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average educated American today has more words from French in
his vocabulary than from native English sources, and more from
Latin than from French.
The greatest writer of the Early Modern English period is of course
&akcspcare, and the best-known book is the King James Version of
¢ Bible, published in 1611. The Bible (if not Shakespeare) has made
many features of Early Modern English perfectly familiar to many
people down to present times, even though we do not use these
features in present-day speech and writing. For instance, the old
pronouns tkox and thee have dropped out of use now, together with
their verb forms, but they are still familiar to us in prayer and in
Biblical quotation: “Whither thou goest, I will go.” Such forms as
hath and doth have been replaced by Aas and does; “Goes he hence
tonight?” would now be “Is he going away tonight?”; Shakespeare’s
“Fie on’t, sirrah” would be “Nuts to that, Mac.” Still, all these
expressions linger with us because of the power of the works in which
they occur.

It is not always realized, however, that considerable sound changes
have taken place between Early Modern English and the English of
the present day. Shakespearian actors putting on a play speak the
words, properly enough, in their modern pronunciation. But it is
very doubtful that this pronunciation would be understood at all by
Shakespeare. In Shakespeare’s time, the word reason was pronounced
like modern raisin; face had the sound of modern glass; the I in would,
should, palm was pronounced. In these points and a great many others
the English language has moved a long way from what it was in 1600.

RECENT DEVELOPMENTS

The history of English since 1700 is filled with many movements
and countermovements, of which we can notice only a couple. One
of these is the vigorous attempt made in the eighteenth century, and
the rather half-hearted attempts made since, to regulate and control the
English language. Many people of the eighteenth century, not under-
standing very well the forces which govern language, proposed to
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polish and prune and restrict English, which they felt was proliferating
too wildly. There was much talk of an academy which would rule
on what people could and could not say and write. The academy
never came into being, but the eighteenth century did succeed in
establishing certain attitudes which, though they haven’t had much
cffect on the development of the language itself, have certainly
changed the native speaker’s feeling about the language.

In part a product of the wish to fix and establish the language was
the development of the dictionary. The first English dictionary was
published in 1603; it was a list of 2500 words briefly defined. Many
others were published with gradual improvements until Samuel John-
son published his English Dictionary in 1755. This, steadily revised,
dominated the field in England for nearly a hundred years. Mean-
while in America, Noah Webster published his dictionary in 1828,
and before long dictionary publishing was a big business in this
country. The last century has seen the publication of one great dic-
tionary: the twelve-volume Oxford English Dictionary, compiled in
the course of seventy-five years through the labors of many scholars.
We have also, of course, numerous commercial dictionaries which
are as good as the public wants them to be if not, indeed, rather better.

Another product of the eighteenth century was the invention of
“English grammar.” As English came to replace Latin as the language
of scholarship it was felt that one should also be able to control and
dissect it, parse and analyze it, as one could Latin. What happened
In practice was that the grammatical description that applied to Latin
was removed and superimposed on English. This was silly, because
English is an entirely different kind of language, with its own forms
and signals and ways of producing meaning. Nevertheless, English
grammars on the Latin model were worked out and taught in the
schools. In many schools they are still being taught. This activity is
not often popular with school children, but it is sometimes an interest-
ing and instructive exercise in logic. The principal harm in it is that
it has tended to keep people from being interested in English and has
obscured the real features of English structure.

But probably the most important force on the development of Eng-
lish in the modern period has been the tremendous expansion of
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English-speaking peoples. In 1500 English was a minor language,
spoken by a few people on a small island. Now it is perhaps the
greatest language of the world, spoken natively by over a quarter of
a billion people and as a second language by many millions more.
When we speak of English now, we must specify whether we mean
American English, British English, Australian English, Indian English,
or what, since the differences are considerable. The American cannot
go to England or the Englishman to America confident that he will
always understand and be understood. The Alabaman in Iowa or
the Jowan in Alabama shows himself a foreigner every time he speaks.
It is only because communication has become fast and easy that
English in this period of its expansion has not broken into a dozen
mutually unintelligible languages.

Discussion Questions

1. Give the names and dates of the periods into which the history of
the English language is divided.

2. Discuss the major historical forces which, according to Roberts, in-
fluenced the development of English. :

3. Name the languages that have had a substantial influence on the
development of English.

4. What essential differences does Roberts note between Old English
and Modern English?

5. Why, after the Norman Conquest in 1066, did French not become
the national language of England?

6. What two changes were responsible for the basic differences between
Middle English and Modern English? )

7. What important developments occurred in the English language in
the eighteenth century?

8. How did English “grammar” come into being? You may begin to
see that Roberts, like Hill, calls into question certain assumptions
underlying the study of the “traditional” grammar with which most
of us are familiar. What harm does Roberts suggest this grammar has
caused since its development in the cighteenth century?
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9. Why does the modern speaker of English find the language of Early
Modern English (1400-1600) quite familiar?

10. What, according to Roberts, has been the most important factor in
the modern development of English?
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Questions 44-54. Read the following passage
carefully before you choose your-answers.
50
Is the English language—or, to puit it less apoca-
lyptically, English prose writing—really in a bad
way? How would one tell? The standard jeremiads
of the Sunday supplements give only anecdotal

-evidence, and that of a curious sott; the examples of 55

degradation that they present are drawn not from

current plays or novels, which are grammatically and
syntactically extra judicium, but from advertisements,
scholarly papers, and—most popular of all—memos
from college deans. It is hard to believe that any of
these texts will survive even until the next century,
much less that late-twentieth-century English will be
judged by their example. Our picture of the English of
previous centuries, after all, has been formed on the
basis of a careful selection of the best that was said
and thought back then; their hacks and bureaucrats
are-mercifully silent now, But while it is.understand-
able that speakers of a language with a literary tradi-
tion would tend to be pessimistic about its course,
there is no more hard evidence for a general linguistic
degeneration than there is reason to believe that
Aaron and Rose are inferior to Ruth and Gehrig.!
Most of my fellow linguists, in fact, would say that
it is absurd even to talk about a language changing for
the better or the worse. When you have the historical
picture before you, and can see how Indo-European
gradually slipped into Germanic, Germanic into
Anglo-Saxon, and Anglo-Saxon into the English of
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the process of linguistic change seems as incluctable
and impersonal as continental drift. From this Olym-
pian point of view, not even the Norman invasion had
much of an effect on the structure of the language,
and all the tirades of all the grammarians since the
Renaissance sound like the prattlings of landscape
gardeners who hope by frantic efforts to keep Alaska
from bumping into Asia.

The long run will surely prove the linguists right:
English will survive whatever “abuses” its current
critics complain of. And by that [ mean not just that
people will go on using English and its descendants
in their daily commerce but that they will continue to
make art with it as well. Yet it is hard to take comfort
in the scholars’ sanguine detachment. We all know
what Keynes? said about the long run, and in the
meantime does it really matter not at all how we
choose to speak and write? It may be that my children

will use gift-and impact as verbs without the slightest

compunction (just as I use contact, wondering that .

anyone cver bothered to object to it). But I can’t
overcome the feeling that it is wrong for me to use.

them in that way and that people of my generation
who:say “We decided to gift them with a desk set”
arc:in some sensc guilty of a moral lapse, whether
because they are ignorant or because they are weak,
In'the-face of that .conviction, it really-doesn’t:matter
to me whether fo. gift will eventually prevail, carricd
on the historical tide. Qur-glory, Silone said, lies:in
not having to submit to history.

nguxshc manners are like-any others. Pcoplc
have always found it worthwhile to reflect on how
best to behave, for the sake of at least individual
enlightenmient and improvement. Since the:eightcenth
century, most of our great moralists have at one time

‘or-another furned their attention to'the Janguage, from

Addison, Swift, and Johnson to Amold, James, Shaw,
Mencken, and Orwell. In their cssays-and in the great
grammars.and dictionaries, we find the most direct

secular continuation of the homiletic:tradition;

reflecting the conviction that the mastery of polite
prose is a moral accomplishment, to which we will be
moved by appeals to our highest instincts.

(1983)

1 Aaron, Rose, Ruth, and Gehrig were professional bascball players. Ruth
and Gehrig played before-Aaron and Rose.

2 John Maynard Keynes: English economist, 1883-1946, who:commented
that i the Jong run, we will.all be dead

3 Ignazia Silonc: Nalian novelistand journalist, 1900-1978

| . Taken as a whole, the passage is best
described asa

(A) critique of the characteristics of bureaucratic
prose

(B) technical analysis of a point: of linguistic
theory

(C) discussion of differing attitudes toward
linguistic change

(D) description that relies primarily on concrete
examples.

(E) series of admonitions and predlctlons
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2 I’hc italicization of “fheir inline 16 suggests 6. Al of the following statements are true of the first

3.

2

L1

that : . sentence of paragraph 2 (lincs 23-25) EXCEPT:

(A) writers of past cras labored under muich
different conditionsthan writers:of “Sunday
supplemeénts” (line-4)

(B) theterms “hacks” and *“bureaucrats” apply

also to the writers of the materials
mentioned in lines 8-10

(C) the terms “hacks” and ™ bureaucrats are
being used facetiously

(D) the:speaker has contempt for sweeping
condemnations of writers of earlier eras

(E) thespeaker is repeating valid accusations that
have been mado by others

In lines 2122, the speaket-refes 1o a possible
compatison between baseball players of different
eras to illustrate that

(A) arguments about the English Ianguage lidve
become apopular pastime.

(B) people readilyforget the glories of past eras

(€) pessimistic-attitudes about change-are usually.

(&) Italludesto the expertise of the speaker:

(B) Tt:states the:main thesis of paragraph 2.

(C) Itcontradicts the conclusion reached at the
end of paragraph 1.

(D). It provides-one answer to the question raised
at the beginning of the passage.

(E) It:enunciates one approach to the issue with
which the passage is concerned.

7. Inlines 31-32, “this Olympian point of view"
refers specifically to the perspective of one who iy

(A) tolerant of the-opinions of gramrarians

(B) corisidered a master of the English language

(C) ableto influcncethe development ol the
language

(D) aware:of the “historical picture” (lmes 25-26)

(E) familiar with theories of “continental drift”
(line 31)

5§ The analogy in lines 34-37 accomplishes all of the

warranted following EXCEPT:
judgments about declining standards arc o : :
©) ] dngfau]t o support HEES: oy (A) Itcontinues the analogy of “ continental
drift” (line 31).
rcSpcctfortradt has declined inman
(E) dfens fhions fias ceelined mmany {B) It introduces an image that reappears in lhe

Which of the following is used o mockan
attitude toward Iinguistic change?

(&) “apocalyptically” (lincs 1:2)

(B) “anecdotal evidence” (lines 4-5)
(C) “careful sclection” (line 15)

(D) “hacks and burcaucrats” (linc 16)
(E) “understandable” (lines.17-18)

Part of the spcaker”s rhetorical strategy in
paragraph 1 is'to

(A) discredit invalid viewson the topic
(B) berate the reader for believing

last-paragraph.
© It implics that grammarians’ work is
monesseéntial and ineffective.
(D) Itrecalls the ]crcmiads xeferred to in the
" opching of the passage.

~(E) Itcmphasizes the futility of opposing changes

inthe language.

4 . In lines 39-40, the phrase “current critics” refers

most directly to .

(A) the writers of the “standard jeremiads of
the Sunday supplements™ (lines 3-4)

(B) the authors of “current plays or novels”

(line 7)

‘misinformation _ (C) “college deans” (line 10) _
(C) -alarm the readerabout the nature.of the (D) “their hacksand burcaucrats” (line 16)
controversy (E) *my fellow linguists” (line 23)

- (D) enumerate the standards according to

which appraisals will be made
(B) convince the reader of the importance
ofthe issuc
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/0. The speaker cites Silone’s comment (lines 58-59)

in order to
(A) undercut the issue presented in the following
; paragraph
(B) justify the statement in the preceding
sentence :

(C) summarize the attitudes against which the

- speaker is arguing
(D) convince the reader that the approach to'the
' issue is a neutral one
(E) ‘introduce a digression from the major thesis
~ of'the passage

//. A central contrast presented in the passage is that

between

(A) anticipated and actual instances of language
change

(B) random and novel ways of directing future
language changes

(C) philosophical and psychological analyses of
language use

(D) parochial.and international approaches to
changes in various languages

(E) immediate and long-term views of language

. changes

END OF SECTION |
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