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Preface

This book is an attempt to justify an alternative to transforma-
tional-generative grammar, called ‘daughter-dependency’ gram-
mar, which is better at doing the things transformationalists want
to do, but can do them without the use of either transformations
or the deep/surface distinction in syntax. Since much of it is taken
up with criticisms of transformational grammar, 1 should like to
emphasize here that I think very highly indeed of very many pro-
ponents of this theory—I do not believe that people who accept
false theories do so because they are fools. Indeed, I should be
proud to be ranked with most of the transformational linguists
whose works I refer to in this book. There is certainly no way in
which this book could have been written—or daughter-depen-
dency theory developed—without the stimulus and ideas that
have come out of the transformational-generative school. I should
like to record my particular debt to my transformational col-
leagues, from whom I have learned a lot—including the very
general point that one is much more likely to persuade a trans-
formational linguist if one plays the game according to his rules.

My other obvious source of ideas is Michael Halliday. Daugh-
ter-dependency theory is a rather radical version of ‘systemic’
theory, and all versions of systemic theory derive ultimately from
Halliday’s article ‘Categories of the theory of grammar’ of 1961.
However, I have also benefited from working and talking with
other linguists interested in these theories, including all those at
the ‘Systemic grammar workshops’ of 1974 and 1975, and some
with whom I’ve had more or less extensive correspondence—
especially Michael McCord, Joe Taglicht, Jim Martin and Robin
Fawcett.

I am most grateful for the comments I have received on earlier



