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Abstract: this article analyzes modern approaches and fundamental principles for defining the
grammatical minimum. The grammatical minimum serves to simplify the teaching process by
identifying and highlighting the most essential rules in language instruction. The author
explores linguistic, psychological, and didactic foundations while evaluating the significance
of functional, competence-based, and reflective approaches. The competence-based approach
aims to develop learners' communicative and grammatical competencies, whereas the
functional approach emphasizes the practical significance of grammatical structures in real-life
contexts.

Additionally, the article examines the role of the principles of minimalism, relevance, and
progression from simplicity to complexity in defining the grammatical minimum. According
to the minimalism principle, only the most necessary grammatical rules are selected, while the
relevance principle focuses on choosing materials that align with learners' needs. The corpus
linguistics-based approach enables the study of language materials through authentic
communication. The author provides recommendations on implementing the grammatical
minimum in the educational process and suggests strategies for enhancing teaching
effectiveness.
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INTRODUCTION

The issue of defining the grammatical minimum, particularly concerning morphology, holds
significant importance in both native language education and foreign language instruction. A
solid understanding of grammatical rules is fundamental for learners to develop communication
skills, effectively use the language, and gain a deep comprehension of its systematic
characteristics. The establishment of a grammatical minimum aims to streamline the language
learning process, ensuring that learners acquire relevant and functional knowledge tailored to
their needs.

In modern educational processes, approaches to defining the grammatical minimum are
enriched with linguistic, psychological, and didactic foundations, taking into account not only
the scientific characteristics of the language system but also students’ cognitive abilities in
processing language. The process of determining the grammatical minimum is based on
linguistic principles, focusing on the structure of language and the comprehension of
grammatical rules. Chomsky, in his research, emphasizes the intrinsic connection between
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morphology and syntax, highlighting the importance of understanding the internal structure of
words and their syntactic functions for an accurate grasp of the language system. Linguistic
approaches provide students with the opportunity to comprehend the scientific foundations of
the language system, facilitating the acquisition of grammatical rules.

MAIN PART

Psychological foundations are aimed at gaining a deeper understanding of students’ perception
and learning processes in language acquisition. Psychological factors directly influence
learners’ motivation and their level of engagement in the learning process. Masna and others
highlight the crucial role of the situational language teaching method in enhancing students’
motivation, noting that this approach fosters active participation in the language learning
process [1.283]. Psychological approaches primarily focus on increasing students’ interest in
learning and strengthening their intrinsic motivation for language acquisition.

Didactic foundations encompass methods for effectively organizing the educational process
and delivering knowledge in a clear and comprehensible manner through instructional
techniques. Rauf underscores the importance of using inductive and deductive approaches in
teaching grammatical rules, stating that these methods facilitate students’ rapid and effective
mastery of grammar [2.212]. Didactic approaches ensure students’ active involvement in the
learning process, enhancing their ability to consolidate acquired knowledge and apply it in
practice.

The following section will delve into modern approaches and key principles concerning this
issue.

Competency-based approach: the competency-based approach in defining the grammatical
minimum is a crucial pedagogical strategy aimed at developing students' practical language
application skills. This approach enhances learners’ communicative competencies and
strengthens their ability to use language effectively. It can be categorized into several types:
Communicative competence: the competency-based approach focuses on improving students'
communicative competence by ensuring their active participation in the learning process and
preparing them for real-life situations [3]. This approach emphasizes the development of
students' ability to interact effectively in various communicative contexts.

Grammatical competence: grammatical competence refers to the ability to understand and
apply grammatical structures correctly. Students learn to use grammatical rules in practice,
which enhances their comprehension and expression skills [4.9]. As highlighted, grammatical
competence encompasses phonetic, lexical, grammatical, and stylistic aspects of the language,
enabling students to use language accurately and effectively.

Functional approach: the functional approach in defining the grammatical minimum
emphasizes how language serves as a means of communication and how grammatical
structures contribute to achieving specific communicative goals. This approach highlights the
practical application and contextual significance of grammatical rules.

By using the functional approach, students perceive grammar not just as a set of rules but as an
essential tool for communication [5.470]. In this context, Consciousness-Raising Activities
play a crucial role in teaching the grammatical minimum. These activities provide learners with
linguistic input and encourage them to reconstruct their knowledge, facilitating a deeper
understanding of grammatical rules [6].

6l1|Page



Western European Journal of Modern Experiments
***** and Scientific Methods
= Volume 3, Issue 2, February, 2025
https://westerneuropeanstudies.com/index.php/1
ISSN (E): 2942-1896 Open Access| Peer Reviewed

EZ8S2 This article/work is licensed under CC Attribution-Non-Commercial 4.0

Through this process, students analyze their existing grammatical knowledge and integrate new
rules, which helps develop their metalinguistic awareness and reinforces their grammatical
skills [7].

Correspondence method: the correspondence method in language learning takes into account
students' age characteristics, cognitive abilities, and individual needs. This approach aligns the
content of education with learners' prior knowledge and language acquisition goals. In other
words, it corresponds with conceptual approaches by determining how students process
linguistic concepts and rules during their learning journey.

For instance, identifying which grammatical rules students need to acquire depends on their
initial proficiency level and interest in the language [8]. This method also fosters self-
assessment and analytical skills, allowing students to evaluate and analyze their knowledge
independently [9].

When applying the grammatical minimum, teachers must consider students' individual needs.
Introducing the grammatical minimum should encourage students' active participation in the
learning process and provide opportunities for independent knowledge expansion [10.985].

Corpus linguistics-based approach: the corpus linguistics-based approach to defining the
grammatical minimum involves utilizing modern technologies for language learning and
teaching. By employing linguistic corpora, it becomes possible to identify, analyze, and
systematically study grammatical rules effectively.

Corpus linguistics focuses on collecting and analyzing large-scale written and spoken texts
to study real-life language usage [11.6]. This scientific approach to defining the grammatical
minimum is based on the following principles:

Analysis based on authentic communication: the data collected in corpus linguistics reflect
the actual use of language in daily life. This helps students gain a better understanding of how
grammatical rules function in practice [12.45].

Statistical approach: the statistical approach uses linguistic corpora to study grammatical
structures quantitatively, identifying trends in the application of grammatical rules and their
frequencies [13.778]. This approach enables a systematic analysis of the patterns of grammar
in real-world contexts, helping educators and learners understand which grammatical
constructions are most commonly used and under what circumstances.

Contextual approach: the contextual approach emphasizes the importance of context when
learning grammatical rules. In this approach, students observe how grammatical structures
function in different situations, which helps them grasp the meaning and significance of these
structures more clearly [14.23]. This approach underscores the need for grammar to be taught
within real-life contexts, enabling students to see how grammar is applied effectively in
communication.

Impact of corpus linguistics on teaching: the corpus linguistics-based approach is significant
in boosting students' interest in language learning and enhancing their communicative skills. It
allows learners to actively participate in the learning process by seeing how grammatical rules
are used in authentic communication, providing them with practical opportunities to apply their
knowledge [15.161].

Reflective approach: reflective approaches in defining the grammatical minimum focus on
developing students' self-awareness and analytical abilities. Through this approach, students
are encouraged to critically evaluate their language learning process, independently master
grammatical rules, and apply them in real communicative contexts [16]. The reflective
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approach aims to foster independence, logical thinking, and deep analysis, which are essential
skills for mastering grammar.

Students can use reflective approaches to reinforce their grammatical skills and internalize new
rules. For example, the project method proposed by Prystai [17.9] allows the use of reflective
approaches to develop students’ communicative competence. In this method, students learn
grammatical rules, structures, and patterns based on their needs and experiences. This approach
promotes individualized learning and helps students actively shape their own knowledge.
Therefore, the reflective approach is one of the effective tools in modern pedagogy for defining
the grammatical minimum.

Cognitive approach: in the context of defining the grammatical minimum, the cognitive
approach focuses on developing students' cognitive processes during language learning, such
as thinking, memory, attention, and problem-solving abilities. This approach emphasizes that
grammar learning is not just about memorizing rules but also about applying them practically
and understanding their underlying principles. The cognitive model proposed by Millrood
helps in understanding students' grammatical competence and identifies the components
necessary for mastering grammatical rules. This approach helps in understanding the cognitive
processes involved in grammar acquisition [18.259].

DISCUSSION

Key principles for defining the grammatical minimum

Minimalism principle: the minimalism principle in defining the grammatical minimum aims
to present only the most essential and basic grammatical rules to students during the language
learning process. This principle is intended to simplify language learning and make grammar
application more effective, reducing the cognitive load on learners and enhancing their learning
efficiency. The key ideas of this principle include:

Selection of essential rules: It is important to identify the types of communication where
students will most commonly use the language, such as greetings, asking for directions, or
expressing opinions. According to the minimalism principle, only the most essential
grammatical rules are selected, which helps students focus on key structures and reduces
complexity [19].

Simplification: Complex grammatical rules that are not appropriate for the students' level or
needs are excluded from the grammatical minimum. For example, complex verb tenses might
not be introduced to beginner learners at first. This principle encourages simplifying grammar
learning by focusing on straightforward and comprehensible rules, which facilitates easier
learning for students [20.638]. This approach ensures that students are not overwhelmed with
unnecessary information and can develop the necessary skills without confusion.

Relevance Principle: the relevance principle stresses the importance of aligning the presented
grammatical rules and materials with the practical needs of students in their language learning
process. This principle aims to increase students' motivation and help them develop effective
communication skills. The main aspects of this principle include:

Selection of relevant grammatical rules: Only rules that support the primary communicative
functions of the language are chosen. For example, simple verb tenses and basic adjectives or
adverbs might be prioritized.

Inclusion of useful and frequently used elements: Rules and structures that are commonly
encountered in everyday communication are prioritized, such as common word forms and
sentence structures.
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Adaptation to conversational needs: The grammatical minimum aims to prepare students for
real-life communicative situations, ensuring that they are equipped to interact effectively in
everyday conversations [21.415].

Principle of progression from simplicity to complexity

This principle emphasizes a step-by-step approach to grammar learning, where students start
with simple, easy-to-understand grammatical structures and gradually progress to more
complex rules. This pedagogical strategy helps prevent overwhelming students and boosts their
learning efficiency. By starting with simple concepts, students are better prepared to tackle
more advanced structures later on, improving both comprehension and retention of
grammatical rules [22.279].

The main principles of the approach from simplicity to complexity are as follows:
Step-by-step learning: Rules are introduced in a sequence throughout the curriculum, which
improves students' ability to assimilate them. Initially, students learn simple and easy
grammatical rules. This ensures their active participation in the learning process and helps them
be prepared for more complex rules later on [23.103].

Preparation exercises: In the process of moving from simplicity to complexity, students are
given preparatory exercises. These exercises help students reinforce the rules they have learned
and create an opportunity to prepare for more complex rules [24.13].

Conceptual integrity principle: Conceptual integrity means that, in the process of language
learning, students understand grammatical rules in relation to one another. This helps students
understand the interconnections and overall context of grammatical structures. During the
process of learning grammatical rules, students should consider them as a whole, which
enhances their ability to apply language effectively. In defining the grammatical minimum, it
should be integrated with other components of language learning such as phonetics, lexicon,
and pragmatics.

CONCLUSION

This article deeply analyzes the scientific-theoretical and practical aspects of defining the
grammatical minimum and its effective application. Modern approaches studied show that
defining the grammatical minimum enables more efficient and systematic organization of the
language teaching process. Specifically, the synergy between linguistic, psychological, and
didactic approaches serves to simplify the language learning process for students and deepen
their grammatical knowledge.

The competence-based approach contributes to the development of communicative skills in
learners, while the functional approach connects grammatical knowledge with practice.
Additionally, the reflexive approach aids students in independently assessing their knowledge
and developing their learning strategies. Corpus linguistics and technological approaches allow
for shaping the grammatical minimum based on real language materials.

When defining the grammatical minimum, the principle of minimalism simplifies the language
learning process by avoiding unnecessary complexity and highlighting the most essential
grammatical rules. The relevance principle enhances the effectiveness of education by selecting
grammatical knowledge that meets students' needs. The principle of moving from simplicity to
complexity assists students in gradually mastering grammatical knowledge, which is crucial
for developing long-term language teaching strategies.

As emphasized in the article, defining the grammatical minimum and applying it to the teaching
process requires an individual and contextual approach, based on modern technologies and
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linguistic research. Future research in this field could further refine methods by testing the
grammatical minimum in various educational systems. Additionally, adapting teaching
methodologies to students' needs and enhancing their active participation in the language
learning process through interactive methods remains a crucial issue.
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