the book (pages Y-36) and its current state, at the end (pages 285-306), are
rather less solid.

The debates about the origin and early development of Yiddish are covered
with insufficient perspective. For all their disagreements, the work of Solomon
A. Bimbaum, Jechiel Fischer (later Bin-Nun), Robert D. King, Max Weinreich,
and others constitutes a clear “mainstream of thought,” namely, that Yiddish
originated in Germanic-speaking territory in the Rhine or Danube basins (or
both). The “exciting” theories of Paul Wexler and Pavlo Slobodjans'kyj, to cite
one example, which derive Yiddish from Greek or Sorbian origins (8, 14-15),
have certainly contributed to the field. But they can be accorded due respect
without being misrepresented as mainstream in a general introductory work.
This entire section, incidentally, is now superseded by the more sophisticated
and comprehensive overview provided in Alexander Beider’s “The Birth of
Yiddish™ (in Revue des Etudes Juives 163, no. 1-2 [2004]: 193-244),

From a linguistic point of view, the weakest part of the book is its final
section, on the recent past and the present. What the author calls “the standard
language” and devotes a lot of space to describing has, statistically speaking,
zero native speakers of child-bearing age. It is a kind of toy, often called “Yivo
Yiddish™ (patently unfair to Yivo, which has always been and continues to be a
modern and tolerant institution open to diverse scholarly views). This “standard
language” is purist to the extreme, “deleting” masses of universally used everyday
Yiddish words and constructions as daytshmerish (“too close to German™) while
“adding” heaps of laughable neologisms. This style has been dubbed “Bronx
Yiddish™ and has long drawn mirth from both native speakers and the last
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