Experimental Phonology (LING 217)
Winter

Instructor: Claire Moore-Cantwell

MW 10:00-11:50 Bunche Hall 2121

General Info

INSTRUCTOR: Claire Moore-Cantwell
EMAIL: moore.cantwell@ucla.edu
OFFICE HOURS: MW 2:00 - 3:00 Campbell 2126b

Course website: https://bruinlearn.ucla.edu/courses/155693

Description

This course will provide a sampling of experimental work in phonology, along with discussion
of practical topics related to experimental work, such as statistical methods and data pre-
sentation. This course aims to give students a foothold to begin developing work that uses
experimental techniques to distinguish between alternative theories of phonology, as well as
its relationship to the linguistic system and other cognitive systems.

Prerequisites: Ling 200A, or instructor permission.

Requirements

e (lass Discussion: Please complete each reading and submit comments on Perusall by
11:59pm the day before class (Friday night for Monday classes). You should be prepared
to discuss the paper in class as well, engaging in discussion questions posed by me or the
article’s presenter.



mailto:moore.cantwell@ucla.edu
https://bruinlearn.ucla.edu/courses/155693

Experimental Phonology (LING 217) Syllabus

e Article Presentations: Each student will present 2-3 papers in class. Presentations should
include:

o A brief summary of the paper. Assume everyone present has read the abstract of the
paper, but not necessarily more.

o A critique of the paper’s theoretical background, design and analysis of experiment(s),
and conclusions. What impressed you about the paper? What flaws does it have, and
are they theoretical or design flaws? Are you convinced of the authors’ conclusions?

o Discussion questions/points for the group. Please include one or two (or more if you're
feeling adventurous) general discussion points that relate the contents of the paper back
to the context of the course in general. Examples: "Do the results of this paper tell
us anything about how we should conduct wug-tests in the future?” ”What is the best
way to combat the replication crisis in your own work?”

e Final Project: You will turn in a final paper at the end of the course which will consist
of a design for an experiment, as well as discussion of conclusions you could draw from
several different possible patterns of results. You should include a relevant theoretical
hypothesis, and specifics of design details including sample stimuli. A presentation day
will be scheduled sometime in December for you to present your design to your fellow
classmates.

Accommodations Note

If you have a disability or ongoing medical condition, and require accommodations for this
course, you should contact the Centre for Accessible Education (CAE), https://www.cae.ucla.edu.
Other concessions can be made in this course in order to fully support you as a student and

as a person. Please let me know as soon as possible if you need to miss class or assign-

ments because of reasons such as physical illness or injury, mental health concerns, religious
observance, work to support yourself or a family member, or caretaking responsibilities. For
forseeable conflicts, such as religious observance, you must notify me in advance, preferably

at least one week in advance. For unforseeable conflicts, like illness, injury, mental health
concerns, or sudden changes in job/caretaking schedule, let me know as soon as possible.
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Syllabus

Week Day Date | Topic Reading
Mon 9 Jan | Intro
1 . Albright and Hayes (2003)
Weds 11 Jan | Productivity tests Ernestus and Baayen (2003)
. Hayes et al. (2009)
Mon 16 Jan | Productivity tests Becker et al. (2011)
2 . . Paolacci and Chandler (2014)
Weds 18 Jan | Using the web for experiments Sprouse (2011)
. Griner (2001)
Mon 23 Jan | More productivity tests Zhang et al. (2009)
3 Mixed Effects modeling Barr et al. (2013)
Weds 25 Jan Bring your computer Matuschek et al. (2017)
Multiple factors contributing
to wug-test results Prasada and Pinker (1993)
Mon 30 Jan Meet with me about your final Guion et al. (2003)
paper
! Finl 1 Badecker (2009)
o . inley and Badecker
Weds 1 Feb | Artificial language learning Moreton and Pertsova (2014)
Kittredge and Dell (2016)
Mon 6 Feb | -Artificial language learning Warker et al. (2008)
Goldrick (2004)
5 . Colombo (1992)
Weds 8 Feb | Lexical Frequency effects File-Muriel (2010)
. . . Berent et al. (2009)
Mon 13 Feb G?ammar—d.rlv.en misperception and Davidson and Shaw (2012)
mispronunciation
6
Weds 15 Feb | Acquisition experiments Jusezyk et al. (1993)

Jusczyk et al. (1999)
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Week Day Date Topic Reading
s . Zamuner et al. (2005)
Mon 20 Feb | Acquisition experiments Kehoe (2000)
Munafo and Smith (2018)
7 Weds 22 Feb | The replication crisis and what to do Pashler and Harris (2012)
about it Nosek et al. (2012)
Lehrer (2010)
Mon 27 Feb Grz.}phmg and Data vis.
Bring your own graphs!
8 . Farris-Trimble and Tessier (2019)
Weds 1 Mar | Eye-tracking and phonology Mitterer (2011)
. . Wagner et al. (2012)
Mon 6 Mar | EEG and phonology: representations Hestvik and Durvasula (2016)
9 i . Domabhs et al. (2013)
Weds 8 Mar | EEG and phonology: phonotactics Steinberg ot al. (2011)
Mon 13 Mar | EEG combined with other neuroscience Rossi ¢ tal. (2011)
. Pylkkénen et al. (2002)
techniques
10
Weds 15 Mar Des1g1'11ng new experimental
paradigms
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