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settings has, to a large extent, remained outside of the linguists9 agenda, although 

The papers contained in this volume are in some way related to Schedeberg9s words 
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speakers9 multilingual repertoires, and its use (regardless of the quality and quantity 
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In this regard, linguists9 efforts 
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rather than with CR, e.g., 8neck9 (gender 3/4~6a) vs. CR (gender 3/6~5/13)4
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among neighbors9 structures. We are not any close to this and such a 
possibility would come out of the blue for most of today9s typologists. At the same 
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Varietés tonales sur fond d9exogamie linguistique. 
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inflection: The fate of 8vulnerable9 categories in Northern Norwegian. In 
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