LING 324 : ADVANCED TOPICS IN SYNTAX

MW 3:1084:30, Physics 121

Course Syllabus
Spring 2005

Matt Pearson

Email: pearsonm@reededu
Phone: (503) 517-7618 / ext 7618
Office: Vollum 307

Officehours:  Mon 1:00-2:00, Tues2:30-4:30 (or by appointmert)

PREREQUISITES

LING 323 Olriroductory SyntaxQor ecuivalert, or permission from the instructor, is required. Additional
coursesin linguistics egecially LING 328 OMaphosyntacic TypologyO,are highly recanmerded, but
not required

CONTENT AND FOCUS OF THE COURSE

This course givesstuderts the opportunity to build on concepts and metodologieslearredin introductory
syntax classes by exploring current and seminal research problems egpecially those related to cross-
linguistic variation and the notion of parameter. As such, this course is a follow-up both to Introductory
Syntax, which introducesthe formal modeling of syntactic competence using data from English, and to
Morphosyntactc Typology, which deak with cross-linguistic variation from a largely descriptive view-
point. The major goals of this course are:

(1) Toextend the formal model of syntax developedin LING 323, showing how it hasbeendeveloped
to handle additional datafrom English, aswell asphenomera from languagesother than English.

(2) Togive studerts practcein underganding, constructing, and presernting syntactc argumerts.

(3 Togive studerts the opportunity to conduct their own syntactic research

(4) To expose studerts to some of the more influertial papersin the formal syntactic literaure from the
lag two decacesof the twertieth certuryN in particular, paperswhich developed various agpects of
the Governmert and Binding (GB) and Minimalist frameworks.

Regardng point (4): This class has no textbooks and no problem sets. Instead, we focus almost exclu-
sively on readng and discussing original articlesand monographs. A list of these is givenin the GCourse
OutlineGsecion below. (I have deliberaely included more readngs thanwe canpossible hope to coverin
asingle semeger. We will decide aswe go along which readngs to focus on in our discussions.)

| have tried to pick readngs which are acessibleN at leag with some effortN to studerts whoOe had
only a badc introduction to GB. However, mary of the papersare quite technical, and it would be useful
to have a couple refererce works handy asyou read in cas you needto refresh your memory on the
mearings of certain terms which the authors donOwefine. | recommerd HaegemarOdntroduction to Go-
vemment and Binding Theary (2™ edition), and Ouhalla®$ntroducing Transformational Grammar. These
books areon 2-hour reserve for this course.



COURSEWORK AND REQUIREMENTS
Expectations and grading policies

Students will be expectedto complete all assignedreadngs, attend every class meeing, and participate in
discussion on aregular bags. At various points studerts may be aked to lead the discussion or present
supplemerary matrial in class. In addition, studerts will be requiredto complete various written exerci
sesculminating in aresearchpaper.

Grading bass: daily participation and presertations 30%
(approximate) writing assignmerts 25%
termpaper 45%

There will be no problem sets or examsin this class.

WrittenworkN including paper proposals, paper drafts, ard article regponsesN must be turnedin on time
if you wish to receve full credt and commerts. Late work will be peralized10% of total possible points
for eachday it is late, unless you receve an extension from me in advance. In addition, late assignmerts
will probably receive minimal commerts, and maynot be returnedto you in atimely fashion.

Written work may be submitted in either hardcopy or electronic versions. Electronic versons may be in
PDF (preferred) or Word (if no specializedfonts or symbols areused).

Term paper

You areexpectedto complete a resaich paper on atopic of your choiceinvolving formal syntacic theary
and aralysis.* You may choose to work on a particular pheromeron in a given language (including Eng-
lish), to comparephernomena acoss languages or to tacke a purely thearetical issue related to the organi-
zation of mental grammar. Your project must involve outside readng, and may also incorporate original
fieldwork, if you so dedre. (For those of you taking this course concurrertly with Field Methods, | would
welcome papers on the field methods language, aslong asit doesnot duplicate your work for that class.)

In tetms of length, you should aim for roughly 20-25 pages (if your paper is less than 15 pages then
either your topic is too narrowv or youOe not going into ernough detail; if itOsmore than 40 pages then
your topic is too broad, or youOreramHing). Pagers will be evaluated on completeress, conciseness,
organization, correct application of terminology, and clarity and precision of language. Idealy you
should attemp to come up with ategable amalysis of somesmall body of natural language data. However,
your aralysis need not be complete. A thorough and carefu presentation of the data, with thoughtful
remarks on possible amalyses and their implicaions, could also be suffi ciert. Plea® discuss your ideas
with me, or solicit my help on selecing atopic, assoon aspossible.

For useful advice on picking a topic, preserting your arelysis, and formating your paper, | strongly
recanmerd that you consult chapters 2-4 (pp. 15-63) of Green& MorganOsPractical Guide to Syntactic
Analyd's (on 2-hour reserve for this course).

! Although the readings for this course are all within the domain of Government and Binding, you needn® adopt GB
assumptions in your research paper. If you wanted to write your paper in aMinimalist, or HPSG, or Optimality The-
oretic framework, for example, that would be fine too. All that | care about is that you apply some current formal
syntactic model to a particular theoretical or empirical question.



A one- or two-page proposal for your paper, together with a one-page preliminary bibliography, is due the
Wednhegday before spring break (your topic must be approved by me prior to this date). Two weeks before
the end of classesyou will be akedto turn in a complete rough draft of your paper for me to commernt
on. The final draft of the paper is due at the end of exam week The exactdue datesand timesare:

paper proposal Wednedlay, March 7 6:00 PM
complete rough draft Friday, April 13 6:00 PM
final draft Thursday, May 10 6:00 PM

Additional written work

At various points throughout the course, you will be askedto submit short (1-3 page) written regponsesto
the readngs. These regponseswill take a variety of forms. For some readngs | may ak you to summaize
the paper informally and submit alist of quedions for discussion. For otherreadngs | may ask for amore
formal summary, in the form of a one-page abstract. For yet other readngs | may ask you to apply the
auhorOsralysis to additional data. The details and deadinesfor these short assignmerts will be amoun-
cedin class. There will be approximatly one written response assignedfor every third class period.

E-mailing questions to the class

In orderto help us prepare for class discussions, it will be useful to know in advance which agects of the
readng you found most interesing, most confusing, or most (un)convincing. Herce, as part of your
participation grade, you will be akedto submit atlead two quedions to the class emall list for eachclass
meetng. Thes can be requeds to clarify agects of the readng, suggeded topics for class discussion, or
what have you. Please serd your quedions to the list (LING324-S@lists.reed.edu) by no later than 1:30
PM on the day of class.

COURSE OUTLINE

The readngs for the course aregiven below, in the approximaite order in which we will cover them. This
list is subjectto modification, depending on how quickly we get through the material. Y ou will noticethat
| have not assigned specific datesfor the readngs. Given the nature of the class, it makesmore serse to
set the paceaswe go along, rather thantrying to stick to a predetermined schedule. As a rough guide, we
will try to get through approximately two articles per week (or one article if itOsvery long). Eachweek |
will letyou know in class which readngs you should be working on for the following week

Please remember to bring a copy of that dayOseading(s) with you to class, since we will be referring to
themconstantly during our discussions.

Papersareavailalde on print reserve (book chaperg or on e-resrve (journal articley. Same articlesmay
also be mack available asreserve folders or canbe found in the bound periodicals section of the library.
For itemsin bound periodicals, plea® photocopy the article and return the volumeto the stacks as quickly
aspossible so that other studerts can have acces to it. If the relevart volume is missing from the shelf,
plea® let meknow atonceso | canmake the paper availab e someother way.

(1) Introduction: Parameters, levels of representation, and word order variation
Although the papersin this first unit are somewhat heterogeneaus, the broad foucsis on the notion of pa-

rameter, and early attemps to accaunt for cross-linguistic variation within the GB framework. We begn
by very briefly tracing the developmert of the Principles and Parameters approach to syntax out of



earier trarsformational frameworks (Van Riemadijk and Williams Wasow). The Hale and Jelinek papers
(and the later follow-up by Baker) address the formal treaimert of non-configurational languages Finally,
the Huang paper gives an overview of Logical Form, an important feature of GB theay. Recuring
themes in this unit include the importance of binding and island effects asdiagnostics for structure, and
evidence for Ghe unseerf(empty categories null argumerts, covert movemert, etc.).

READINGS:

> Wasow, Thomas(2001) GGererative GrammarOin The Handbook of Linguistics, ed. Mark
Aronoff and Jarie ReesMiller, pp. 295-318 <availabe from me or P121 .H324 2001
(reference section)>

» Van Riemsdijk , Herk and Edwin Williams (1986) Introduction to the Theary of Grammar,
chapers1-3, pp. 1-57 <P291 .R48 1986>

> Hale, Kemeth (1983) ONarlpiri and the Grammar of Non-Configurational LanguagesO
Natural Language and Linguistic Theary 1, pp. 5-47 <e-resrve>

> Jelinek, Eloise (1984) CEmpty Categories Case, ard ConfigurationalityONatural Language
and Linguistic Theary 2, pp. 39-75 <ereserve>

> Baker, Mark (2001) Orhe Naturesof Nonconfi gurationalityQin The Handbook of Conterm-
porary Syntactic Theary, ed Mark Baltin and Chris Callins, pp. 407-438 <P291.H246 2001,
eresrve>

> Huang, C.-T. James(1995) Q_ogical FormQin Govemment and Binding Theary and the
Minimalist Program, ed Gert Webelhuth, pp. 125-175 [secion 5 is optional]
<P291 .G68 1995>

(2) Unpacking VP: Theta roles, objects, and argument structure

This unit deak with the syntax of verls and their internal arguments (object), and considersthe nature of
theta rolesand theta role assignmert. Topics coveredinclude the double object construction, applicatives
in Bartu, and the syntax of psych verbs such asfrighten and denominal verbs such asshelve The theare-
tical focus of the unit is on UTAH, the hypotheds that theta rolesare uniformly associated with particular
deepstructure positions. The Hale & Keyser paper takesUTAH to its logical extreme,calling into ques
tion whether theta rolesexist assyntactic primitives

READINGS:

> Belletti, Adriara and Luigi Rizzi (1988) OPgch-Verbs and ! -ThearyONatural Language and
Linguistic Theary 6, pp. 291-352 <e-resrve>

> Larson, Richard (1988) GDn the Double Object ConstructionOLinguistic Inquiry 19, pp. 335-
391 <eresrve, bound periodicals>

> Jackendoff, Ray (1990) GDn LarsonOsTreatmert of the Double Object ConstructionO
Linguistic Inquiry 21, pp. 427-456 <e-reserve; bound periodicals>

> Larson, Richard (1990) (Double Objects Revisited Reply to Jackendoff OLinguistic Inquiry
21, pp. 589-632 <e-reserve; bound periodicals>

> Marantz, Alec(1993) Omplicaions of Asymmetiesin Double Object ConstructionsOin
Thearetical Aspects of Bantu Grammar, ed. San Mchombo, pp. 113-150
<PL 8025.1 .T54 1993 v.1>




> Baker, Mark (1997) Orhematc Raesard Syntactc StructureOn Elemerts of Grammar:
Handbook of Gererative Syntax, ed Liliane Haegeman, pp. 73-137 <P291 .E45 1997>

> Hale Kemeth, and Samuel Jay Keyser (1993) GDn Argumert Structure and the Lexical
Expression of Semartic RelationsOin The View from Building 20, ed Kemeth Hale and
Samtel Jay Keyser, pp. 53-109 <P26 .B768 V54 1993>

(3) Functional categories: Subjects, topics, and head movement

This unit deak with functional projecionslike IP, CP,and DP. We begn by considering the treatmert of

passivesand small clauses and the role of various specffier positions. We then discuss evidence for the

so-called Oeploded INFLOhypothedsN that is, the hypotheds that infl ecional features are contained not

within a single projection (IP), but rather a hierarchy of projedions (TP, AgrP, NegP, etc)N and cross-

linguistic differencesin Case-licersing. The final paper of the unit (Rizzi) extends the exploded INFL

ideabeyond IP, arguing that CP should also be sub-divided into multiple projections. Most of the papers
in this unit deal in one way or another with the syntax of subject: Where are subjects generaed? What

types of phrases have subjects? Do languages differ in the surface position of subjecs? Do OpvotO
languageslike Malagasy and syntactically ergative languageslike Dyirbal have a subject caegory?

READINGS:

> Stowell, Tim (1989) (Bubjects, Specifiers and X-Bar ThearyQOin Alternative Conceftions of
Phrase Sructure, ed Mark Baltin and Tony Kroch, pp. 232-262 <P158.3 .A48 1989>

> Baker, Mark, Kyle Johnson, and lan Roberts (1989) (Pasive Argumerts RaisedOLinguistic
Inquiry 20, pp. 219-251 <e-reserve; bound periodicals>

> Koopman, Hilda and Dominique Sporti che (1991) Orhe Pesition of SubjectsOLingua 85,
pp. 211-258 <e-reserve>

> Bowers, John (1993) Orhe Syntax of PredcationOLinguistic Inquiry 24, pp. 591-656
<e-rexrve; bound periodicals>

> Guilfoyle, Eithne, Herrietta Hung, ard Lisa Travis (1992) OSecof IP and Specof VP: Two
Swbjecsin Austronesan LanguagesONatural Language and Linguistic Theary 10, pp. 375-
424 <e-resrve, bound periodicals>

> Pollock, JeanYves(1989) O/erb Movemert, Universal Grammar, and the Structure of IPO
Linguistic Inquiry 20, pp. 365-424 <e-reserve; bound periodicals>

> Bobalji k, Jonathanand Diame Jonas (1996) CBubject Pasitions and the Rolesof TPO
Linguistic Inquiry 27, pp. 195-236 <e-reserve; bound periodicals>

> Bittner, Maria, and Kemeth Hale (1996) Or'he Structural Determination of Case and
AgreamentOLinguistic Inquiry 27, pp. 1-68 <e-reserve; bound periodicals>

> Rizzi, Luigi (1997) Orhe Fine Structure of the Left PeripheryQin Elemerts of Grammar:
Handbook of Gererative Syntax, ed Liliane Haegeman pp. 281-337 <P291 .E45 1997>

(4) Stripping things away: Recent conceptual developments

In this unit we turn to somerecert developments in the theary of phrase structure and the orgarizaton of
grammar. We begn with KayneOsAntisymmetry Theory monograph, which argues for a close relation-
ship between hierarctical relations (c-commard) and surface relations (linear order). KayneOgheay
allows him to derive the badc propettiesof X-bar structure rather than having to stipulate them, but yields



a highly redrictive approach to word order. We then briefly consider the evolution of the Minimalist
Program from Governmert ard Binding theary by readng two early paperson Minimalism by Chomsky.

READINGS:

» Kayne, Richard (1994) The Antisynmetry of Syntax (parts| ard Il only), pp. 1-54
<P291 .K34 1994>

> Chomsky, Noam (1995) QA Minimalist Pragramfor Linguistic ThearyQin The Minimalist
Program, pp. 167-217 <P158.28 .C48 1995>

> Marantz, Alec(1995) Orhe Minimalist ProgramOin Govemment and Binding Theary and
the Minimalist Program, ed. Gert Webelhuth, pp. 351-382 <P291 .G68 1995>

> Chomsky, Noam (1995) (Bare Phrase StructureGin Govemmert and Binding Theary and the
Minimalist Program, ed Gert Webelhuth, pp. 385-439 <P291 .G68 1995>




