Evidentiality (252)
UCLA, Spring 2011
Jessica Rett, rett@Qucla.edu

where: Rolfe 3127
when: Wednesdays, 2-5pm
office hours: by appointment

expectations: weekly reading; in-class presentation; a 10-20p term paper due at noon on Friday, June 11;
please discuss your topic with me by May 21st.

day topic readings for the week*
1 | March 30 welcome speech Speas (2008)
Aikhenvald (2004) Chs 3 & 4
2 | April 6 evidentiality and speech act theory 1 Faller (2002) Chs 4 & 5
Sadock (2006)
3 | April 13 evidentiality and speech act theory 2 Faller (2006)
Davis et al. (2007)
4 | April 20 evidentiality and mood 1 TIzvorski (1997); Rooryck (2001a,b)
Kratzer (1977, 1981); Faller (2002) §3.5
5 | April 27 evidentiality and mood 2 Matthewson et al. (2008)
Matthewson (2011)
6 | May 4 evidentiality and tense 1 Nikolaeva (1999)
Partee (1973, 1984)
7 | May 11 evidentiality and tense 2 Chung (2007)
Lee (2008)
8 | May 18 evidentiality and (non)-at-issue-content 1 Murray (2010) Chs 2-4
9 | May 25 evidentiality and (non)-at-issue content 2 Murray (2010) Chs 5-7
10 | June 1 evidentiality and mirativity DeLancey (1997, 2001)

* Italicized readings show background material, non-at-issue content.
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