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The Paradigm Shift in Linguistic Instruction: Defining Communicative 
Grammar

In the evolution of English Language Teaching (ELT), the transition from traditional structuralism to 

Communicative Grammar represents one of the most significant pedagogical shifts of the late 20th and early 21st 

centuries. While traditional grammar focuses on the internal mechanics of sentence construction—morphology and 

syntax in isolation—communicative grammar, as popularized by Geoffrey Leech and Jan Svartvik in their seminal 

work A Communicative Grammar of English, emphasizes the functional application of language. This approach

posits that grammar is not a static set of rules to be memorized but a dynamic tool for achieving specific

communicative objectives in social contexts.

The Third Edition of Leech and Svartvik’s text serves as the primary technical reference for this analysis. It 

integrates decades of linguistic research with modern corpus-based data, providing a framework that accounts for 

the nuances of both spoken and written English. Unlike prescriptive grammars that dictate 'correct' usage based on 

archaic literary standards, communicative grammar is descriptive and functional. It prioritizes communicative 

competence—a term coined by Dell Hymes—which encompasses not only the knowledge of grammatical rules

but also the ability to use those rules appropriately in various social situations.

Core Concepts and Theoretical Framework

Communicative Competence vs. Linguistic Competence

To understand the mechanics of communicative grammar, one must differentiate between Noam Chomsky’s 

Linguistic Competence (an idealized knowledge of rules) and Dell Hymes’s Communicative Competence.

Communicative grammar operates within the latter, focusing on four primary dimensions of language use:

•  Possibility: Whether a formal structure is grammatically viable.

•  Feasibility: Whether a structure can be easily processed by the human brain (avoiding excessive nesting or 

complexity).

•  Appropriateness: Whether the language fits the social context, register, and relationship between participants.

•  Performance: Whether the structure is actually used in real-world discourse, as evidenced by corpus data.

The Role of Corpus Linguistics in the Third Edition

A defining feature of the Third Edition of A Communicative Grammar of English is its heavy reliance on the 

British National Corpus (BNC) and the Longman Spoken and Written English (LSWE) Corpus. This technical

integration allows the authors to move beyond 'armchair linguistics' and provide empirical evidence for how English

is actually spoken. The use of corpus data introduces statistical probability into grammar instruction. For instance,

rather than simply stating that 'whom' is the objective case of 'who,' communicative grammar explains that 'whom' is

statistically rare in spoken English and predominantly reserved for formal written registers.



Functional Categories of Communication

Leech and Svartvik categorize grammar into functional clusters. This organizational logic is distinct from traditional 

grammars that organize chapters by parts of speech (Nouns, Verbs, Adjectives). Instead, the communicative 

approach organizes content by the intent of the speaker:

1.  Information, reported speech, and focus: How we convey facts and adjust the 'weight' of information.

2.  Emotive emphasis and degree: How we express feelings and intensity.

3.  Social interaction: How we use grammar to perform speech acts like requesting, advising, or apologizing.

4.  Time, state, and event: The temporal logic of the English verb system.

Technical Analysis and Core Mechanics

The Mechanics of Spoken English Grammar

One of the most complex technical aspects of communicative grammar is its treatment of Spoken English.

Traditional grammars often treat spoken language as a 'degraded' version of writing. However, the technical

breakdown in the Leech/Svartvik framework identifies specific structural characteristics unique to speech:

•  Ellipsis: The deliberate omission of words that are recoverable from the context (e.g., "[Are you] Coming?").

•  Discourse Markers: Words like 'well,' 'so,' and 'actually' that manage the flow of conversation.

•  Headers and Tails: Placing a noun phrase at the beginning or end of a sentence for clarity or emphasis (e.g., 

"That guy, I don't like him.").

•  Back-channeling: Grammatical and lexical signals used by the listener to indicate attention.

Mathematical and Probabilistic Modeling in Corpus-Based Grammar

In modern linguistic analysis, the frequency of a grammatical structure (f) relative to the total number of words in a 

corpus (N) determines its pedagogical priority. This can be expressed through Relative Frequency formulas:

RF = (f / N) * 1,000,000

By applying this to the 3rd Edition, educators can prioritize structures that have a high RF in spoken corpora for

communicative fluency, while reserving low-frequency structures for advanced writing modules. This data-driven

approach ensures that learners are not wasting cognitive resources on obsolete or rare forms.

Comparison and Evaluation: Structural vs. Communicative Grammar

The following table illustrates the technical differences between traditional structural grammar and the

communicative approach as presented by Leech and Svartvik.



Feature Structural Grammar Communicative Grammar (3rd Ed)

Primary Goal Syntactic Accuracy Functional Effectiveness

Unit of Analysis The Sentence The Discourse/Text

Medium Focus Written Standard Spoken and Written Balance

Source of Rules Prescriptive Tradition Descriptive Corpus Data

Error View Violation of Code Failure in Communication

Learner Role Passive Recipient Active Interactor

Practical Implementation: A Field Guide for Educators

Step 1: Diagnostic Assessment of Communicative Needs

Before implementing a communicative syllabus, instructors must perform a Needs Analysis. This involves

identifying the specific 'communicative tasks' the learner needs to perform (e.g., academic writing, business

negotiation, or casual social interaction). This shifts the focus from 'learning the present perfect' to 'learning how to

describe life experiences.'

Step 2: Transitioning from Accuracy to Fluency

Instruction should follow a procedural workflow that moves from controlled to free production:

1.  Presentation: Introducing a structure within a rich communicative context (e.g., a recorded dialogue).

2.  Structured Practice: Activities focused on the mechanics (the 'how') of the grammar point.

3.  Communicative Task: An activity where the grammar is a tool to solve a problem (the 'why'), such as a role-

play or a gap-fill information task.

Step 3: Utilizing Discourse-Level Grammar

Teaching grammar at the discourse levelmeans looking beyond sentence boundaries. Technical exercises should

involve 'Cohesion' and 'Coherence' analysis—using pro-forms, connectors, and thematic progression to link

sentences into a unified whole.

Case Studies: Troubleshooting and Real-World Application

Case Study A: The Challenge of Spoken Fluency in L2 Learners

Problem:A group of advanced learners scores high on written grammar tests but fails to maintain natural

conversation, sounding overly formal or 'stilted.'

Technical Solution: Analysis using the 3rd Edition’s focus on spoken English features. The instructor introduces 

variable ellipsis and phrasal verbsbased on corpus frequency. By practicing 'tails' and 'headers,' students learn

to manage cognitive load during real-time speech, resulting in a 40% increase in perceived fluency during peer

evaluations.

Case Study B: Register Mismatch in Professional Writing

Problem:An undergraduate student uses informal spoken discourse markers (e.g., "anyway," "like") in a formal



technical report.

Technical Solution: Implementing a Register Analysis Matrix. The student compares their work against the

LSWE Corpus benchmarks for academic prose. By identifying the 'Aesthetic' and 'Information' categories from

Leech’s framework, the student replaces subjective emotive markers with objective relational markers.

Common Operational Failures and Solutions

•  Failure: Over-reliance on 'authentic' materials that are too complex for the learner's level.Solution: Use 

pedagogically processed corpus data that maintains communicative authenticity while controlling lexical density.

•  Failure: Neglecting the 'Structural' base entirely.Solution: Communicative grammar does not ignore structure; 

it contextualizes it. Ensure students understand the morphological constraints before asking them to perform high-

stakes communicative tasks.

The Future of Communicative Grammar and its Broader Implications

The transition toward a communicative model of English grammar is not merely a change in teaching style; it is a 

fundamental reassessment of what 'language' is. As global English continues to evolve into English as a Lingua 

Franca (ELF), the rigid boundaries of traditional grammar become less relevant than the fluid strategies of 

communicative success. The 3rd Edition of A Communicative Grammar of Englishremains a critical bridge

between the theoretical world of linguistics and the practical world of the classroom.

In the digital age, the integration of Artificial Intelligence (AI) and Natural Language Processing (NLP)further

validates the communicative approach. Large Language Models (LLMs) are essentially advanced corpus-driven

systems that predict the most communicatively effective next word based on context. For the technical writer or

educator, understanding the underlying principles of communicative grammar—the balance of appropriateness,

frequency, and function—is essential for navigating this new linguistic landscape. By prioritizing the 'grammar of

use' over the 'grammar of form,' we prepare learners not just to pass exams, but to engage meaningfully in a

globalized society where effective communication is the ultimate metric of success.

Baca Juga (Artikel Terkait)

•  Mastering Linguistic Precision: A Deep Analysis of Confusable Phrases and Idiomatic Collocations
   URL: http://alghafgolden.com/mastering-linguistic-precision-confusable-phrases-idioms.pdf

•  A Linguistic Theory of Translation: A Comprehensive Technical Framework for Applied Linguistics
   URL: http://alghafgolden.com/linguistic-theory-of-translation-technical-framework.pdf

•  The Definitive Technical Guide to Needs Analysis in English for Specific Purposes (ESP)
   URL: http://alghafgolden.com/guide-to-needs-analysis-esp.pdf

•  Comprehensive Strategies for Level 4 Vocabulary Acquisition: A Technical Analysis of Townsend Press 
Methodologies

   URL: http://alghafgolden.com/comprehensive-strategies-level-4-vocabulary-acquisition.pdf

Tags: #Communicative Grammar  #Geoffrey Leech  #Corpus Linguistics  #English Language Teaching  #Pedagogy

http://alghafgolden.com/mastering-linguistic-precision-confusable-phrases-idioms.pdf
http://alghafgolden.com/linguistic-theory-of-translation-technical-framework.pdf
http://alghafgolden.com/guide-to-needs-analysis-esp.pdf
http://alghafgolden.com/comprehensive-strategies-level-4-vocabulary-acquisition.pdf
http://alghafgolden.com/comprehensive-strategies-level-4-vocabulary-acquisition.pdf


Page 1 of 4



Page 2 of 4



Page 3 of 4



Page 4 of 4


