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ABSTRACT

This article examines pragmatic competence as an autonomous and essential component of communicative competence in second

language acquisition.
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INTRODUCTION

Communicative competence has long been regarded as a
central concept in language education, representing the
ability to use language effectively and appropriately in
various contexts. Since its introduction, the concept has
evolved to include multiple components, typically
encompassing grammatical, sociolinguistic, discourse, and
strategic competences. Despite this comprehensive
framework, the role of pragmatic competence remains
insufficiently defined and often subsumed under other
categories.

Pragmatic competence refers to the ability to interpret and
produce meaning in context, considering factors such as
speaker intention, social norms, and cultural conventions.
It involves understanding speech acts, implicatures,
politeness strategies, and indirect communication. The
growing importance of intercultural communication has
further highlighted the need to develop learners’ pragmatic
abilities[1].

This article aims to demonstrate that pragmatic
competence should be considered an autonomous
component of communicative competence. Such
recognition has important implications for both theoretical
models and pedagogical practices in language teaching.

METHODS

The research adopts a qualitative approach based on a
comprehensive review of theoretical and empirical
literature. Key works in communicative competence and
pragmatics were analyzed to identify conceptual
distinctions and overlaps between components[2].

Additionally, findings from classroom-based studies and
experimental research on pragmatics instruction were
examined to assess the effectiveness of teaching
interventions. The study synthesizes these insights to
evaluate the autonomy and pedagogical relevance of
pragmatic competence.

RESULTS

The analysis yields several important findings. First,
pragmatic competence involves specific skills that extend
beyond grammatical accuracy and sociolinguistic
appropriateness. It focuses on interpreting implicit
meanings, managing conversational norms, and adapting
language use to context.

research indicates that

Second, learners frequently
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encounter difficulties in real-life communication despite
possessing adequate linguistic  knowledge. These
difficulties often stem from pragmatic failure, such as
inappropriate  use of  politeness  strategies or
misunderstanding indirect speech[3].

Third, instructional approaches that explicitly target
pragmatic features—such as role-play activities, discourse
analysis, and the use of authentic materials—have been
shown to significantly improve learners’ communicative
performance. These findings support the view that

pragmatic competence develops through distinct
processes.
DISCUSSION

Brown and Yule (1983) and Ellis (1998) emphasize the
importance of discourse analysis and pragmatics in
language teaching. Discourse analysis focuses on language
in use, not just linguistic forms. Pragmatics studies how
language is used in communication. Discourse strategies
significantly influence language learners' output and
communication effectiveness[4]. They help students use
language flexibly, understand rules, and follow rules. This
paper explores the application of pragmatic strategies in
language skills like listening, speaking, reading, and
writing. Listening comprehension is crucial, as pragmatic
strategies help students infer the speaker's intention and
attitude through context. Teachers can design tasks to
guide students in identifying hints and determining the
speaker's intentions. Activities like role-playing help
students clarify information and minimize
misunderstandings through communicative strategies.
Discourse strategies play a crucial role in students' oral
expression, reading, and writing. Teachers can teach
students to use principles of politeness, such as generosity,
humility, empathy, and generosity, to construct appropriate
and persuasive expressions. This helps build interpersonal
relationships and improves communication in real life.
Teachers can also teach students to adapt their language
style to audience expectations, enhancing adaptability and
relevance. In reading comprehension, teachers can help
students understand the deeper meaning of a text and
identify the author's message. In writing, teachers
emphasize correct expression of discursive meanings and
encourage students to consider readers' expectations to
avoid errors and make their writing more presentable[5].
Pragmatic strategies are crucial in intercultural
communication, especially in the context of globalization.
Teachers help students understand and respect cultural

differences by comparing communicative rules and habits
in different cultures and simulating cross-cultural
dialogues in the classroom. This helps students adapt and
respect communicative strategies in different cultures,
establishing effective communication in international
environments and developing intercultural communicative
competence.

The results confirm that pragmatic competence exhibits
characteristics of an autonomous component within
communicative competence. Its distinctiveness lies in its
emphasis on context-dependent meaning and cultural
interpretation. Unlike other components, it cannot be fully
acquired through implicit learning alone and requires
focused pedagogical attention[7].

From a teaching perspective, this implies the need for
integrating pragmatics into language curricula as a separate
objective. Educators should design tasks that simulate real-
life communication and encourage learners to analyze
language use in context. Authentic materials, such as
media texts and conversational data, play a crucial role in
this process.

However, challenges remain, including the difficulty of
assessing pragmatic competence and the lack of
standardized instructional frameworks. Addressing these
issues requires further research and teacher training.

CONCLUSION

In conclusion, pragmatic competence should be recognized
as an autonomous component of communicative
competence due to its unique functions and developmental
patterns. Its role is particularly significant in achieving
effective and culturally appropriate communication.

Future research should focus on developing reliable
assessment tools and refining teaching methodologies that
support pragmatic development. Incorporating this
component more explicitly into language education can
lead to more holistic and effective learning outcomes.
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