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Term Paper Guidelines

Linguistics 5430

Prof. Michaelis

Spring 2007

Deadlines

· Proposal for the project. By Monday, April 2, you must submit to me a brief (about 300-word) memo (preferably by email) stating the topic of your term paper. The proposal need not describe the results that you expect to get, but only (a) the phenomenon or question(s) that you intend to investigate (b) the data source that you intend to use and (c) why the phenomenon or question is potentially interesting from the perspective of a particular semantic or pragmatic theory (e.g., speech-act theory, Lakoff’s metaphor theory, Bickel’s theory of aspectual selection). Don’t be nervous about this! The point of the requirement is to ensure that you receive the help you need to constrain your topic.
· Handing in the term paper. The term paper is due in hard copy in my office by 5:00 PM, Monday May 7.

What kind of analysis am I supposed to be doing? 

It’s hard to choose a topic when (a) You don’t know what’s ‘been done’; (b) You aren’t necessarily wedded to any given theory; (c) You don’t know what kinds of ‘probes’ you should be using. Your task in the paper is not to argue in favor of or against a given theory. The paper should be a basic description of a specific set of form-meaning correspondences in a language. This paper should use theoretical tools that have been described in class. 

The big question I would like you to ask is: What kinds of knowledge does the native speaker have to have in order to use these forms appropriately?  This question requires you to address the question of whether the form requires a particular context. Ask yourself the following questions:

· What kinds of categories underlie the data you are looking at? That is, how do the linguistic data reflect the probability that two or more things are being conceived of as in some way alike. This question will be particularly relevant if you are doing a polysemy or metaphor analysis. 

· How do the forms that you are looking at reflect choices that speakers make among options within a system?

· What kinds of generalizations about meaning or use can you see in your data?

· Is the use of the form constrained in a way that would not be predicted by semantics alone?

· What kinds of inferences appear to be involved in the usage or interpretation of a given form?

What kind of methods should you use to arrive at insights about meaning and use?

1. Permute. 

Get acceptability judgements regarding the permuted form. E.g., I discover that although one can easily say Will you be long?, it is awkward to say: I’ll be long. Be long appears to be a polarity item. 

2. Observe and describe ambiguities.

I asked what she asked. 

She argued her way into the party. 

She walked the dog tired. 

I have been ill. (at some point in my life  or since Friday)

3.
Distinguish between literal meaning, idiomatic meaning and  contextually derived meaning.

In the case of the present perfect, for example, I argued that the restriction barring *I have seen them yesterday is idiomatic, since it doesn’t derive from the inherent semantics of the pattern. In order to make this argument, I had to figure out what the literal meaning was!

4. Distinguish contexts of occurrence. 

Recall that our intuitions about meaning don’t count for much unless we can show that the putative meaning differences are reflected in distinct contexts of occurrence, e.g., as we did with regard to the words so and very. 

Selected semantic and pragmatic phenomena to choose from

· The system of reference in a given language and the manner in which this system reflects information-structure-based constraints.

· A particular metaphorical mapping in a language, e.g., in the system of locational expressions.

· Metonymic conventions for reference in a language, and what these say about conceptual structure.

· The structure of a given lexical category.

· An argument about linguistic relativity based upon a particular set of language data.

· An argument-structure pattern, like the Ditransitive pattern as described by Goldberg, and its effect upon verb meanings.

· An argument about a particular pattern of entailment, e.g., in negative sentences as opposed to positive sentences.

· An argument concerning the use conditions upon a particular set of forms in a language, e.g., pronouns in Vietnamese, and how the functions of these words reflect a semantic generalization. 

· A component of the aspectual system in a given language, e.g., the usage distinction between the perfective and imperfective forms in a given language

· The system of classifiers in a given language, and how it reflects radial category structure.

· The development of modal markers from tense or aspect markers in a given language

· The relationship between form and discourse function within a particular domain, e.g., the question forms or dislocation constructions of a particular language.

· A pattern of lexical polysemy, e.g., the relationship between free-choice or universal any (She can do anything) and existential or ‘polarity’ any (They can’t do anything). 

You have a data source if…

· You are a native speaker and can understand distinct nuances produced by permutations, make acceptability judgements about permutations and make judgments about appropriate contexts of use.

· You have a native-speaker consultant who is willing to make semantic, acceptability (and appropriateness) judgments.

· You have grammars, field notes or secondary sources (e.g., some linguist’s account of a given linguistic phenomenon, e.g., a meaning shift). If you are dealing with a secondary source for some phenomenon, you might wish to make your term paper a critical analysis of that scholar’s analysis.

· You have a particular passage of text or spoken-language transcript that you wish to analyze, e.g., with respect to the way in which the past tense is used.

· You have access to on-line corpora of spoken and written language. (We do.)

· Note. Corpus work is an essential corrective on our lapses of imagination. We can’t possibly intuit all the contexts (linguistic and extralinguistic) in which a given form can be used. But of course corpora don’t contain nonoccurring (i.e., anomalous or ‘starred’ forms!

Guidelines for organizing your presentation

· Describe the phenomenon to be analyzed, with illustrative data. Number the examples for ease of reference. Even though you’re writing for me, don’t presume familiarity with the phenomenon and don’t skip reasoning steps on the supposition that your reader can reconstruct them!

· In the introduction, present the research question you asked with respect to these data. Present relevant foundational work if there is any. Briefly describe the theoretical framework you will assume. 

· Toward the end of the introduction, briefly present your conclusions with regard to the appropriate representation of the data. Talk about why your solution captures generalizations about the data. 

· At the end of the introduction, describe how the rest of the paper will be structured (‘The rest of this paper will be structured as follows. In section 1, I will describe the data that I considered when developing this metaphorical analysis. In section 2, ...). 

· The body of the paper can be structured in any number of ways, depending upon what kind of analysis you are doing. For example, if you are doing a metaphor analysis, you should devote one section to the data, one section to describing the epistemic correspondences, one section to the ontological correspondences, and one section to possible alternative analyses. 

· Number sections and subsections appropriately, and explain in advance the purpose of each major section in the section of your introduction in which you map out the structure of the paper 

· In the concluding section, summarize the analysis and its motivations and suggest the wider import of your findings (Do they give hints about how one might approach other linguistic problems? If so, in what way? Do they suggest that a given way of analyzing language is appropriate? If so, in what way?)

· Use a consistent, appropriate bibliographic style. An easy thing to do is to the style employed by the journal Language, which is described in the inside back cover of every issue. As an alternative, you could simply use the style employed by Saeed or Levinson in their books, or that of any of the (more recently published) articles we have read. These bibliographic styles all involve (a) citation of a source by last name and publication year in the text and (b) corresponding full bibliographic references in a section headed References at the end of your paper. Do not place any entry in your references section that you have not cited in the body of the paper, and do not place citations in the body of your paper that do not have a corresponding entry in the references section! 

General hint. If you want to really learn how to present a semantic or pragmatic argument, read lots of articles that do this! Research shows that the literary activity most highly correlated with being a successful writer is not writing copiously but reading copiously! Use the Modern Language Association (MLA) index and/or the Linguistics and Language Behavior Abstracts (LLBA) index to find articles relevant to your topic. Links to these databases and others are on the Linguistics subject page of the University Libraries website: http://ucblibraries.colorado.edu/research/subjectguides/linguistics/find.htm.

