

spout, spouts, 38,
79, F34 (11.7)

spouting, %8 (11.7)

steep coffee, 49

(48.7)

stone, 138 (32.1,
54.1)

stone fence, 39,40,
42 (16.7)

stone wall,
138 (16.7)

stoneboat, 6l, 137,
138, F22 (21.8)

stonedrag,122, 125,
126, 133 (21.8)

stopple, stopper,
61, F20 (20.4)

116

strawberries,

(62,3)
student, 148, 149,
(68,7)
suit, 149 (27.4)
sundown, 48 (3.9)
sunup, 47 (3.3)
(57.3)
swam, 111 (95.7)
swaiap, 111 (29.7)
sweat., 91,92 (77.5)

42,137,

storm,
122,

swadilow, 130

teach, 106

tenpest, 48, ©01,FL9
(6.2)

that, 96, 97 (53.7)

that (I don't know)
f108

that he, 107 (53.7)
that his, 107(53.8)
that the, 107(53.8)

the,114

'them@96397, 114,F40

(52,2

thick milk,40,52,6L
86, 115, F6, F28
(47.3)

thirteen, 116 (1.4)
thirty,114,116(1.5)
this, 114 (4.8)

those, 96, 97, F 40
(52,2) |

thrashed, 115 (42.1)
114 . (1.1)
114

114, 116
toad,138(60.2,60.3)
tore,91, 93 (102.6)

troft, 61, 86, 122,
F25 (35.8)

troth, 61,F25 (358)
trough, 122 (35.8)
tube, 148,151(24.3)

three,
thunder,

Thursday,

Tuesday; 148, 151
(2.1)

twelve,110,111 (1.3

twice, 8, 110, 141
(1.7)

up attiec, 108

usen't tc, 107(74.4

valley, 111
vase, 1lll

vegetables, 126,127
(50.7) |

veranda,61,F19(10,8
vest, 110, 111
vomit,110,111(80.,3)

vocksie, 52,86, F 10
(38.3)



wagon tongue, 52,F14
wake up, 89, 106,111
111

was, 90, 92

was taken sick,
61, F30 (76,1)

(10.5, 13.1)

wasp, 110, 111, 130,
132 (60.8)

water faucet,

wall,

49,

44
waterspouts, 38
way,96,97,F39 (40.1]
ways,96,97,F39(40.1)
Wednesday, 110 (2.1)

weskit, 79, 110,111,
F34.

wharf, 111 (31.3)
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what for a, 107,108§
111

whetstone, 111, 137
(23.3)

whicker, 38, 61,F31
(36.4)

whiffletree, 42,11L
122, F7 (21.2)

whinhy, whinner,38,

\

61, 79, F 33{36.4
111,

wheelbarrow,

whiskers, 61,
F2L
white, 111 (44.3)

Wh@, 959 96;979]"063‘
107 (53.7)

whoa, 111 (38.2)
whose,106,1.07(53.8)
111, 141

winklezize, 51, 85,
F10

wife,

wire, 116,141(16.4)

wishbone, 111, 137,

(37.2)
woke, . 111, (97.3)
woodhorse, 48(22.3)
wool, 111 (35.2)

wore, 91, 92 (75.6,
75.T)

117
written, 122(100,7)
wrote, 91, 92

worm,

yard, 116

year, 116 (4.8,5.3)

yolk, 61, 138, F 20
(45.8)

zaagbock, 39 (22,3)



