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Uniformitarian Hypothesis
The uniformitarian hypothesis states that the language change of the present-day proceeds more or less the same way as it always has for as long as humans have had language. The changes in language that we see today must have been possible in the past; the necessary platforms such as instant messaging and email are what limited the changes in the past. It is for this reason that the uniformitarian hypothesis mostly holds, and here is why. The assumption that the general properties of language and of the processes of change in language have been the same throughout is mostly true because even with the use of emojis, the standard rests on gestures as the process of change followed by emojis (Gawne et al., 2019). It is important to note that modern online communication in some respect is not like the past. The reason is that the increase in population and mobility due to the internet transcending space and time has led to increasing language contact and larger language communities.
Modern online communication uses acronyms, and unique spellings, as well as emoticons and these, encompass new language use, but the linguistic variations have mostly been there. Generation after generation, language has constantly been changing in terms of evolving pronunciation, new words that are invented or borrowed, and word morphology (Walkden, 2019). Language learning and contact have always brought variation in linguistics such that online communication has only increased the speed of language learning and language contact. An example is an emoji that came about to help people express emotion over the internet without any restrictions in this virtual space. The only difference is that emojis, unlike gestures, do not entirely co-occur with speech because they are context-sensitive (Szabla et al., 2020).
Moreover, language has changed in some aspects because most languages, such as English, have standard forms that any speaker of the language would agree are grammatical. In modern online communication, however, no standard forms exist of correctness, and as long as the information is passed, then the goal is achieved. Emojis, for example, can be seen as an enjoyable guessing game that expresses what each user wants to express. It involves a wide range of ways of expressing even similar sentiments. Language has always been this way since certain universal ways exist of expressing emotions such as excitement or disgust. 
The changes currently witnessed in language proceeds as it has always been, the notable difference is that modern online communication has brought the need for speed in communication thus people created novel ways of expressing themselves in as few words as possible. It is the reason for abbreviations such as LOL, meaning laughing out loud (Varnhagen et al., 2019). The current ways of expression that may look new cannot replace language or render it irrelevant because, at their roots, they depend directly on the variables in language so as to function. Language is being codified differently but still has the same range of functions and involves dynamics that occurred in the past. Social differentiation and natural processes in usage also contribute to the change in language regardless of the time period the change happens. With language, there is little change, but the basic attributes of language dynamics remain the same today as they were in the past.
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