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This paper is an exercise in the philosophy of linguistics centered around three topics that are relevant for grammar writers, but discusses them from a rather philosophical angle.

· the nature of grammatical rules that we find in descriptive grammars
· speakers and their individual grammars/varieties
· the status of data

I will first discuss the ontological status of rules such as the following one that are found in descriptive grammars: 

(1)	Language X uses participles for the formation of relative clauses. Like other modifiers, relative clauses normally precede the head. (Author 2020: 433)

The sentence in (1) states two rules that describe the formation and position of relative clauses in language X in a non-exhaustive manner. Do statements like (1) refer to spatiotemporal objects such as utterances or other aspects of the observable linguistic behavior of speakers? For instance, does the first part of (1) equal to a statement concerning utterances and can be rephrased as in (2)? If yes, is a rule that explicates the formation of relative clauses comparable to a socio-cultural rule that states greeting behaviors (including verbal greeting formula)?

(2)	Every time a member of the speech community X utters a relative clause, the 	particular relative clause is formed with a participle.

Or does (1) refers to the brain states of the members of the speech community X or their linguistic knowledge? 
In discussing these questions this I will compare grammatical rules with mathematical or logical laws, with scientific laws and with socio-cultural norms and rules and show which properties of grammatical rules are similar or identical with these different types of rules. (1) provides an exemplary rule from a reference grammar:
Subsequently I will explore the extent to which individual speakers and language assistants and their idiolectal varieties play a role and how far the (non)-representation at the level of the individual speaker should or should not go in grammar writing. Last I will examine the underdetermination of grammatical rules by data and if variation represents a ‘problem’ when we are trying to figure out rules.
These topics are normally not treated in the literature on grammar writing because of their general and rather philosophical nature. However, they can help grammar writers to reflect on their work and ask themselves what we are actually doing when we are writing a grammar. Thus, the main aim of this paper is to discuss the topics and sketch answers that have been provided by philosophers of linguistics (e.g. Scholz et al. 2016)
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