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Abstract. The teaching of grammar in English as a second or foreign language has undergone
significant theoretical and methodological shifts over the past century. While traditional approaches
emphasized explicit rule teaching and form-focused accuracy, contemporary pedagogy increasingly
integrates grammar with communication, context, and learner-centered strategies. This article
explores major strategies for teaching English grammar, including deductive and inductive
instruction, communicative grammar teaching, task-based grammar instruction, consciousness-
raising activities, and technology-enhanced approaches. Drawing on the perspectives of key scholars
such as Thornbury, Larsen-Freeman, Richards, Ellis, and Krashen, the article discusses the
effectiveness of each strategy and highlights the importance of balancing form and meaning. The
study concludes that no single method is universally superior; rather, an informed, flexible integration
of multiple strategies leads to more effective grammar learning.
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Introduction. Grammar teaching has traditionally been considered a central component of English
language education. However, its role and methods have evolved over time. In early language
teaching, grammar was taught as a set of prescriptive rules through memorization and translation.
With the rise of Communicative Language Teaching (CLT), some scholars argued that grammar
should be learned implicitly through exposure to meaningful input (Krashen, 1982). Nevertheless,
subsequent research emphasized that grammar instruction remains essential for learners' accuracy and
communicative competence (Nassaji & Fotos, 2004).

In modern ESL/EFL classrooms, teachers must navigate a variety of teaching strategies to address
diverse learner needs and instructional contexts. According to Larsen-Freeman (2003), grammar is
not merely a static system of rules but a dynamic resource for making meaning. Therefore, effective
grammar teaching must integrate form, meaning, and use. This article reviews key strategies of
teaching grammar, examining their theoretical foundations and practical classroom implications.
Materials and Methods. This article is based on a qualitative review of scholarly literature on grammar
instruction. The sources include peer-reviewed journals, books, and teaching methodology texts by
prominent scholars such as Ellis (2006), Thornbury (1999), Larsen-Freeman (2003), Richards &
Rodgers (2014), and others. The study synthesizes theoretical positions and empirical findings to
present a comprehensive overview of effective grammar-teaching strategies.

The method of analysis includes:

1. Literature Identification: Selecting authoritative pedagogical and linguistic works.

2. Thematic Analysis: Categorizing strategies into deductive, inductive, communicative, task-
based, consciousness-raising, and technology-enhanced.
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3. Comparative Evaluation: Assessing the strengths and limitations of each approach based on
scholarly perspectives.

Results and Discussion

1. Deductive Grammar Teaching

Deductive instruction refers to teaching grammar by first presenting rules and then providing
examples and practice. This approach has long been part of the Grammar-Translation Method.
Scholars’ Views:

» Thornbury (1999) argues that deductive teaching can be efficient for adult learners who
appreciate clarity and explicit explanations.

> Ellis (2006) notes that deductive instruction promotes conscious rule learning and can lead to
faster understanding.

» However, Richards and Rodgers (2014) caution that excessive reliance on deductive methods
may lead to passive learning and limit communicative ability.

Advantages:

v Time-efficient and clear

v Preferred by analytical learners

v Suitable for complex grammar structures

Limitations:

v' May reduce learner engagement

v" Often focuses on form over meaning

2. Inductive Grammar Teaching

Inductive instruction involves guiding students to discover grammar rules through examples. Instead
of presenting rules first, teachers provide texts, dialogues, or sentences from which students infer
patterns.

Scholars’ Views:

<~ Larsen-Freeman (2003) suggests that inductive learning promotes deeper cognitive processing
and long-term retention.

<> Bruner (1961) claims that discovery learning enhances motivation and supports active learning.
<> However, Thornbury (1999) warns that inductive learning can sometimes confuse learners if not
properly scaffolded.

Advantages:

<> Encourages critical thinking

<> Enhances learner autonomy

< Improves retention

Limitations:

< Time-consuming

< Not ideal for beginners or less confident learners

3. Communicative Grammar Teaching

Communicative approaches integrate grammar into meaningful language use. Instead of isolated
drills, grammar is taught through real-life communication.

Scholars’ Views:

% Krashen (1982) argues that acquisition occurs through comprehensible input rather than explicit
rule learning.
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+» However, Long (1991) counters that some degree of "focus on form" during communication is
necessary for accuracy.
% Celce-Murcia (2001) states that communicative grammar fosters fluency and contextual
understanding.
Classroom Strategies:
% Information-gap activities
+ Role-plays requiring specific grammar structures
+ Meaning-focused tasks with form-focused feedback
Benefits:
+« High learner engagement
% Grammar becomes meaningful
% Encourages fluency and accuracy
4. Task-Based Grammar Instruction (TBLT)
Task-Based Language Teaching situates grammar learning within tasks that emphasize
communication. Learners complete tasks, and grammar teaching occurs before, during, or after the
task.
Scholars’ Views:
v' Ellis (2003) asserts that TBLT encourages natural acquisition and provides opportunities for
"noticing" grammar.
v Skehan (1998) notes that tasks allow teachers to balance complexity, accuracy, and fluency.
Examples of Grammar Tasks:
v' Problem-solving activities
v Story sequencing
v Collaborative writing
Benefits:
v" Promotes meaningful use of grammar
v Supports learner autonomy
v Bridges the gap between theory and use
Conclusion. Teaching grammar in English requires a flexible, informed approach that considers
learners’ needs, contexts, and learning styles. Scholarly perspectives highlight that no single
method—deductive, inductive, communicative, task-based, or technology-driven—is universally
effective on its own. Instead, an integrated approach that balances explicit instruction with meaningful
communication is most successful. Grammar must be taught not only as a system of rules, but as a
functional tool for making meaning, expressing ideas, and enhancing communicative competence.
Effective English grammar instruction combines clarity, interaction, engagement, and opportunities
for real-life use. Teachers who draw on multiple strategies and scholarly insights are better equipped
to create dynamic, productive, and learner-centered classrooms.
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