
LING 30202: Syntactic Analysis II

University of Chicago, Winter 2019

Instructor: Michelle Yuan
mmxyuan@uchicago.edu
Rosenwald 214

Time/Place: MW3:00-4:20, Cobb 119
Office hours: Th11-12 or by appointment

Description

This course is a continuation of LING 30201 (Syntactic Analysis I), and, as such, will continue surveying core
topics in syntactic theory. A major component of the course will be Ā-movement, as a lens into the syntax-
semantics and syntax-phonology interfaces. Beyond Ā-movement, the course will also examine other topics in
syntax, such as case, φ -agreement and Agree, ellipsis, and clausal embedding.

Prerequisites

LING 30201 (Syntactic Analysis I), or permission of the instructor.

Course requirements

(1) Attendance and participation
You are expected to attend all lectures and participate actively in the discussions. Assigned readings should
be done before the lectures.

(2) Homework
You should feel free to discuss homework assignments among yourselves and work on them together;
however, you must (i) acknowledge your collaborators, and (ii) write up the assignments individually. Late
submissions will not be accepted except by prior arrangement. Your homework should be written
entirely in prose. Example sentences, which you should reproduce and intersperse throughout the prose
where relevant, must be numbered. There will be two types of assignments:
a. Problem sets: There will be three (3) problem sets assigned throughout the quarter. You will be

presented with empirical problems and asked to analyze them in light of the theoretical tools developed
in class (this may require extending our theoretical notions in various directions). Problem sets will
be made available on Wednesday afternoons on Canvas, and will be due the following Tuesday at
11:59pm.

b. Reading responses: In addition to the problem sets, you will be asked to read two (2) recently pub-
lished papers on syntax bearing on/extending the course material (these papers are separate from the
readings you should read for the lectures). You will be asked to submit a short (informal) write-up
summarizing the paper and its purported contributions to syntactic theory. Note that these papers will
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be based on English, so you should consider the data as well as the argumentation/theory. You should
also address at least some of the prompts below (as well as anything else you can think of):

(i) What did you find convincing about the paper? What did you find not so convincing?
(ii) Was there anything you found especially interesting or illuminating?
(iii) Was there anything that you found difficult to understand?
(iv) Can you think of any other relevant data or concepts that may bear on the topic?

The papers will be available on Canvas all quarter, but the reading responses will be due on the Tuesday
after the relevant lecture at 11:59pm.

(3) Final squib
At the end of the quarter, you will be expected to submit a short squib on a topic relevant to the course.
This can take the form of an empirical puzzle that comes to mind, an extension of the course material to
cross-linguistic data, a critical response to some literature, etc., and should engage with primary syntax
literature. The topic must be approved by me by Wednesday of Week 6. To see what I have in mind, have
a look at:
a. Linguistic Inquiry, Squibs & Discussions: https://www.mitpressjournals.org/loi/ling (click on individ-

ual issues and scroll down)
b. Snippets: http://www.ledonline.it/snippets/

Evaluation

Because the homework and squib are intended to be relatively open-ended, they will not be evaluated on the basis
of letter grades (I will, however, always provide comments and feedback). Your final grade will instead be ex-
clusively participation-based. This involves active participation in the lectures and demonstrated and thoughtful
engagement with the course material, required readings, and assignments.

Schedule

CASE/AGREEMENT AND REVIEW

Week 1 Argument structure and theories of case
Reading: Pesetsky & Torrego 2011 (Optional: Marantz 1991)
Homework: Pset 1 on case (due week 2)

Week 2 φ -agreement and Agree
Reading: Preminger 2014, ch. 2-4 (Optional: Bobaljik 2008, Anagnostopoulou 2017)

Ā-MOVEMENT

Week 3 Wh-questions
Reading: Richards 2014 (Optional: Beck & Kim 1997)
Homework: Pset 2 on wh-movement (due week 4)
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Week 4 Ā-movement
Reading: Chomsky 1977

Week 5 Successive cyclicity, reconstruction (NO CLASS WEDNESDAY)
Reading: McCloskey 2001, Fox 1999 (skim) (Optional: Heycock 1995, Takahashi & Hulsey 2009, Sichel 2014)
Homework: Pset 3 on successive-cyclicity (due WEEK 6)
Homework: Reading response 1 to Stanton 2016 (due WEEK 7)

Week 6 NO CLASSES

MORE ON THE INTERFACES

Week 7 Head movement
Readings: Pollock 1989, Harizanov & Gribanova to appear

Week 8 Ellipsis and sluicing
Reading: Merchant to appear (Optional: Gribanova & Manetta 2016)
Homework: Reading response 2 to Hartman 2011 (due week 9)

Week 9 Clausal embedding and speech acts
Readings: Miyagawa 2012, Sundaresan 2018

Week 10 Linearization and word order
Optional readings: Cinque 2005, Fox & Pesetsky 2005, Biberauer et al. 2014
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