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Midterm Review Sheet

Linguistics 3430

Fall 2005

I. Exam format

· The midterm exam will be given on Monday, October 24th; it will cover all material introduced through Wednesday, October 19th. 

· It will be worth 50 points total.

· You will be required to answer 7 questions about major concepts and relationships.

· The point values of these questions will range from 5-10 points, as indicated; the number of points is the number of minutes you should take to answer each question. 

· All questions will be taken more or less directly from the study sheets, the lecture notes or the Powerpoint presentations.

· Three to five sentences should be sufficient to answer each question; remember to write legibly and in complete, grammatical sentences.

· When you are asked to provide linguistic examples, do so. You can use any language you want for an example sentence, as long as you translate appropriately. 

· These questions will be divided by topic area, e.g., tense-aspect, reference, linguistic relativity.

· There will be limited choice: some sections will give you a choice among questions and others will not. 

II.  A couple of general tips

· In your studying, think not only about the concepts we’ve learned, but also about the connections among them, e.g., the relationship of noun reference to aspect, the relation of participant roles to aspect, the relation between grammatical meaning and the Sapir-Whorf hypothesis, the relationship between word meanings and truth relations, the relationship between the causal theory of names and Putnam’s theory of natural kind terms.

· Always learn one or two examples to associate with a concept. A lot of the answers you’ll be asked to provide involve production of examples. For example, you should know a couple of different presupposition triggers and the particular presuppositions they trigger.

III. Concepts

1 Misconceptions about language

2 The role of semantics in the field of linguistics

3 Expressions that refer and expressions that don’t refer

4 The causal and descriptive theory of names

5 The relation of natural-kind terms to the causal theory of names

6 Variable reference: indexical meanings (also known as deictic meaning)

7 The basic level in taxonomy

8 Prototype-based categorization vs. necessary and sufficient conditions

9 The conduit metaphor 

10 Lakoff’s metaphorical mapping theory

11 Evidence for linguistic relativity

12 Content elements (words) vs. structure elements (words and grammatical constructions)

13 The Kay-Kempton experiment

14 Lexical fields vs. frames

15 Word relations: hyponyms, synonyms, meronyms, reverses, converses, simple antonyms, gradable antonyms. 

16 Sense relations: ambiguity, polysemy, vagueness, homonymy

17 The relationship between word meaning and entailment. 

18 Ambiguity tests 

19 Collocation

20 Logical connectives and truth tables

21 Analytic vs. synthetic truths

22 A priori vs. a posteriori truths

23 Necessary vs. contingent truths

24 Entailment vs. presupposition

25 The present king of France

26 Tense vs. aspect (the pancake and plate analogy)

27 Reference time vs. speech time vs. event time

28 Grammatical aspect vs. situation aspect

29 The categories of grammatical aspect: imperfective-perfective, progressive, perfect

30 The categories of situation aspect: state, activity, achievement, accomplishment

31 Deontic vs. epistemic modality

32 Source of evidence vs. strength of evidence

33 The role of tense as a marker of modal distinctions in English

34 The difference between grammatical roles and semantic roles

35 The semantic role hierarchy

36 Marked vs. default linkings of semantic roles (e.g., agent, patient) to grammatical roles (e.g., subject, object)

IV. Some study questions

a. In what ways does Reddy believe that the conduit metaphor distorts the true nature of communication?

b. What is an example of a prototype-based category? Describe the central and peripheral members in terms of properties that are subject to cancellation.

c. What does framing have to do with presupposition? Explain, giving an example. 

d. What is the metaphor underlying the expression tax relief, according to Lakoff? 

e. Can thematic roles be assigned in sentences whose interpretation is metaphorical?

f. How can situation aspect be used to describe the relationship between causative and inchoative verbs in English?

g. What is the relationship between word meaning and entailment?

h. What is the relationship between metaphor and polysemy?

i. What is the relationship of metaphor to what Lakoff calls ‘alternative conceptualizations in everyday life’?

j. Why is behavioral evidence a more valid source of evidence confirming linguistic relativity than vocabulary differences among languages?

k. Why are linguists more inclined to use grammatical differences among languages to confirm linguistic relativity than vocabulary differences?

l. Why, according to Sweetser, do we use similar language to talk about two different human activities, speaking and thinking?

m. What, according to Sweetser, is the role of metaphor in semantic change?

n. What is the relationship between word meaning and truth?

o. For each of the logical connectives (((, give one difference between it and its closest natural-language counterpart.

p. How can a speaker use a sentence containing a presupposition trigger and prevent a hearer from interpreting that presupposition as a belief of the speaker?

q. What is strange about the following example? She didn’t bring her husband. She doesn’t have a husband!

r. What is the relationship between mass nouns and states?

s. What is the relationship between count nouns and events?

t. Why are past-tense state sentences ambiguous?

u. Sentences denote both situations and propositions. What is the difference between the two?

v. How do we know that situation aspect is a category of the sentence rather than a category of the verb alone?

w. How does grammatical aspect determine whether a noun is referential or not?

x. What does situation aspect have to do with the thematic roles assigned by a verb?

y. What does situation aspect have to do with the boundedness of a complement of the verb?

z. What is the evidence for assuming two different levels of meaning, grammatical roles and semantic roles?

