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(1) a. Every boy praised his fahther.
b. *His father praised every boy.
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(2) a. I know every boy who loves his mother.

b. *I know every boy who his mother loves.
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(4) a. BVA(every teacher, his) ok
Every teacher was spoken to by his stu-
dent.

b. BVA(every teacher, his) *
His student spoke to every teacher.

(5) a. DR(every teacher, three students)
ok
Every teacher was spoken to by three stu-
dents.

b. DR(every teacher, three students) *
Three students spoke to every teacher.

(6) a. Coref(John,his) ok
John was spoken to by his student.
b. Coref(John,his) *
His student spoke to John.
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ok(okA, okC) X was V by Y’s N.
(kA *C) Y's NV X.

ok(*A, okC) By Y’s N, X was V.
ok(okA, *C) X, Y's N V.
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(8) a. relaive WCO(every teacher, his) ok
Every teacher who was spoken to by his
student came.

b. relative WCO (every teacher,his) *
Every teacher who his student spoke to
came.
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