
LINGUISTICS 400-0-20 
 

SEMINAR IN LINGUISTICS:  
SECOND LANGUAGE SPEECH PROCESSING AND LEARNING 

WEEK 7:  ADAPTATION TO ACCENTED SPEECH 
 

Required reading(s):   
 
Note well: For this week, you should read at least 3 of the following 5 papers by Friday. 

1. Bradlow, A. R. & Bent, T. (2008). Perceptual adaptation to non-native speech. Cognition, 106, 707-729. 
2. Mitterer, H. & McQueen, J. (2009). Foreign subtitles help but native-language subtitles harm foreign 

speech perception. PLoS ONE, 4, e7785. 
3. Reinisch, E. & Holt, L. (2014). Lexically guided phonetic retuning of foreign-accented speech and its 

generalization. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human Perception and Performance, 40, 539-555. 
4. Maye, J., Aslin, R. & Tanenhaus, M. (2008). The weckud wetch of the wast: lexical adaptation to a 

novel accent. Cognitive Science, 32, 543-562. 
5. Adank, P., Hagoort, P. & Bekkering, H. (2010). Imitation improves language comprehension. 

Psychological Science, 21, 1903-1909. 
 
 

Short assignment (due Friday, Feb 20): 
• Select a critical figure, table or quote from one of the required readings for this week. Briefly describe the 

finding and how it supports the main claim of the article. Based on those data, describe one prediction that 
follows from it or a gap in knowledge that those data reveal (i.e. something you want to know about that 
arose from seeing those findings).   
 

Friday class discussion and/or activity:   
Overarching question 

• How do speakers of a language learn to understand second language speakers of that language?  
 
Specific objective 

• Gain experience with identifying gaps in knowledge and motivating investigation of those gaps 
 
Instructions  

1. In groups, each person present their data and relevant prediction or gap it revealed that you outlined in 
your short assignment. Make your case for why this prediction or gap is worth pursuing. (15 min). 

2. As a group, discuss which gap/prediction would be the most promising to pursue from an empirical 
and/or theoretical standpoint (5-10 min).  

3. Brainstorm how you would go about investigating the gap/prediction you’ve chosen (what kind of task 
would you use, population, etc.) (20 min) 

4. Prepare a few slides to present the data and relevant prediction or gap that you selected as being 
promising and how you would go about investigating it. 

 
Long assignment (due Monday, Feb. 23): 

• Write up the data and the relevant prediction that your group selected. Be sure to provide motivation for 
why your group thought this was worthwhile to investigate. Also briefly describe how you would go 
about investigating the gap/prediction (what kind of task would you use, population, etc.). (2-4 pages)  

 


