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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
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% 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 monto 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.



