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Spoken English acquisition and cross-cultural communication pragmatic
competence: A survey and analysis

PENG Xiaoe, HU Yanfeng

(School of Foreign Language, Hunan University of Commerce, Changsha 410007, China)

Abstract: Based on the theories of pragmatics, this study surveys cross-cultural pragmatic awareness and cross-cultural

pragmatic competence of English majors and non-English majors by questionnaire, corpus collection and statistics. The

results of the study show that pragmatic awareness of both English majors and non-English majors is not strong in

spoken English acquisition, and pragmatic competence cannot be enhanced with the enhancement of language ability. It

is, therefore, proposed that the creation of content, and carrying out a variety of activities in spoken English teaching be

of important realistic significance.

Key Words: spoken English acquisition; cross-cultural pragmatic awareness; cross-cultural pragmatic competence
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