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This is a detailed study of agreement in Chamorro, an Austronesian language spoken in the 

Mariana Islands (fifteen islands in the Western Pacific, including Guam and Saipan). It is an 

addition to the already considerable list of Chung’s studies of Chamorro data, and proposes as 

well to be a contribution to Principles and Parameters theory. (P&P is the successor to 

Government and Binding before the innovations of Minimalism.) 

Using data from Chamorro, Chung makes two main points about agreement. First, she wants to 

unite the two main kinds of agreement that have been discussed so far (verb-argument agreement 

and head-modifier agreement) into one kind of relation, which she calls the Associate relation. 

The Associate relation includes the relation between a specifier and a functional head, which is 

the typical agreement relation discussed under the P&P approach; but she subsumes this under 

the relation between a head and its projections, which is what enables her to include head-

modifier agreement along with verb-argument agreement. She defines the Associate relation in 

detail and shows how several kinds of agreement in Chamorro can be accommodated by this 

relation. Her second main point is that some forms of agreement can still be outside of this more 

inclusive relation.  

Her conclusion is that there is a relation of Feature Compatibility, which is basically another 

name for morphological agreement, which does not depend on the Associate structural relation. 

Associate relations are typically manifested by feature compatibility but they are not necessarily 

so, and usually feature compatibility is present where the associate relation obtains, but there 

may be feature compatibility where there is no associate relation. She proposes that this is the 

case with one kind of agreement in Chamorro, which she calls Wh-agreement. Wh-agreement is 

a kind of agreement that does not involve φ-features such as person or number, but instead is 

agreement of a verb with the case of a moved Wh-phrase. The verb is marked one way if the 

moved constituent is nominative at D-structure, another if it is accusative, and a third way if it is 

oblique. Only the verb of the clause containing the original trace is marked in this way, no matter 

how far away in the sentence the Wh-phrase might end up. Other verbs in the sentence may be 

marked for agreement with a Wh-phrase, but the case they are marked for is the case of the entire 

intermediate CP out of which Wh-movement has most immediately occurred. For example, in 

the sentence translated ‘Who does Manoel think has taken the money?’ (example 85a, p. 250), 



 

 

the lower verb take is marked for nominative agreement, because the initial Wh-trace is 

nominative. But the higher verb think is marked for accusative agreement, because the 

intermediate CP is the object of think. Chung represents these relations graphically as in (1), 

which is her (87) on p. 252. 

(1)   

 

It is not clear to me exactly why this does not fit into the associate relation, and in fact Chung 

cites Watanabe (1996), which proposes the opposite view. In any case, Wh-agreement is a very 

different and interesting form of agreement. 

There are a number of theoretical novelties in this book. There is movement out of an adjoined 

position (i.e., modifiers, p. 45). Chung proposes that specifiers are normally on the right in 

Chamorro, but that the spec of C is on the left, because of a universal constraint (p. 212). Two 

novelties, XP adjunction to a head and subject lowering, are invoked in order for Chung to be 

able to say that VSO surface order is derived from D-structure VOS, and not from SVO by 

raising the V across the S, which is the normal account of VSO surface order. The tree 

representing this derivation is in (2) (from her (10) on p. 125). 



 

 

(2)   

 

For me there are several benefits in reading a book like this. First, it is an excellent way to keep 

up with developments in syntactic theory. In fact reading this book is easier than reading journal 

articles, because the author assumes less theoretical knowledge and explains more. Second, it 

helps one to know what kinds of phenomena are “out there” in the languages of the world. When 

I read about grammatical phenomena I am concerned about the reliability and completeness of 

the data, and the data in a book like this are reliable, since Chung has spent many years researching 

Chamorro and has written other papers and books on it. There is also Chung’s reputation as a 

researcher, which is excellent. And the fact that Chung’s book is about an “exotic” language 

makes it attractive even for those who do not adopt the P&P approach. Third, this book provides 

a model for my own research and writing. It is detailed, theoretically relevant, and clear. I 

particularly appreciate Chung’s reliance on textual examples. In my opinion a study that relies 

primarily on elicited data should not be paid much attention. At the least, elicited phrases have 

no context and so are subject to errors of interpretation; at the worst, people can sometimes be 

gotten to repeat things that they would never say spontaneously. 
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