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Course description & objectives:

The course deals with the acquisition of wh-questions. In the first part of the course we will
make acquaintance with the production of wh-questions and discuss the explanations
provided for the attested patterns within the Generative model, and in the second part we
will focus on the comprehension of wh-questions. If time permits, we will address the
differences between typical acquisition of wh-questions and their acquisition by children
with SLI and children with hearing impairment.

Course requirements:

Grade

3 assignments (30%) (P/F)

Presentation of an article (can be done in pairs) (10%)
Final assignment (60%)

Attendance is required (if possible)

Prerequisite
Syntax

Topics & bibliography

Questions and their analyses

Production of questions

Acquisition of limitations on movement

Comprehension of questions

Referential/Non-referential questions

Acquisition of questions by children with SLI and children with hearing impairment
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