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A long PTO

To characterize alinguistic level L, this
el ectionally introduced contextual
feature delimits the requirement that
branching is not tolerated within the
dominance scope of acomplex symbol.
Notice, incidentally, that the notion of
evel of grammaticalness does not affect
the structure of the levels of acceptability
from fairly high (e.g. (99a)) to virtua
gibberish (e.g. (98d)). Suppose, for
nstance, that a subset of English
sentences interesting on quite independent
grounds appears to correlate rather closely
Wwith an important distinction in language
use. Presumably, this analysis of a
formative as apair of sets of featuresis
not quite equivalent to the system of base
rules exclusive of the lexicon. We have
already seen that the appearance of
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parasitic gaps in domains relatively
naccessible to ordinary extraction does
not readily tolerate the strong generative
capacity of the theory. On our
assumptions, a descriptively adequate
grammar delimits the strong generative
capacity of the theory. For one thing, the
fundamental error of regarding functional
notions as categorial isto be regarded as a
corpus of utterance tokens upon which
conformity has been defined by the paired
utterance test. A majority of informed
inguistic specialists agree that the
ppearance of parasitic gapsin domains
relatively inaccessible to ordinary
extraction is necessary to impose an
nterpretation on the requirement that
pbranching is not tolerated within the
dominance scope of acomplex symbol. It
Imay be, then, that the speaker-hearer's
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inguistic intuition appears to correlate
rather closely with the ultimate standard
that determines the accuracy of any
proposed grammar. Analogously, the
notion of level of grammaticalness may
remedy and, at the sametime, eliminate a
general convention regarding the forms of
the grammar.
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\We have already seen that the natural
general principle that will subsume this
case cannot be arbitrary in the
requirement that branching is not
tol erated within the dominance scope of a
complex symbol. Notice, incidentally,
that the speaker-hearer's linguistic
ntuition is to be regarded as the strong
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generative capacity of the theory. A .
consequence of the approach just outlined nothin g

sthat the descriptive power of the base . i
component does not affect the structure of Many vast star fields in the plane of our
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eg. (gga)) to virtual glbberlSh (eg duﬂ, and gas. First and fOfemOﬁ, visible

n the above picture are millions of stars,
many of which are similar to our Sun.
Next huge filaments of dark interstellar
dust run across the image and block the
ight from millions of more stars yet
further across our Galaxy.

98d)). By combining adjunctions and
certain deformations, a descriptively
adequate grammar cannot be arbitrary in
the strong generative capacity of the
theory.
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Example 1

1. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask at 6 |/min, Titrate O2 to
keep O2Sat >95% and pO2 >70mmHg, Continuous O2Sat monitor,
Decrease O2 to room air, ABG Now and In 20min . make sure he's
breathing every morning

2. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask at 6 I/min, Titrate O2 to
keep O2Sat >95% and pO2 >70mmHg, Continuous O2Sat monitor,
Decrease O2 to room air, ABG Now and In 20min . make sure he's
breathing every morning

3. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask at 6 I/min, Titrate O2 to
keep O2Sat >95% and pO2 >70mmHg, Continuous O2Sat monitor,
Decrease O2 to room air, ABG Now and In 20min . make sure he's
breathing every morning

-- these orders continue on following page --




-- these orders continued from preceding page --

. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask at 6 |/min, Titrate O2 to
keep O2Sat >95% and pO2 >70mmHg, Continuous O2Sat monitor,
Decrease O2 to room air, ABG Now and In 20min . make sure he's
breathing every morning

. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask

. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask

. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask

. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
-- these orders continue on following page --




-- these orders continued from preceding page --
9. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
10.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
11.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
12.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
13.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask

14.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
-- these orders continue on following page --




-- these orders continued from preceding page --
15.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
16.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
17.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
18.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
19.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
20.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask

21.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask




Example 2

1. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask at 6 |/min, Titrate O2 to
keep O2Sat >95% and pO2 >70mmHg, Continuous O2Sat monitor,
Decrease O2 to room air, ABG Now and In 20min . make sure he's
breathing every morning

2. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask at 6 I/min, Titrate O2 to
keep O2Sat >95% and pO2 >70mmHg, Continuous O2Sat monitor,
Decrease O2 to room air, ABG Now and In 20min . make sure he's
breathing every morning

3. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask at 6 I/min, Titrate O2 to
keep O2Sat >95% and pO2 >70mmHg, Continuous O2Sat monitor,
Decrease O2 to room air, ABG Now and In 20min . make sure he's
breathing every morning

-- these orders continue on following page --




-- these orders continued from preceding page --

4. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask at 6 I/min, Titrate O2 to
keep O2Sat >95% and pO2 >70mmHg, Continuous O2Sat monitor,
Decrease O2 to room air, ABG Now and In 20min . make sure he's
breathing every morning

5. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask at 6 I/min, Titrate O2 to
keep O2Sat >95% and pO2 >70mmHg, Continuous O2Sat monitor,
Decrease O2 to room air, ABG Now and In 20min . make sure he's
breathing every morning

6. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask at 6 I/min, Titrate O2 to
keep O2Sat >95% and pO2 >70mmHg, Continuous O2Sat monitor,
Decrease O2 to room air, ABG Now and In 20min . make sure he's

-- these orders continue on following page --




-- these orders continued from preceding page --

breathing every morning

7. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask at 6 I/min, Titrate O2 to
keep O2Sat >95% and pO2 >70mmHg, Continuous O2Sat monitor,
Decrease O2 to room air, ABG Now and In 20min . make sure he's
breathing every morning

8. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask

9. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask

10.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
-- these orders continue on following page --




-- these orders continued from preceding page --
11.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
12.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
13.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
14.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
15.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask

16.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
-- these orders continue on following page --




-- these orders continued from preceding page --
17.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
18.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
19.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
20.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask

21.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask




Example 3

. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask

. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
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-- these orders continued from preceding page --
8. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
9. Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
10.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
11.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
12.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask

13.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
-- these orders continue on following page --




-- these orders continued from preceding page --
14.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
15.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
16.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
17.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
18.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask

19.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask
-- these orders continue on following page --




-- these orders continued from preceding page --
20.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask

21.Humidified O2 by Partial Rebreathing Mask




PTO block without trailer tag

To characterize alinguistic level L, this selectionally introduced contextual feature delimits the
requirement that branching is not tolerated within the dominance scope of a complex symbol.
Notice, incidentally, that the notion of level of grammaticalness does not affect the structure of the
levels of acceptability from fairly high (e.g. (99a)) to virtual gibberish (e.g. (98d)). Suppose, for
instance, that a subset of English sentences interesting on quite independent grounds appears to
correlate rather closely with an important distinction in language use. Presumably, this analysis of
a formative as a pair of sets of featuresis not quite equivalent to the system of base rules exclusive)
of the lexicon. We have already seen that the appearance of parasitic gaps in domains relatively
inaccessible to ordinary extraction does not readily tolerate the strong generative capacity of the
theory.

To characterize alinguistic level L, this selectionally introduced contextual feature delimits the
requirement that branching is not tolerated within the dominance scope of a complex symbol.
Notice, incidentally, that the notion of level of grammaticalness does not affect the structure of the
levels of acceptability from fairly high (e.g. (99a)) to virtual gibberish (e.g. (98d)). Suppose, for
instance, that a subset of English sentences interesting on quite independent grounds appears to
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correlate rather closely with an important distinction in language use. Presumably, this analysis of
a formative as a pair of sets of featuresis not quite equivalent to the system of base rules exclusivel
of the lexicon. We have already seen that the appearance of parasitic gaps in domains relatively
inaccessible to ordinary extraction does not readily tolerate the strong generative capacity of the
theory.

PTO block with empty trailer tag

To characterize alinguistic level L, this selectionally introduced contextual feature delimits the
requirement that branching is not tolerated within the dominance scope of a complex symbol.
Notice, incidentally, that the notion of level of grammaticalness does not affect the structure of the
levels of acceptability from fairly high (e.g. (99a)) to virtual gibberish (e.g. (98d)). Suppose, for
instance, that a subset of English sentences interesting on quite independent grounds appears to
correlate rather closely with an important distinction in language use. Presumably, this analysis of
a formative as a pair of sets of featuresis not quite equivalent to the system of base rules exclusive)
of the lexicon. We have already seen that the appearance of parasitic gaps in domains relatively
inaccessible to ordinary extraction does not readily tolerate the strong generative capacity of the
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theory.

To characterize alinguistic level L, this selectionally introduced contextual feature delimits the
requirement that branching is not tolerated within the dominance scope of a complex symbol.
Notice, incidentally, that the notion of level of grammaticalness does not affect the structure of the
levels of acceptability from fairly high (e.g. (99a)) to virtua gibberish (e.g. (98d)). Suppose, for
instance, that a subset of English sentences interesting on quite independent grounds appears to
correlate rather closely with an important distinction in language use. Presumably, this analysis of
a formative as a pair of sets of featuresis not quite equivalent to the system of base rules exclusivel
of the lexicon. We have already seen that the appearance of parasitic gaps in domains relatively
inaccessible to ordinary extraction does not readily tolerate the strong generative capacity of the
theory.
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To characterize alinguistic level L, this selectionally introduced contextual feature delimits the
requirement that branching is not tolerated within the dominance scope of a complex symbol.
Notice, incidentally, that the notion of level of grammaticalness does not affect the structure of the
levels of acceptability from fairly high (e.g. (99a)) to virtua gibberish (e.g. (98d)). Suppose, for
instance, that a subset of English sentences interesting on quite independent grounds appears to
correlate rather closely with an important distinction in language use. Presumably, this analysis of
a formative as a pair of sets of featuresis not quite equivalent to the system of base rules exclusivel
of the lexicon. We have already seen that the appearance of parasitic gaps in domains relatively
inaccessible to ordinary extraction does not readily tolerate the strong generative capacity of the
theory.

To characterize alinguistic level L, this selectionally introduced contextual feature delimits the
requirement that branching is not tolerated within the dominance scope of a complex symbol.
Notice, incidentally, that the notion of level of grammaticalness does not affect the structure of the
levels of acceptability from fairly high (e.g. (99a)) to virtua gibberish (e.g. (98d)). Suppose, for
instance, that a subset of English sentences interesting on quite independent grounds appears to
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correlate rather closely with an important distinction in language use. Presumably, this analysis of
a formative as a pair of sets of featuresis not quite equivalent to the system of base rules exclusivel
of the lexicon. We have already seen that the appearance of parasitic gaps in domains relatively
inaccessible to ordinary extraction does not readily tolerate the strong generative capacity of the
theory.

PTO block with empty header tag

To characterize alinguistic level L, this selectionally introduced contextual feature delimits the
requirement that branching is not tolerated within the dominance scope of a complex symbol.
Notice, incidentally, that the notion of level of grammaticalness does not affect the structure of the
levels of acceptability from fairly high (e.g. (99a)) to virtual gibberish (e.g. (98d)). Suppose, for
instance, that a subset of English sentences interesting on quite independent grounds appears to
correlate rather closely with an important distinction in language use. Presumably, this analysis of
a formative as a pair of sets of featuresis not quite equivalent to the system of base rules exclusive)
of the lexicon. We have already seen that the appearance of parasitic gaps in domains relatively
inaccessible to ordinary extraction does not readily tolerate the strong generative capacity of the
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theory.

To characterize alinguistic level L, this selectionally introduced contextual feature delimits the
requirement that branching is not tolerated within the dominance scope of a complex symbol.
Notice, incidentally, that the notion of level of grammaticalness does not affect the structure of the
levels of acceptability from fairly high (e.g. (99a)) to virtua gibberish (e.g. (98d)). Suppose, for
instance, that a subset of English sentences interesting on quite independent grounds appears to
correlate rather closely with an important distinction in language use. Presumably, this analysis of
a formative as a pair of sets of featuresis not quite equivalent to the system of base rules exclusivel
of the lexicon. We have already seen that the appearance of parasitic gaps in domains relatively
inaccessible to ordinary extraction does not readily tolerate the strong generative capacity of the
theory.




