LING 314 Syntax and Semantics of Modern Turkish

Class hours:

Coordinator:

TA:

Course Description: This course aims at investigating the syntactic and semantic properties of Modern
Standard Turkish. The following topics will be covered throughout the semester: the basic structure of
sentences and their meaning, sentence types, the components of a sentence and the relations between
them in terms of predicate-argument structure in relation to thematic roles. The course will also touch
upon the issues regarding grammatical functions and pragmatic prominence. Note that this course will
be done through team-teaching. Please see the schedule for the lecturers of each week.

Evaluation

(MMThTh 1212 — EF116-EF116, NH401-NH401)

Didar Akar

Office: John Freely Hall JF302
e-mail: akar@boun.edu.tr
Office hours: By appointment

Furkan Dikmen

Office: John Freely Hall JF314
e-mail: furkan.dikmen@boun.edu.tr
Office hours: By appointment

) Assignments, attendance and class participation (%15)
(i1) Midterm exam (35%)
(iii))  Final exam (50%)

PLEASE READ THE FOLLOWING CAREFULLY:

e Passing grade is 55 for the course.

on your own.

Late submissions for the assignments will not be accepted.
The students who have not taken the mid-terms will not be able to take the final exam.
Make sure your e-mail in the OBIKAS system is the one you check every day.

All the materials including lecture notes will be posted on Moodle. Therefore, please check the

Moodle page of the course regularly.

Tentative Course Plan

You are encouraged to work with your peers for the assignments but are asked to do the writing

Week | Dates Topic Lecturer | Readings Notes
1 Feb. 6 Introduction, Clause Didar Class notes
structure (verbal/non-verbal | Akar
predicates)
2 Feb. 10, 13 Phrase Structure, syntactic Kadir Class notes
categories (verb, noun, etc.) Gokgoz
3 Feb. 17,20 | Argument Structure (case- Kadir Class notes
theta roles) Gokgoz
4 Feb. 24,27 | Predicate types, argument A. Sumru | Ozsoy 2009
structure changing operations | Ozsoy Taylan 1979




5 March 2, 5 Specificity, Referentiality, Elena TBA
Incorporation Guerzoni
6 March 9, 12 | Composition of nouns, DP Ceyda Gorgiilii 2014, Assignment
structure Arslan Arslan Kechriotis | #1 due date
Kechriotis | 2009
7 March 16, Possessives and noun (-s/) Metin Bagriagik 2015
19 compounds Bagriacik | Kundurac1 2013
8 March 23, Clause types, existentials, Omer Demirok 2019 Midterm
26 subordinate clause types Demirok | (mandatory), during
(complements and adverbial Kural 1993 class hours
clauses) (optional) (Thursday)
9 March 30, Negation Didar Taylan 1986
April 2 Akar
10 April 6,9 Word order and information | Ash Goksel & Ozsoy
structure Giirer 2000,
Girer 2020
(selected pages)
11 April 13, 16 | Questions Ash Goksel et al. 2009 | Assignment
Goksel Goksel & Kerslake | #2 due date
2005 (selected
pages)
- Sprimgbrek |
12 April 27,29 | Aspect Eser Taylan 2015
Erguvanh
Taylan
13 May 4, 7 Modality Eser Taylan 1996
Erguvanl | Yavas 1982
Taylan
14 May 11 Processing aspects of Pavel TBA Assignment
Turkish syntax Logacev #3 due date
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