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3 This paper discusses possible structural analyses of attributive adjectives. It argues that attributive adjectives should be given
the same basic structure as predicative adjectives. Attributive adjectives are analysed as lexical heads, taking the noun as its right-
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head-movement of adjectives, and binding relations within the adjectival phrase.
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4 discusses adjectives coming in two distinct positions and relative meaning differences.  thinks about:  The Thursday meetings
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5 Although not a classifier language, English has an open class of words functionally similar to classifiers, which include
partitives, pseudo-partitives, and measure phrases. For some words which function as classifiers, the lexical and collocational
properties must be directly represented in the lexicon, e.g. pride as the collective classifier for lion . Classifiers are not without
meaning, as is evident in extended senses of these words. In many cases, classifier meaning follows from the normal meaning,
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contrastive evidence from ellipsis in French and German, in which licensing and identification interact with Verb Raising, feature
checking, and a parameter defining "strong" agreement
7 [distinguishes three types of locative modifiers semantically and syntactically.  Eva signed the contract on the last page//in
Argentina.  In Argentina, Eva is very popular.  First two are internal, external respectively and the last one is frame-setting.
Syntax, modifiers base-generated in German at periphery of ___  :  Internal: V, External: VP,  Frame-setting: TopP.  Semantics:
Frame: linked to referent related to sentence topic,  External:  linked to verb’s eventuality argument,  Internal:  linked to a
referent related to the verb’s eventuality.]
8 This is a simplified version of the analysis in "Quantifiers in Comparatives" with some
additional arguments for the point of view taken there
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9 A comparative study is treated here in which the differences and similarities between Dutch and Spanish systems are discussed
that are constituted for nominal quantifier followed by another number, for example, een hoop toeristen/un montó de turistas .
Various subtypes are presented and it is shown that, in spite of the difference caused by the absence/presence of the preposition,
Dutch and Spanish systems have many characteristics in common. It is argued that in essence there are two distinguishable types
of nominal quantifiers, that are characterized as 'lexical' or 'functional' . The most recent are transparent, in the sense that they do
not block the accessibility of the second number's exterior processing of selection and concordance.


