ENSURING THE INTEGRATION OF SCIENCE AND EDUCATION ON THE BASIS OF
INNOVATIVE TECHNOLOGIES.
International online conference.

Date: 19™ March-2026
WHO DECIDES WHAT IS CORRECT? AUTHORITY, USAGE, AND THE
EVOLUTION OF ENGLISH GRAMMAR

s

9
“I."-""JF b
A

Maftuna Kadirova Ikhtiyorjon qizi
English Language Teacher at
Namangan Academic Lyceum under Tashkent State University of Law

[

{3 ., Abstract: The notion of “correctness” in English grammar has long been shaped by

¢ g prescriptive traditions; however, contemporary linguistic reality increasingly challenges

g = this authority. This study investigates the tension between prescriptive grammar rules

D ¥ and actual language usage, focusing on how authority is constructed and negotiated in

< 5_9_ modern English. Using a qualitative-descriptive approach, the research analyzes examples

D Y from spoken corpora, digital communication, and educational materials. Particular
o c attention is paid to frequently contested forms and their functional role in real-life

C 5 communication.

-) E The findings reveal that grammatical norms are not fixed but evolve dynamically
7 ™ ' through usage, influenced by social, technological, and cultural factors. (McCulloch,
N 2019) Moreover, the data indicate that speakers often prioritize communicative efficiency
| ,—% and contextual appropriateness over strict adherence to formal rules. This tendency is

C"d O especially evident in informal and digital contexts, where language innovation is more

g -2 rapid and widely accepted.

¢ £ The study argues that linguistic authority is gradually shifting from institutional rule-
* = % makers to language users themselves, reflecting a broader democratization of language.
‘4; “7 It also highlights the growing gap between prescribed standards and authentic usage in

=~ v everyday communication. The paper concludes by suggesting a more flexible, usage-

E:: @ based approach to grammar in both linguistic theory and language education,

== <L emphasizing the need to reconcile normative frameworks with real-world linguistic

CJ{ T practices.

E 8“ Keywords: prescriptive grammar, descriptive linguistics, language change, English usage,
i linguistic authority, standard English.

AnHoTanus. IloHATHE «IPaBWIBHOCTW» B AHIVIMHUCKOW I'PAMMATHUKE HAa NPOTSIKEHUH

- JIMTENIHOTO BpPEMEHH (OPMHUPOBATOCH IMOJ BIMSHHEM IPECKPUNTUBHBIX TPAIUIINH,

% OJTHAKO COBPEMEHHAas S3bIKOBasg pPEAIbHOCTh BCE 4Yalle CTAaBUT IOJ COMHEHHE HX

i)‘ aBroputeT. B nanHoi paboTe paccMaTpuBaeTcs MPOTUBOPEUNE MEXIY MPEANUCHIBAEMbIMU

%fj rpaMMaTHYECKUMU HOPMaMH U (PAKTHYECKUM YMOTPeOICHUEM sI3bIKa, C aKIIEHTOM Ha TO,

E KakuM 00pa3oM GOpMHUPYETCS U MEPEOCMBICITMBACTCS SI3bIKOBasi HOpMa B COBPEMEHHOM

AHTJIMHCKOM SI3BIKE.

HccnenoBanre BBIMOTHEHO B paMKaX KavyeCTBEHHO-OMHMCATEILHOTO MOAX0AAa U
OCHOBAHO Ha aHaJU3€ MPUMEPOB U3 PAa3TOBOPHBIX KOPITYCOB, HU(GPOBOM KOMMYHUKAIIMHN U
yaeOHbIX MaTepuanioB. Oco0oe BHUMaHUE YACNAETCS CIIOPHBIM rpaMMaTHIeCKUM (hopmam
1 uX QYHKIIMOHAJILHON POJI B peaibHOM OOIIEHUH.
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Pe3yJ'IBTaTBI ITIOKAa3bIBAIOT, qToO Fp aMMaTHn4YeCKue HOpMLI HEe ABJIAIOTCA

(pMKCHMPOBAHHBIMHM, 2 AUHAMHUYECKH H3MEHSIOTCS B IpoLecce HCIOJb30BAHMS I10]
BIIMSIHUEM COIMABHBIX, TEXHOJIIOTHYECKUX U KyIbTYpHBIX (akTopoB (McCulloch, 2019).
Kpome TOro, OBLIO YCTaHOBIEHO, YTO HOCHTEIH S3bIKa YacTO OTHAIOT NPHOPHTET
KOMMYHHMKATHBHOH 3()eKTHBHOCTH U YMECTHOCTH B KOHKPETHOM KOHTEKCTe, a HE
CTpOTOMY COOMIOACHUIO (OpManmbHBIX MpaBWI. OJTa TEHACHIHMS OCOOCHHO SIPKO
nposiBisieTcss B HehopMaabHON W MU(PPOBONM KOMMYHHUKAIMH, TAE S3BIKOBBIE MHHOBAIIUU
pacnpoCTpaHsOTCs 3HAYUTENBHO OBbICTpEE.

B pabore 000CHOBBIBaeTCs, 4TO A3BIKOBOl ABTOPUTET IMOCTENEHHO CMeIaeTcsl OT
HHCTHUTYIHOHAJIBHBIX HOPMOTBOPIEB K CAMHM I0JIb30BATEJNAM A3bIKA, YTO OTPAXKAECT
OoJee MMUPOKUN MPOLECC T1eMOKPATH3AUMHU A3bIKA. Takke MOTYEPKUBACTCS PACTyLIU
Pa3pbIB MexKAYy NPeANUCAHHBIMH CTAHJAPTAMH H PeajibHbIM yNOTpeOJIeHHEeM SI3bIKA
B TIOBCEJHEBHOM KOMMYHHUKallMM. B 3akitoueHue mpeiaraercs paccMaTpuBaTh
rpaMMAaTUKy ¢ Oojiee TMOKOM, OpUEHTUPOBAHHOM Ha YNOTpeOJIeHHE TOYKH 3pEHUS Kak B
JMHTBUCTUYECKON TEOPHH, TaK M B MPAKTUKE IpPENofaBaHusi, ¢ y4€TOM HEOOXOIUMOCTH
COIJIaCOBAHMSI HOPMATUBHBIX MOJIEJIEN C pEaIbHBIMU S3bIKOBBIMU IPAKTHUKAMMU.
KiaroueBble cj10Ba: TMpecKpUNTHBHAs TI'paMMaTuKa, JECKPUITUBHAs JUHIBUCTHKA,
SI3BIKOBbIE W3MEHEHUS, YNOTpeOJeHHE aHTJIMICKOro s3bIKA, S3BIKOBOW aBTOPHUTET,
CTaHJIAPTHBIN AHTVIMMCKUH S3BIK

Introduction

The concept of grammatical correctness has traditionally been governed by
prescriptive norms established by grammarians, educators, and authoritative institutions
(Huddleston & Pullum, 2002). These norms have long served as the foundation for
defining what is considered “proper” English, being systematically codified in grammar
textbooks, style guides, and educational curricula. Such an approach has historically aimed
to ensure stability, clarity, and uniformity in language use, particularly in formal contexts
such as academic writing, official communication, and public discourse. As a result,
prescriptive grammar has played a crucial role not only in regulating linguistic behavior
but also in shaping societal perceptions of linguistic competence and correctness.

However, in recent decades, this traditional understanding of grammatical
authority has come under increasing scrutiny. The rapid development of digital
communication technologies, including social media platforms, messaging applications,
and online forums, has significantly transformed the ways in which English is used in
everyday interaction (McCulloch, 2019). These environments encourage brevity,
immediacy, and creativity, often resulting in the widespread use of non-standard forms,
simplified structures, and innovative expressions. At the same time, the global spread of
English has led to the emergence of diverse linguistic varieties, commonly referred to as
World Englishes (Crystal, 2003), each reflecting unique cultural and communicative needs.
Consequently, the idea of a single, fixed standard of correctness is becoming increasingly
difficult to sustain.
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One of the central issues in modern English linguistics, therefore, is the growing

discrepancy between prescriptive grammar and actual language use. While traditional
grammar rules emphasize stability and uniformity, real-life communication is
characterized by variability, flexibility, and constant adaptation to context. Speakers
frequently deviate from established norms not due to a lack of competence, but as a
strategic choice aimed at achieving communicative efficiency, expressing identity, or
adapting to specific social situations (Labov, 1972). This divergence raises a fundamental
and complex question: who ultimately determines what is considered “correct” in
English—the institutions that prescribe the rules, or the speakers who actively shape the
language through usage?

Although previous studies (e.g., Crystal, 2003; Huddleston & Pullum, 2002) have
extensively examined the distinction between prescriptive and descriptive approaches to
grammar, there remains a lack of consensus regarding how linguistic authority should be
conceptualized in contemporary contexts. In particular, insufficient attention has been paid
to the role of digital communication and global linguistic diversity in redefining
grammatical norms. Moreover, existing research often treats prescriptive and descriptive
perspectives as opposing frameworks, rather than exploring their potential interaction and
coexistence. This gap highlights the need for a more nuanced and integrative reassessment
of grammatical norms in modern English.

Against this background, the present study seeks to contribute to the ongoing debate
by examining the relationship between grammatical authority and actual language usage. It
aims to move beyond a purely theoretical discussion and to provide a more context-
sensitive understanding of how correctness is negotiated in real communicative practices.

Aim of the study:
To analyze the relationship between grammatical authority and actual language usage in
modern English.

Objectives:
1. To examine the role of prescriptive grammar in defining correctness
2. To analyze examples of real-life English usage that diverge from standard

norms

3. To explore how linguistic authority is shifting in contemporary contexts

Methodology

This study adopts a qualitative-descriptive research design, as it allows for an in-
depth exploration of language use in naturally occurring contexts and provides a flexible
framework for interpreting linguistic variation. Such an approach is particularly suitable
for investigating the relationship between prescriptive grammatical norms and actual
usage, as it prioritizes meaning, function, and context over purely formal structures
(Labov, 1972).

The data for the study were collected from three primary sources, each selected to
represent a distinct domain of language use. First, spoken language corpora, including
samples of informal conversational English, were examined in order to capture authentic,
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spontaneous speech patterns. These data provide valuable insight into how speakers use

language in real-time communication, often revealing forms that diverge from standardized
norms. Second, digital communication platforms, such as social media posts, online
forums, and messaging exchanges, were analyzed (McCulloch, 2019). These contexts are
particularly significant due to their role in accelerating language change and encouraging
innovative and non-standard forms. Third, educational materials, including grammar
textbooks and teaching resources, were reviewed to identify prescriptive rules and
recommended standards of correctness that are typically presented to learners (Huddleston
& Pullum, 2002).

A purposive sampling method was employed to ensure that the selected data were
relevant to the research objectives. Rather than aiming for statistical representativeness, the
study focused on illustrative and functionally significant examples of grammatical
variation. Particular attention was given to frequently debated forms, such as the use of
“ain’t,” double negatives (e.g., “I don’t know nothing”), and informal contractions, as
these structures often occupy a contested position between correctness and acceptability
(Trudgill, 1999).

The analytical procedure involved a systematic comparison between prescriptive
rules and actual usage patterns observed in the collected data. The data were first
organized into thematic categories reflecting different types of divergence from standard
grammar, including morphological variation, syntactic simplification, and pragmatic
adaptation. Each example was then analyzed in terms of its frequency, contextual
appropriateness, and communicative function, with special emphasis on how meaning is
maintained or enhanced despite deviation from formal norms.

To ensure the validity of the analysis, data from multiple sources were triangulated,
allowing for cross-contextual comparison and a more comprehensive understanding of
usage patterns. Reliability was addressed through consistent application of analytical
criteria across all data sets. Nevertheless, it should be acknowledged that the qualitative
nature of the study and the use of purposive sampling may limit the generalizability of the
findings. Despite these limitations, the methodology provides a robust framework for
examining the dynamic interplay between grammatical authority and real-life language
use.

Results

The analysis revealed several significant patterns that illustrate the complex
relationship between prescriptive grammatical norms and actual language usage
across different communicative contexts. These patterns not only highlight the frequency
of deviation from standardized rules but also demonstrate the functional and context-
sensitive nature of such variations (Labov, 1972).

Frequent Divergence from Prescriptive Norms

The data clearly indicate that forms traditionally labeled as incorrect or non-
standard are not only present but widely used in both spoken language and informal digital
communication. Among the most prominent examples are double negatives (e.g., “I don’t
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know nothing”), non-standard verb forms, and the use of items such as “ain’t.” (Trudgill,

1999). Rather than appearing as isolated or accidental deviations, these forms occur
systematically and with notable regularity.

Importantly, their usage does not typically result in communicative breakdown. On
the contrary, such structures often serve to reinforce meaning, add emphasis, or reflect the
speaker’s identity and social background. This suggests that the notion of “incorrectness”
Is, to a considerable extent, socially constructed and does not necessarily correspond to
communicative inefficiency (Labov, 1972).

Context-Dependent Acceptability

Another key finding of the study is that the acceptability of non-standard forms is
highly dependent on context. In informal settings, particularly in peer-to-peer
communication, deviations from prescriptive norms are not only tolerated but often
expected. In such environments, speakers tend to prioritize clarity, speed, and interpersonal
connection over strict adherence to grammatical rules.

For example, simplified structures, contractions, and ellipsis are frequently
employed to facilitate rapid interaction. In contrast, in more formal contexts—such as
academic writing or professional communication—there remains a stronger expectation to
conform to standardized norms (Huddleston & Pullum, 2002). This demonstrates that
grammatical correctness is not absolute but varies according to situational, social, and
communicative factors.

Influence of Digital Communication

The findings also highlight the significant role of digital communication in
accelerating linguistic change. Online platforms, including social media, messaging
applications, and forums, create environments in which language is produced and
consumed rapidly, often under constraints of time and space (McCulloch, 2019). As a
result, users tend to adopt abbreviated forms, simplified syntax, and innovative
expressions.

These digital practices not only reflect but also actively shape emerging linguistic
norms. Features such as intentional misspellings, unconventional punctuation, and hybrid
forms combining written and spoken language characteristics have become increasingly
common. Over time, many of these features gain wider acceptance and may eventually
influence broader patterns of language use beyond digital contexts.

Persistence of Prescriptive Norms in Education

Despite the widespread variation observed in actual language use, educational
systems continue to uphold prescriptive grammar as the primary standard of correctness
(Huddleston & Pullum, 2002). Textbooks, curricula, and assessment practices consistently
emphasize rule-based accuracy, often presenting language as a fixed and stable system.

This creates a noticeable gap between what learners are taught and what they
encounter in real-life communication. Students may develop a strong awareness of
formal rules but remain unprepared for the variability and flexibility of authentic language
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use. As a result, they may perceive non-standard forms as entirely incorrect, rather than

understanding their contextual appropriateness.

This tension suggests the need for a more balanced pedagogical approach that
acknowledges both the importance of standard grammar and the reality of linguistic
variation.

Discussion

The findings of the present study strongly suggest that grammatical correctness
should not be viewed as a fixed or absolute concept, but rather as a socially constructed
and context-dependent phenomenon. While prescriptive grammar continues to provide a
standardized framework that facilitates clarity and mutual intelligibility—particularly in
formal and institutional settings—it does not fully capture the inherently dynamic and
adaptive nature of language as it is used in real communicative practices. In this sense,
correctness appears to be less a matter of strict rule adherence and more a function of
appropriateness within a given social and communicative context (Leech (2014).

The widespread and systematic use of non-standard forms observed in the data
further indicates that language users themselves play an active and decisive role in shaping
grammatical norms. Rather than passively following externally imposed rules, speakers
continuously negotiate meaning, adjust linguistic forms, and contribute to the evolution of
the language. This observation aligns closely with the principles of descriptive
linguistics, as outlined by scholars such as Labov (1972) and Trudgill (1999), who
emphasize the importance of analyzing language as it is actually used rather than as it is
prescribed. From this perspective, so-called “deviations” from standard grammar can be
reinterpreted as legitimate variations that serve specific communicative, social, or stylistic
functions.

Furthermore, the influence of digital communication has significantly accelerated
these processes of linguistic change and negotiation. Online environments provide a space
in which traditional norms are often relaxed, allowing users to experiment with grammar,
vocabulary, and style in ways that would be less acceptable in formal contexts. This has
contributed to what may be described as a democratization of language, where authority is
no longer concentrated in the hands of institutions such as academies, publishers, or
educational systems, but is increasingly distributed among the users themselves. As a
result, grammatical norms are becoming more fluid, flexible, and responsive to the needs
of contemporary communication.

However, this shift towards a more usage-based and decentralized model of
linguistic authority also presents significant challenges, particularly in the field of language
education. Teachers and curriculum designers are faced with the complex task of
balancing two potentially conflicting goals: on the one hand, the need to equip learners
with a solid command of standard grammar, which remains essential for academic and
professional success; on the other hand, the necessity of preparing learners for authentic
communication, where variability and non-standard forms are common. A strictly
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prescriptive approach, which prioritizes rule memorization and error correction, may

therefore be insufficient in addressing the realities of modern language use.

In light of these considerations, it becomes increasingly important to adopt a more
integrative pedagogical framework that acknowledges both the value of standardization
and the legitimacy of variation. Such an approach would not seek to replace prescriptive
norms entirely, but rather to contextualize them within a broader understanding of
language as a living and evolving system. By doing so, it may be possible to bridge the
gap between theoretical models of correctness and the practical demands of real-
world communication.

Conclusion

The present study demonstrates that the authority of standard grammar in
English is undergoing a profound and ongoing transformation. While prescriptive
norms continue to play an important role in maintaining clarity, consistency, and mutual
intelligibility—particularly in formal, academic, and institutional contexts—they are
increasingly being challenged by patterns of actual language use shaped by social
interaction, technological innovation, and global communication practices. This tension
reflects a broader shift in how grammatical correctness is understood and negotiated in
contemporary English.

The findings of the study suggest that the concept of correctness should no longer
be viewed as fixed, universal, or absolute. Instead, it should be reconsidered as flexible,
dynamic, and context-sensitive, reflecting the realities of how language functions in
everyday communication. In this regard, linguistic authority can no longer be attributed
exclusively to traditional institutions such as grammarians, educational systems, or
publishing bodies. Rather, it is increasingly co-constructed by language users themselves,
whose communicative needs, social identities, and interactional contexts actively shape
and redefine grammatical norms.

Importantly, this shift carries both theoretical and practical implications. From a
theoretical perspective, it calls for a more integrative understanding of grammar that
bridges the gap between prescriptive and descriptive approaches, recognizing the value of
both stability and variation within the linguistic system. From a practical standpoint,
particularly in the field of language education, it highlights the need to reconsider current
teaching methodologies. Educators are encouraged to move beyond rigid rule-based
instruction and to incorporate a more usage-oriented perspective that prepares learners for
the diversity and variability of real-world communication.

Furthermore, the study contributes to the ongoing discussion of English as a global
language, where multiple varieties coexist and interact. In such contexts, strict adherence
to a single standard may be less relevant than the ability to communicate effectively across
different linguistic and cultural settings.

Future research should therefore explore in greater detail how these shifts in
linguistic authority influence language teaching, assessment practices, and
curriculum design, especially in multilingual and international environments where
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English functions as a lingua franca. Additionally, further empirical studies are needed to

examine how learners perceive and navigate the relationship between prescribed norms
and actual usage in their own communicative experiences.

In conclusion, the evolving nature of grammatical correctness underscores the need
to view language not as a static system of rules, but as a living, adaptive, and socially
embedded phenomenon that continues to develop in response to the changing needs of its

Fra L

o users.
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