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Welcome to PSYC442

Building on some of the basic terminology, methodology, and research questions students learned in previous

courses, this course bridges the connection between psychology and linguistics, showing what each respective

field can complementarily tell us about the human mind and cognition. As such, students will explore the

psychological, cognitive, and neural bases of first and second language acquisition in childhood and adulthood,

and bilingualism/multilingualism. Students will also become familiar with theories of language and what these

theories suggest about language learning by creating in-class mini linguistics experiments. To follow up on

linguistic terminology, the following link may prove useful: https://glossary.sil.org/term

If you have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me during office hours or arrange

some other time via email.

Emails: please make sure to have proper email etiquette. Allow me up to 48 hours to reply to

emails.

Electronic devices: you may use your laptops or tablets to take notes/read the articles.

1. Course Learning Outcomes

● Demonstrate knowledge of major theoretical themes in psycholinguistics: nativism, statistical

learning, models of second language learning, models of bilingualism and its mental representation

● Demonstrate knowledge of research findings in psycholinguistics at varying levels of granularity:

phonetics, phonology, semantics, syntax, pragmatics

● Demonstrate knowledge of experimental setups and their outcomes in psycholinguistic

experimentation

● Demonstrate knowledge of basic statistical methods and experimental tools that psycholinguists use

in research and theory/model-building

● Demonstrate knowledge of the connection between psycholinguistics and other psychological areas of

research (vision, learning, thought, attention, development, social, etc)

2. Course Objectives

On successful completion of this course, students will have:

● Discussed the differences between formalist and emergentist approaches to language acquisition in

homework assignments

● Demonstrated the link between domains of psychology and language in in-class discussions & in-class

mini experiments

● Analyzed linguistic data in a term paper

● Presented psycholinguistic hypotheses in an in-class presentation
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● Assessed the psycholinguistic implications for psychology in homework assignments

● Classified the subunits of linguistics

3. Assessment

There will be 5 homework assignments (3-4 Q&As, and a short essay of 700-1200 words each), one final

project (i.e., term paper) and a presentation/discussion leading.

*Homework assignments will cover readings. There will be several short Q&As and a prompt to write a short

essay. The questions/prompts will be posted on LMS. The rubric will also be available on LMS.

*The final project topics will be given to students ca. in the 2nd week of class. The term papers are expected

to be 3000-4000 words (further guidelines and the rubric are available on LMS; to be submitted untilMay

19, 2023 11:59pm) and are expected to be co-authored (contact me if for some reason you have

to single-author the paper)! They will be based on a hypothesis and data sets given to them.

Alternatively, the students are given the option to create an experiment, or use one of the experiments we

demoed in our class and write a research proposal for it (not suggested if you are completely new to

linguistics, students need to consult the lecturer before deciding on this option). Students could also find

their own dataset and liaise with the instructor. The paper should demonstrate the relevant background

knowledge of the students and how they analyze a given data set. If you are not sure about your topic, get in

touch with me!

*The presentations are scholarly discussions that we will have in our 1 hour slots. The first two weeks will be

demonstrated by the lecturer. Then, a group of 5-6 students (depending on class size) will lead the

discussion each week (they will be provided with 3 questions but each student in the group that leads the

discussion will need to come up with 1 question each). During the semester, every student is expected to

ask/answer questions in our discussion slots at least two times. This will demonstrate skills necessary to be a

good audience member as well as good scholars who can ask critical questions. This will also give the

students a chance to ask questions to the lecturer about the parts that may have been unclear.

*Class participation will be monitored by means of exit tickets and participation in our lectures (when I ask

questions, how much do you really try to answer?). You may not always be able to answer these questions

of course. But showing some effort really matters!Missing 25% of class hours (10 hours) will result

in an F grade.

Type Count Total Contribution (%)

Project (term paper) 1 30

Homework 5 50

Presentations 1 10

In-class participation/Course hours 1 10

3.1 Attendance

Students are expected to attend and actively participate in all lectures. Students at most can miss 25% of class

hours (10 hours) before they receive an F grade.

3.2 Academic Dishonesty

Plagiarism of any kind (including AI) will result in an F grade. Academic dishonesty or plagiarism is the act of

stealing someone else’s work and presenting them as your own. This can include copying from an article,

internet source, book, using AI or your friend’s work without referencing it. Any act of plagiarism will not be

tolerated and will result in zero grade for that assignment. It can be as subtle as the inadvertent neglect to

include quotes or references when citing another source or as blatant as knowingly copying an entire paper

verbatim and claiming it as your own work. I use TurnItIn for all written assignments to check for plagiarism

and AI use.
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All of the following are considered plagiarism:

- Turning someone else’s work in as your own

- Copying words or ideas from someone else without giving credit

- Failing to put a quotation in quotation marks

- Giving incorrect information about the source of a quotation

- Changing words but copying the sentence structure of a source without giving credit

- Copying so many words or ideas from a source that it makes up the majority of your work, whether

you give credit or not

- Using AI-based tools and violating any copyright or intellectual property laws

- Using AI-based tools to cheat on assessments

GRADING

Grade Range Grade Range

A+ 99-100 C+ 70-74.99

A 95-100 C 65-69.99

A- 90-94.99 C- 60-64.99

B+ 85-89.99 D+ 55-59.99

B 80-84.99 D 50-54.99

B- 75-79.99 F/FX/FZ 0

EXTRA BONUS TASK: Participation in Experiments

Students will earn 1% of their overall grade if they participate in an ongoing psycholinguistic experiment. The

details will be on LMS. This would be a great chance for those who want to learn more about linguistic

experimentation and make a contribution to scientific inquiry.

4. Tentative Schedule

WEEK DATE TOPIC What to read Assignments

Week 1 Jan 29

(3:30-4:20)

Feb 1

(10:30-12:20)

Introduction For Wednesday Feb

1: Brown 1996

-homework #1 due

(until Feb 9 11:59pm)

Week 2 Feb 5

(3:30-4:20)

Feb 8

(10:30-12:20)

First language

acquisition: the

beginnings

Robenalt & Goldberg

2015

Goldberg 2003

Dabrowska 2017:

121-142

Term paper topics

(report your topics and

the authors)

#Assignment of

discussion groups!

Week 3 Feb 12

(3:30-4:20)

Feb 15

First language

acquisition:

adulthood,

Bulut et al. 2018

Dabrowska 2015

WATCH THIS (highly

recommended):

https://youtu.be/PdO3I
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(10:30-12:20) psycholinguistic

approaches Street & Dabrowska

2010

P0Pro8

Week 4 Feb 19

(3:30-4:20)

Feb 22

(10:30-12:20)

Phonology -

Psycho/neurolinguistic

approaches, recognition

of single sounds and

words

Kosmidis et al. 2004

Serniclaes et al.

2005

Discussion Group 1

(Feb 19)

Week 5 Feb 26

(3:30-4:20)

Feb 29

(10:30-12:20)

Semantics -

psycho/neurolinguistic

approaches, auditory

and written semantic

processing

Manly et al. 1999

Johnson & Goldberg

2012

-homework #2 due

(Mar 1 11:59pm)

Discussion Group 2

(Mar 26)

Week 6 Mar 4

(3:30-5:20)

Mar 7

FÄLLT AUS

wegen

Frühlingsferien

(Spring break

no class)

Syntax -

psycho/neurolinguistic

approaches, auditory

and written syntactic

processing

Llompart &

Dabrowska 2020

Street 2020

Divjak et al. 2022

Ø

Week 7 Mar 11

(3:30-5:20)

Mar 14

FÄLLT AUS

wegen

Konferenz

(No class)

Second language

acquisition – adult

language acquisition,

differences from native

lang. acquisition

Sparks 2022:

301-320

Dabrowska 2017:

189-211

Ø

Week 8 Mar 18

(3:30-5:20)

Mar 21

(10:30-12:20)

Second language

acquisition - adult

language acquisition,

advantages/disadvanta

ges

Madlener 2016

Römer & Yilmaz

2019

Dabrowska 2019

Gedik 2022: 45-51

(27-33 for a quick

recap of usage-based

approaches!)

Discussion Group 3+4

(Mar 18)

-homework #3 due

(Mar 22 11:59pm)

Week 9 Mar 25

(3:30-4:20)

Mar 28

(10:30-12:20)

Bi/multilingualism

– from infancy,

implications for

language processing,

advantages/disadvanta

Bialystok 2011

Quick & Backus

2022

Kunduz & Montrul

2022

- Send a rough draft of

what you have been

doing with the term

paper (Apr 5 11:59pm)

Discussion Group 5

(Mar 29)
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ges

Week 10 Apr 1

(3:30-4:20)

Apr 4

(10:30-12:20)

Bi/multilingualism

– adulthood,

advantages/disadvanta

ges, accommodating

two languages

Prela et al. 2022

Gedik & Uslu 2023

Luk 2022

Tosun & Filipovic

2022

Discussion Group 6

(Apr 1)

APR 8-11 NO CLASS RAMADAN FEAST

Week 11 Apr 15

(3:30-4:20)

Apr 18

(10:30-12:20)

Cross-linguistic

approaches to

psycholinguistics –

comparative studies of

language processing,

focus on

WEIRD/non-WEIRD

studies

Blasi et al. 2022

Bunger et al. 2016

Keith Chen 2013

Discussion Group 7

(Apr 15)

-homework #4 due (Apr

19 11:59pm)

Week 12 Apr 22

NO CLASS

Apr 25

(10:30-12:20)

Signed languages

(incl. gesture) –

empirical studies and

approaches to signed

languages

Evans et al. 2019

Kubicek & Quandt

2021

Uhrig 2020

(345-346)

Discussion Group 8

(Apr 29)

Week 13 Apr 29

(3:30-4:20)

May 2

(10:30-12:20)

Linguistic

Creativity in

Atypical Conditions

TBA Discussion Group 9

(Apr 6)

Week 14 May 6

(3:30-4:20)

May 9

(10:30-12:20)

Good-enough

comprehension &

production

Goldberg & Ferreira

2022

Gedik & Dabrowska

in prep

-homework #5 due

(May 10 11:59pm)

Week 15 May 13

(3:30-4:20)

May 16

(10:30-12:20)

Language and its

connection to other

domains

(Color perception)

Hasantash & Afraz

2020

Emery & Webster

2019

Özgen & Davies

1998

Ø

5. Sources cited in the syllabus
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