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Foreword

Non-finite clauses have not received the attention they deserve.
| certainly believe this study is worthy. It defines non-finite clauses
and their position on Halliday’s rank scale model. It divides the
clauses by types of phenomena and clarifies their effects. It accepts
clines and allows for variations and multiple or ambiguous meanings.
Of great benefit to readers not conversant with Systemic Functional
Grammar (SFG) is its outline of the concept of the systemic network,
along with its discussion of some basic types of metaphor. This
monograph also proposes some refinements of Halliday’s rank scale
model .

| assume that the intended audience is linguists, largely linguists
who follow the systemic functional tradition but also student linguists
and other types of linguists not fully committed to SFG. This work
needs its repetitions and academic statements about its organization
and the discovery of a niche with a problem to solve. Broader audi-
ences have further needs and expectations that must be considered;
wider audiences need more background. Enhancing ESL instruction is
mentioned as a distant goal . It is definitely a valuable topic, and the
need for further research on it must be emphasized.

This book shows a good understanding of Halliday’s An Intro-
duction to Functional Grammar (1994). It gives appropriate back-
ground on SFG with quotations from Halliday and references to others
such as Fawcett, Butler, and Hudson. These are essential. Some
readers might benefit from even more examples of Halliday’s points
and fuller explanations than mere reference to them. Likewise, an
American reader like me needs a summary of the work of Chinese
authors whose work we do not know. It is not always clear when
Dr. Yang is citing ideas of another whom | do not recognize and
when he is developing his own new point. Dr. Yang should claim
credit for all of his innovations.

The point of this study is to expand on the treatment of non-fi-
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nite clauses in SFG. What this book is doing is much more than solv-
ing problems; it is expanding, enhancing, elaborating, extending,
clarifying, developing, disambiguating, etc. what had been omit-
ted. SFG is still relatively new, incomplete, and thergfore open to
scholars like Bingjun Yang to develop it. As a devoted Hallidayan, |
personally believe that a more consistent respect for its treatments
would resonate better with other Hallidayans. Perhaps academic
evaluators are looking for a problem to be solved, and perhaps oppo-
nents of SFG take delight in recognizing weaknesses, but this is a
book that furthers knowledge about non-finite clauses in many ways
that are not problematic. Dr. Yang has recognized a new, undevel-
oped topic and gathered together discussions of it and therefore given
it prominence. He presents innovative ideas, and his criteria of non-
finite clause identification may motivate further studies that extend
knowledge of this topic even further.

Carolyn G. Hartnett

Emeritus Professor

College of the Mainland

2027 Bay Street

Texas City, Texas 77590
U.S.A.

Phone and Fax: 409-948-1446
cbhartnett @ cs. com
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Notational Convention

a the dominant clause

8 the dependent clause

1 boundary symbol of a clause complex
] boundary symbol of a clause

i “both. . .and...” relation

[ “either. . .or” relation

+ extending

= elaborating

X enhancing

“ locution

¢ idea

/ conflated with

- followed by

“ realised by

BROWN Brown Corpus

ICE International Corpus of English
LOB Lancaster-Oslo/Bergen Corpus
SFG Systemic Functional Grammar
TG Traditional Grammar

TGG Transformational Generative Grammar
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