
SCIENTIA: SOCIAL SCIENCES&HUMANITIES

ISSN 2828-0059Vol. 4, No. 2, 2026, 96–98DOI: 10.51773/sssh.v4i2.1031https://amcapress.amca2012.org/index.php/sssh/issue/archiveCC-BY-NC 4.0 International licence© Author(s)

Pragmatic Awareness and Communicative Competence in SecondLanguage Learning
Akramova Sarvinozkhon Avazkhon kizi1* and Kaxarova Iroda Sidikovna2
1University of Exact and Social Sciences and 2Uzbekistan State World Languages University, Uzbekistan
*sarvinozakramova1411@gmail.com

Abstract
Pragmatic awareness and communicative competence are essential components of successful second lan-guage learning. While grammatical knowledge enables learners to construct correct sentences, pragmaticcompetence allows them to use language appropriately in different social and cultural contexts. This articleexplores the relationship between pragmatic awareness and communicative competence in second languageacquisition. The study examines the major components of pragmatic competence, including speech acts,politeness strategies, and contextual understanding. It also analyzes the difficulties faced by second languagelearners in developing pragmatic skills and discusses effective pedagogical approaches for improving commu-nicative interaction. The findings demonstrate that pragmatic instruction significantly contributes to learners’communicative effectiveness, intercultural understanding, and overall language proficiency. Therefore, prag-matic competence should be integrated into modern language teaching methodologies to prepare learners forauthentic communication in multilingual environments.
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Introduction
In contemporary linguistics and language education, communication is considered one of the primary objectives ofsecond language learning. The process of language acquisition involves not only grammatical accuracy and lexicalknowledge but also the ability to use language appropriately in various communicative situations. In this regard,pragmatic awareness has become one of the central aspects of communicative competence. Pragmatic awarenessrefers to the understanding of how language functions in social interaction and how meaning is influenced bycontext, culture, and interpersonal relationships. Learners who possess pragmatic competence can interpret impliedmeanings, maintain politeness, and adapt their speech according to different communicative situations. Withoutpragmatic knowledge, even grammatically correct utterances may sound inappropriate or unnatural.The concept of communicative competence was introduced by Dell Hymes, who emphasized that successfulcommunication depends on sociocultural as well as linguistic knowledge. Later, researchers such as Canale and
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Swain expanded this theory by including sociolinguistic and discourse competence within communicative compe-tence models. Their research highlighted the importance of pragmatic skills in effective language use. In modernsecond language classrooms, grammar and vocabulary are often prioritized, while pragmatic development receivescomparatively less attention. As a result, learners may experience difficulties in real-life communication despitehaving sufficient grammatical knowledge. Therefore, the integration of pragmatic instruction into language teachinghas become increasingly important. This article aims to examine the relationship between pragmatic awarenessand communicative competence in second language learning. The study discusses the theoretical foundations ofpragmatic competence, its major components, common challenges faced by learners, and effective strategies fordeveloping pragmatic skills in educational contexts.
Literature ReviewThe concept of pragmatic competence originates from the broader theory of communicative competence proposedby Dell Hymes (1972). Hymes argued that language learners need knowledge of social norms and communicativeappropriateness in addition to grammatical competence. According to his theory, successful communication requiresunderstanding when, where, and how language should be used. Canale and Swain (1980) further developed commu-nicative competence theory by identifying several components, including grammatical competence, sociolinguisticcompetence, discourse competence, and strategic competence. Their framework emphasized the importance ofusing language appropriately in different communicative contexts.Speech act theory introduced by Austin (1962) and Searle (1969) significantly contributed to the development ofpragmatics. Speech acts refer to communicative actions such as requesting, apologizing, complimenting, inviting,or refusing. These actions are influenced by cultural expectations and contextual factors. Second language learnersfrequently encounter challenges when attempting to perform speech acts appropriately in the target language.Brown and Levinson’s politeness theory (1987) also became highly influential in pragmatic studies. Their theoryexplains how speakers use politeness strategies to protect social relationships and maintain mutual respect duringcommunication. Politeness strategies vary depending on power relations, social distance, and cultural norms.Contemporary research in second language acquisition continues to focus on pragmatic development, interculturalcommunication, and classroom-based pragmatic instruction. Researchers argue that exposure to authentic languageuse and explicit pragmatic teaching significantly improve learners’ communicative competence.
Methodology
This study employs a qualitative descriptive research method based on the analysis of theoretical and empiricalliterature related to pragmatics and second language acquisition. Academic articles, books, and scholarly publicationswere reviewed to investigate the role of pragmatic awareness in communicative competence. The research focuseson; speech acts in communication, politeness strategies, contextual understanding, pragmatic failures in secondlanguage learning, pedagogical approaches to pragmatic instruction. The study also examines how pragmaticcompetence influences learners’ communicative effectiveness in intercultural interactions.
Results & Discussion
Pragmatic Awareness in CommunicationPragmatic awareness enables learners to understand implied meanings and interpret communicative intentionsappropriately. In real-life interaction, speakers often convey meaning indirectly rather than explicitly. Therefore,learners need to recognize contextual clues and cultural expectations. For example, “It’s cold here” may function asa request to close the window rather than a simple statement. Learners with limited pragmatic competence maymisunderstand indirect expressions and fail to respond appropriately.
Speech Acts and Pragmatic CompetenceSpeech acts are among the most important components of pragmatic competence. They include requests, apologies,compliments, invitations, greetings, refusals, and suggestions. Examples; Request: “Could you help me with thisassignment?” Apology: “I sincerely apologize for my mistake.” Compliment: “Your presentation was extremelyinformative.”Second language learners often transfer speech patterns from their native language, which may cause pragmaticfailure. Therefore, explicit instruction and authentic communicative practice are necessary for developing appropriatespeech act performance. Politeness Strategies in Communication:Politeness strategies help speakers maintain socialharmony and interpersonal relationships. Brown and Levinson distinguish between positive politeness and negativepoliteness strategies. Positive politeness is showing friendliness and solidarity and negative politeness is expressingrespect and minimizing imposition. For instance: Direct form: “Give me your book.” Polite form: “Could I borrowyour book for a moment, please?”
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Pragmatically competent learners can select appropriate politeness strategies depending on age, social status,and communicative setting. Contextual Factors in Language Use:Context plays a crucial role in communication.Pragmatic competence requires understanding social context, cultural background, communicative purpose, speaker-listener relationship. Language use differs significantly in formal and informal situations. Learners must adapt theircommunication according to context to avoid misunderstanding or inappropriate interaction.
Challenges in Developing Pragmatic CompetenceSecond language learners commonly experience insufficient exposure to authentic communication, limited intercul-tural knowledge, interference from native language norms, misunderstanding indirect language, lack of pragmaticinstruction in classrooms. In many educational environments, teachers focus primarily on grammar and vocabularywhile neglecting communicative appropriateness. Consequently, learners may achieve linguistic accuracy withoutdeveloping pragmatic fluency.
Teaching Strategies for Pragmatic DevelopmentEffective pragmatic instruction may include role-play activities, authentic dialogues, audiovisual materials, class-room interaction, discourse analysis, explicit explanation of speech acts and politeness forms. Interaction withnative speakers and participation in real-life communication significantly contribute to pragmatic awareness andcommunicative competence. Teachers should integrate pragmatics into language curricula to help learners becomemore effective communicators in multicultural environments.
Conclusion
Pragmatic awareness is a fundamental aspect of communicative competence in second language learning. Successfulcommunication depends not only on grammatical correctness but also on the ability to use language appropriatelyaccording to social and cultural contexts. The study demonstrates that speech acts, politeness strategies, andcontextual understanding are essential components of pragmatic competence. However, second language learnersfrequently face challenges related to pragmatic development due to limited authentic exposure and insufficientclassroom instruction.Therefore, modern language education should integrate explicit pragmatic instruction alongside grammar andvocabulary teaching. Developing pragmatic awareness can improve learners’ communicative effectiveness, intercul-tural understanding, and overall language proficiency in real-life interaction.
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