LING 30201: Syntactic Analysis I

Time: Mon/Wed 3.00-4.20

Location: t.b.a.

Instructor: Andrew Murphy (andrew.murphy@uchicago.edu)
Office hours: Rosenwald 205C, by appointment

Course description

This course is an advanced survey of topics in contemporary syntactic theory, highlighting both
relevant research topics and syntactic argumentation through readings from the primary re-
search literature. In this first part of the sequence, we will focus on argument structure and
related phenomena such as raising, case and agreement.

Prerequisite: Graduate student status or the grade A/A- in LING 20201 Introduction to Syntax
(with permission of the instructor)

Readings

Readings will be made available in electronic form (PDF) on Canvas. All handouts and home-
work assignments will be available there as well. You are expected to complete all scheduled
reading assignments before class. In class, we will not discuss every aspect of the assigned read-
ings, and instead take a broader perspective on that week’s topic.

Evaluation

Breakdown:

Final squib 50%
Homework assignments 40%
Participation 10%
Final squib

The final squib can be on any topic related to material covered in class. It should be of squib
length (approx. 10 pages), and must be individual work. You should have picked a topic by the
end of week 7, and you should discuss potential topics with me by then (even if you haven't picked
a topic, I can help you to find one). The squib is due on 12/9 (Friday of Exam Week).

Homework assignments

There will be four short homework assignments (approx. 1-2 pages). These will include some
open questions that may have the potential to become a squib topic if you find them interesting.
The homework assignments should be written up in full prose, with the all steps in argumentation
made explicit. It is possible to work together on assignments (but acknowledge this explicitly),
but each person must do an individual write-up.



Active participation

Active participation in classes is expected. Please come to class prepared and ready to contribute
to the discussion!

Schedule
Week1 Verb phrases
Reading: Janke & Neeleman (2012)

Week 2 External arguments
Reading: Harley (2013), Merchant (2013)

Homework assignment 1 (due by end of week 3)

Week 3 Passive
Reading: Collins (2005)

Week 4 Double object constructions
Reading: Bruening (2010a,b)

Homework assignment 2 (due by end of week 5)

Week 5 Resultatives
Reading: Folli & Harley (2020)

Week 6 Agreement
Reading: Kalin & van Urk (2015)

Week7 The PCC
Reading: Deal (to appear)

Week 8 Case
Reading: Baker & Vinokurova (2010)

Homework assignment 3 (due by end of week 9)

Week 9 Control
Reading: Polinsky & Potsdam (2002)
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