Seminar in Syntax - Spring 2018
Agreement at the interfaces

Course Information

Course #: 16:615:515

Time & place: Wed 5:50-12:50pm (Schedule needs to be flexible due to job talks)
18 Seminary Pl Rm 108

Website: On Sakai

Instructor: Troy Messick (Rm 305)

E-mail: troy.messick@rutgers.edu

Office hours: Tues 10:00am—12:00pm and by appointment

Overview and goals

This course is an advanced seminar in theoretical and comparative syntax. The overarching topic
of the course will be on the phenomenon of agreement in a broad sense (i.e., looking at
“agreement” beyond predicate-argument agreement). Special focus will be placed on how the
operations that underlie agreement interact with the morphological/phonological and semantic
interfaces. Topics covered will include: agreement with pseudo-partitive and quantifier partitive
DPs, semantic agreement and the agreement hierarchy effects, the relationship between
agreement and binding (does one exist?), agreement shifting, agreement with conjuncts and
disjuncts and the role of linearity in agreement. Other topics not listed here can be added
substituted based on student interest.

The goal of the course is to acquaint the student with cutting edge research on the topic and also
to develop their own research ideas and programs.

Structure of the course and requirements

The course will consist of weekly lectures with plenty of time devoted to discussion and questions. Based
on student interest, some weeks will be student lead reading group style presentations on a paper of
interest. The last week will be devoted to student presentation of their research project.

Enrolled students must meet the following requirements:
(1) Lead two (2) discussions during the course of the semester
(2) Give one (1) presentation of their research project
(3) A conference style abstract of their research project
(4) A squib on their research project


mailto:troy.messick@rutgers.edu

As this is an advanced level course, research papers/project need to go beyond just a a literature review
and must represent original research and critical thinking.

Grades will be determined based on the fulfillment of these requirements along with attendance and
participation during the weekly lectures. If you must miss class, please let me know beforehand.
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