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Abstract: This article explores the morphosyntactic variation in contemporary English,
focusing on the differences between various dialects and sociolects. By analyzing corpus data
and conducting a comprehensive literature review, this study aims to identify and categorize the
main areas of variation in English morphology and syntax. The analysis reveals that factors such

as geographical location, social class, and education level contribute to these variations.
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AHHOTaIII/IH: B HaHHOﬁ CTaTbE HCCIEAYCTCA MOp(l)OCI/IHTaKCI/ILIeCKaﬂ BApUATUBHOCTDL B
COBpPECMCHHOM aHTJITUHCKOM SA3BIKE, oco00e BHHUMaHHE YACIACTCA  pasiindusaAM  MCKIY
Pa3siIMYHbIMU  JUAJICKTAMU W COLMOJICKTaMHU. I_IGJIB JaHHOI'O HCCJIICAOBAHHA - BBIABHUTHL H
KJ'IaCCI/I(bI/II_II/IpOBaTB OCHOBHEIE 00JIaCTH BApUAaTUBHOCTHU B MOp(i)OJ'IOl"I/II/I 1 CHHTAKCHCC
AHTJIMMCKOTO SI3bIKa IIyTEM aHajin3a KOPIYCHBIX NAHHBIX U MPOBCACHUSA BCECCTOPOHHCTO 0630pa
JUTCPATYPHI. Ananmmz IMMOKAa3bIBACT, YTO Ha O3THU Ppa3jdudvd BJIIHAOT TaKUC q)aKTopI:I, Kak

reorpadu4eckoe MoJjoXeHHe, COIMAIBHBIN KJIacC ¥ yPOBEHb 00pa30BaHMS.

KiaoueBble ciaoBa: MOp(QOCHMHTAaKCHYECKHE BapHallMd, COBPEMEHHBIM aHIJIMHACKUH,

JIMAJIEKThI, COLIMOJIEKThI, KOPITYCHOM aHAJuU3.

INTRODUCTION

The English language has undergone significant changes over the centuries, resulting in a
diverse array of dialects and sociolects. These varieties of English exhibit distinct
morphosyntactic features, which have been the subject of extensive research in the field of
linguistics. This article aims to investigate the morphosyntactic variation in contemporary

English, focusing on the differences between various dialects and sociolects. By analyzing
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corpus data and conducting a comprehensive literature review, this study seeks to identify and

categorize the main areas of variation in English morphology and syntax.
METHODS AND LITERATURE REVIEW

To conduct this study, a mixed-methods approach was employed, combining quantitative
corpus analysis with a qualitative literature review. The corpus data was obtained from the
British National Corpus (BNC) and the Corpus of Contemporary American English (COCA),
which collectively contain over 1 billion words of written and spoken English [1][2]. These
corpora were analyzed using concordance software to identify patterns of morphosyntactic

variation across different dialects and sociolects.

In addition to the corpus analysis, a comprehensive literature review was conducted to
identify previous research on morphosyntactic variation in English. Key studies in this field
include the work of Trudgill [3], who investigated the social and geographical factors
influencing dialect variation, and the research of Biber et al. [4], who analyzed the grammatical

features of different registers of English.
RESULTS

The corpus analysis and literature review revealed several key areas of morphosyntactic
variation in contemporary English. One of the most prominent differences was found in verb
conjugation patterns. For example, the use of the non-standard verb form "ain't" is more common
in certain dialects, such as African American Vernacular English (AAVE) and Cockney English,
compared to Standard English [5][6].

Another area of variation was identified in pronoun usage. The use of the singular "they"
as a gender-neutral pronoun has become increasingly common in recent years, particularly in
informal contexts [7]. Additionally, the use of the second-person plural pronoun "yall" is a

distinctive feature of Southern American English [8].

Sentence structure also exhibited significant variation across different varieties of English.
For instance, the use of multiple negation, such as "I didn't do nothing," is a characteristic feature
of AAVE [9]. In contrast, the use of the "do™ auxiliary in affirmative sentences, as in "I do like

it," is more prevalent in Irish English.

ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION
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The observed morphosyntactic variations in contemporary English can be attributed to a
range of factors, including geographical location, social class, and education level. Geographical
factors play a significant role in the development of regional dialects, as exemplified by the
distinct features of Southern American English and Cockney English. Social class and education
level also influence language use, with non-standard forms being more common among working-

class speakers and those with lower levels of formal education.

The findings of this study have important implications for English language teaching and
language policy development. Language educators should be aware of the morphosyntactic
variations present in different varieties of English and incorporate this knowledge into their
teaching practices. This can help learners develop a more comprehensive understanding of the

English language and its diverse forms.

Moreover, language policymakers should consider the social and cultural significance of
morphosyntactic variation when developing language standards and guidelines. Recognizing and
respecting the diversity of English varieties can promote linguistic inclusivity and reduce

language-based discrimination.
CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, this article has demonstrated the rich morphosyntactic variation present in
contemporary English. By analyzing corpus data and conducting a comprehensive literature
review, the study has identified key areas of variation in verb conjugation, pronoun usage, and
sentence structure. These variations can be attributed to factors such as geographical location,

social class, and education level.

The findings of this study underscore the importance of recognizing and celebrating the
diversity of English varieties. Language educators and policymakers should take these variations
into account when developing teaching practices and language standards, promoting linguistic

inclusivity and reducing language-based discrimination.
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