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When using abbreviations like 'cause and 'cos in written dialogue, it's essential to understand their usage and correct spelling. In direct speech, these abbreviations are often used to represent the way people speak, but when writing formally or in informal contexts outside of dialogue, it's best to spell out the word completely. In speech, 'cause is
commonly used instead of "because," especially among younger generations. However, when writing, it's recommended to use the full form for clarity and grammatical correctness. The exception lies in reporting spoken dialogue, where phonetic transcription takes precedence over spelling conventions. In such cases, write what you want the reader
to hear. For example, if someone says "'cause I'm hungry," you can write that without adding an apostrophe. However, when writing informal text outside of direct speech, spell out "because" instead of using 'cause or 'cos. Another important aspect is to consider regional differences and accents. Native speakers from different regions might
pronounce words differently, affecting the transcription. For instance, New Yorkers tend not to pronounce "'cause as something similar to "cos," which could lead to confusion in written dialogue. In conclusion, while it's tempting to use abbreviations like 'cause or 'cos, it's best to stick with the full form for clarity and grammatical correctness,
especially when writing informally.The usage of ordinal numbers in English, particularly when it comes to dates and times, has sparked debate among language enthusiasts. A colleague has expressed doubt about the correct usage of "31st" versus "31th," as well as other similar cases. When it comes to numbers ending in 1, the rule is that they are
followed by "st". Examples include "21st", "41st", and "101st". However, for numbers ending in other digits, the pattern is more complex. For instance, a number ending in 2 is preceded by "nd" (e.g., "12th"), while one ending in 4 or 6 is followed by "th" (e.g., "24th", "June"). In technical and scientific writing, dates are often presented in a specific
format. For example, instead of using ordinal suffixes like "st," "nd," or "th," it's more common to use numerical values or abbreviations for the day, month, and year (e.g., "Hour 72", Hour #168). However, this doesn't necessarily mean that using ordinal suffixes is always incorrect. The way dates are written varies significantly across cultures,
countries, and contexts. If a date is being presented as spoken or in conversation, the ordinal suffix may be used (e.g., "I will see you on the 26th of May [2017]"). In contrast, when writing dates for reference or in lists, dashes, slashes, or abbreviations are often preferred. The correct way to write a date depends on the context and intended audience

If using ordinal suffixes is more idiomatic or familiar to your readers, it may be acceptable. However, if you're unsure about the most suitable format, consulting style guides or seeking guidance from experts in the relevant field can provide clarity. In language discussions like this one, providing clear explanations and context helps users understand
why certain grammatical choices are preferred over others. By considering factors such as cultural background, audience, and intended purpose, we can better navigate the complexities of language use.



