
Linguistics 571: Syntax 2

Fall 2016 M, W 10:05–11:25

1085 Dr. Penfield 002

Instructor Lisa Travis (you may call me Lisa)
Office: 1085 Dr. Penfield (PE1085), Rm 318
Email: lisa.travis@mcgill.ca
Phone: 514-398-4226
Office hours: Tues 10am-12pm (tentative) or by appt

Pre-requisite: Ling 371 (Syntax 1) or permission of instructor.

Course overview: The main goal of this course is to introduce students to the primary literature in syntax
spanning a number of years and through these works explore the development of current views on topics such
as phrase structure, binding, types of movement, the syntax-semantics interface and the syntax-phonology
interface.

Linguistic specific course objectives:
By the end of this course, a student should
– Be able to read the primary literature in syntax
– Be able to uncover syntactic patterns in language data
– Be able to apply to complex syntactic concepts to language data
– Understand how data relates to theory (the difference between observation and explanation)
– To understand how to compare different approaches to syntactic data and theory
– Know how to carve out an interesting data problem

General course objectives:
By the end of this course, a student should
– Be able to recognize patterns in data
– Be able to find logical solutions to problems
– Be able to read material and find main ideas, larger contexts, follow and analyze argumentation
– Be able to organize and present an argument clearly and efficiently in written and oral form

Requirements and assessment
1 Problem Set: Part 1
– Part 1 20%
– Part 2 10%
5 Reading Questions/Comments (4%) 20%
Data Discovery
– Presentation 7%
– Write-up 13%
Final Presentation 20%
Class Participation 10%
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Instructional Method: The class meets on Mon and Wed. There will be background information sessions,
data puzzle discussions, reading discussions, and labs. You will be expected to read all of the ten assigned
articles and come to class prepared to discuss them. They are not easy reads but you are expected to at least
get the main point of each article and see how the data relate to this point. Attendance and participation
in the discussion is an important part of the course. We will also be using Peerceptiv to facilitate peer
reviewing and your grades will reflect your participation in this exercise.

Assignments and Evaluation:

Problem Set: 30% : individual There will be one Problem Set divided into two parts (see below). Part
of the task is to see a pattern in a particular dataset, state clearly this pattern (observation) and propose a
syntactic account for it using tools introduced in class and, if necessary, create a new tool (explanation). The
other part of the task is to write this up as a free-standing paper, as if you had discovered the data and were
writing an article for a journal. You will be graded on two drafts, the first draft and a second draft which
will respond to feedback concerning the account and the presentation coming from me and a classmate.
– 20%: Draft 1 Due 19 October.

– 10%: Draft 2 Due 23 November.

Data discovery: 20% : You will be required to find a dataset that sets up a problem that presumably can

be solved using syntactic tools. You will first present this dataset in class (5mins) to get feedback from your
classmate (worth 7%), and then will write up the dataset with some ideas of directions to explore (worth

13%). Write-up due 7 December.

Reading Questions/Comments: 20% : individual You will be required to write up questions and comments

for five out of the ten readings (4% each). You must have: (i) two questions about the reading – the more
sophisticated the better but simple information questions are fine as long as they can’t be easily answered by
a cursory internet search, (ii) a rating for the exposition (1-5 where 1 is clear), (iii) a rating for the difficulty
of the content (1-5 where 1 is difficult) (iv) an example where the exposition is good, (v) an example where
the exposition is not good, (vi) a general comment about the main idea
Identify each of these SIX parts. These must be sent to myCourses by 10am the day of the
relevant class.
Presentation: 20% : Students will form groups of three, choose a paper either from the list that is provided

or another paper that I have approved, and present this paper in a 15 minute presentation to the class.
Students will evaluate the contributions of their group members by dividing 10 points among the members
and this division will be reflected in the grade for the presentation. Part of the grade will also come from
the rest of the class who will evaluate clarity and ability to engage the others.

Class Participation: 10% : individual This grade will be a composite of various class-related activities, in

particular: (i) participation in labs, (ii) participation on language puzzles, (iii) feedback on dataset presen-
tations, (iv) activity in reading discussions.

Make-up work: Students who miss any activity for an acceptable reason (e.g. sickness or a family tragedy)
MUST contact the me by phone or email within 24 hours of the activity. If necessary, you may leave a
message with the departmental secretary (514-398-4222). Then, contact the me through email within two
days to make alternate arrangement. You need to provide appropriate documentation (e.g. doctor’s note) in
order for the makeup to be approved. Other than that, there will be no opportunity for makeup work. You
may have a gift of four days over the semester for Class Responses, Problem Set, and Blog
posts, but after that, 5 points will be taken off for every late day.

A note on reading primary literature: Reading an article is a very different exercise from reading a
textbook. The reading has to be done slowly, often with pencil and paper. Try drawing the structures
that are being discussed, try to find counterexamples to the claims that are being made, imagine explaining
the ideas to a classmate who hasn’t read the paper (this is close to what you will be doing in the reading
reports). Because each paper is written within its own theoretical context and era, there will often (always?)
be things that you do not understand completely, but you still should be able to follow the outline of the
arguments and understand how the data points support the claims.
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Statement of Academic Integrity:
McGill University values academic integrity. Therefore, all students must understand the meaning and
consequences of cheating, plagiarism and other academic offences under the Code of Student Conduct and
Disciplinary Procedures.

(See www.mcgill.ca/students/srr/honest/ for more information).(approved by Senate on 29 January 2003)

L’université McGill attache une haute importance à l’honnêteté académique. Il incombe par conséquent
tous les étudiants de comprendre ce que l’on entend par tricherie, plagiat et autres infractions académiques,
ainsi que les conséquences que peuvent avoir de telles actions, selon le Code de conduite de l’étudiant et des
procédures disciplinaires.

(Pour de plus amples renseignements, veuillez consulter le site www.mcgill.ca/students/srr/honest/).

Right to submit in English or French written work that is to be graded:
In accord with McGill University’s Charter of Students’ Rights, students in this course have the right to
submit in English or in French any written work that is to be graded.

(approved by Senate on 21 January 2009 - see also the section in this document on Assignments and
evaluation.)

Conformément à la Charte des droits de l’étudiant de lUniversité McGill, chaque étudiant a le droit de
soumettre en français ou en anglais tout travail écrit devant être noté (sauf dans le cas des cours dont l’un
des objets est la mâıtrise d’une langue).

Copyright: c©Instructor generated course materials (e.g., handouts, notes, summaries, exam questions,
etc.) are protected by law and may not be copied or distributed in any form or in any medium without
explicit permission of the instructor. Note that infringements of copyright can be subject to follow up by
the University under the Code of Student Conduct and Disciplinary Procedures.

Universal Design: As the instructor of this course I endeavour to provide an inclusive learning environ-
ment. However, if you experience barriers to learning in this course, do not hesitate to discuss them with
me and the Office for Students with Disabilities, 514-398-6009.

Extraordinary circumstances: In the event of extraordinary circumstances beyond the University’s con-
trol, the content and/or evaluation scheme in this course is subject to change.

CLASS SCHEDULE: This schedule is subject to change depending on how quickly the material is covered.

Week 1
F Sept 2 Introduction to course

Week 2
M Sept 5 LABOUR DAY
W Sept 7 LOGICAL FORM and puzzles van Riemsdijk &Williams (1986), Chxx

Week 3
M Sept 12 Discuss reading Huang (1982)
W Sept 14 The LEXICON and puzzles

Week 4

M Sep 19 Discuss reading Wasow (1977) PS posted

W Sep 21 Discuss reading Hale & Keyser (1993)

Week 5

M Sep 26 Lexicon Lab

3



W Sep 28 PHRASE STRUCTURE and puzzles

Week 6
M Oct 3 Discuss reading Pollock (1989)
W Oct 5 Discuss reading Larson (1988)

Week 7
M Oct 10 THANKSGIVING
W Oct 12 Discuss reading Kayne (1994)

Week 8
M Oct 17 Discuss reading Kayne (1994)

W Oct 19 Phrase Structure Lab PS due

Week 9
M Oct 24 BINDING and puzzles
W Oct 26 Discuss reading Reinhart &Reuland (1991)

Week 10
M Oct 31 A RELATIONS and puzzles
W Nov 2 Discuss reading Hornstein (1999)

Week 11
M Nov 7 MOVEMENT TYPOLOGY and puzzles
W Nov 9 Discuss reading Saito (1989)

Week 12

M Nov 14 Movement/Binding Lab

W Nov 16 Syntax/Semantics and puzzles

Week 13
M Nov 21 Discuss reading Fox (2002)

W Nov 23 Catch-up Lab PS (revision) due

Week 14
M Nov 28 Presentations
W Nov 30 Presentations

Week 15
M Dec 5 Presentations

NOTE :There is no option of submitting extra work in order to improve a grade.
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