Syntax and Grammatical Theory (LING 535)
Spring 2023 « Wednesdays 9:30—-11:50, GFS 330

Dr. Steven Foley (they/them or he/him)

foleys@usc.edu

Office: GFS 332

Office hours: Friday 10:00 am to 12:00 pm, and by appointment

Course goals

As a continuation of LING 530, this course will deepen your familiarity with syntactic theory by focusing
on A-phenomena and their connections to semantics, morphology, and sentence processing. One major
goal is to hone skills for efficiently digesting both classic and contemporary literature. A second is to
simulate the arc of a professional research project: conception, analysis, presentation, peer-review, and
producing a final written product.

Requirements

Participation: Active engagement in class discussions is vital for any graduate course. Whether profound
or trivial, questions and comments contribute to your own understanding, your classmates’ understanding,
and my understanding of your understanding. Free association is always preferable to silence.

Readings: These are listed in the schedule and can be found in this Google Drive folder. Besides reading
through each of the papers for the assigned day, please also leave a question or comment on each in the
Discussion Questions document before class begins.

Homework assignments: There will be a few written homework assignments, announced in class. You are
encouraged to discuss and collaborate on them, but each student must write up their own analysis.

Paper presentations: In week 4, each student will lead discussion of a handbook chapter. Plan to draft a
handout and schedule a meeting with me to workshop it in the previous week.

Final project: You have to identify a project having to do with a topic relevant to the class and develop it
into a presentation and a paper. This should not be something that you have worked on before coming to
USC but may be related to the work you did in LING 530, though the new work should be significantly
different.

e Identify a topic and discuss it with me before Friday, March 10.

e A short description of the project is due Friday, March 31.

e A presentation of the project, with slides or a handout, will take place during the final class

periods: April 19 or April 26.
e A final version of the paper is due May 10.



Schedule

Subject to change — keep an eye out for announcements

Date

Topic

Readings

Week 1 —Jan 11

Intro to A Syntax

Chomsky 1977

Week 2 — Jan 18

Week 3 — Jan 25

A/A Distinction

Mabhajan 1990, Ch. 1

Safir 2019
Van Urk 2015, Ch 4

Week 4 — Feb 1

Wh-Typology

Hiraiwa 2017
Bayer & Chen 2017
Dayal 2017
den Dikken 2017

Week 5 — Feb 8

Successive Cyclicity

McCloskey 2002
Van Urk & Richards 2015

Week 6 — Feb 15

Relative Clauses

Bhatt 2002
Hulsey & Sauerland 2006

Week 7 — Feb 22

Cable 2010, Ch 2

Q-Theory
Week 8 — Mar 1 Cable 2010, Ch 3
Week 9 — Mar 8 Relativized Minimality Rizzi 2001
Spring Break
Chung 1994
Week 10 — Mar 22 Wh-Agreement Ershova 2021
. McCloskey 2002
Week 11 — Mar 29 Resumption Sichel 2014

Week 12 — April 5

Week 13 — Apr 12

Filler—Gap Processing

Keenan & Comrie 1977
Kwon et al. 2010
Phillips 2006

Wagers & Pendelton 2016
Polinsky et al. 2012




Wu et al. 2016
Ackerman et al. 2018
Wagers et al. 2018

Sprouse et al. 2012,

Week 14 — Apr 19 Processing Islands Hofmeister of al. 2012
Week 15 — Apr 26 Final Project Presentations
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