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When people learn a foreign language, they usually want to learn how to communicate successfully in that language, i.e. to use
the language both correctly and appropriately. While correctness refers to the accurate use of language structures (grammar,
vocabulary), appropriateness refers to the adequate use of the language in a given situation (pragmatics). Naturally, for a long
time SLA researchers and language teachers have been interested in the relationship between the development of grammatical
and pragmatic skills in learners. In 1998, Kathleen Bardovi-Harlig and Zoltan Dörnyei published their now-seminal paper on the
relationship between pragmatic and grammatical awareness in EFL/ESL learners, more specifically, the severity with which the
learners would rate grammatical violations (instances of incorrect language use) and pragmatic violations (instances of
inappropriate language use). Several replications (Niezgoda & Roever, 2001; Schauer, 2006) and modified replications (BardoviHarlig & Griffin, 2005; Pfingsthorn & Flöck, 2017; Xu, Case & Wang, 2009) of this research have shed more light on the issue and
expanded our knowledge of the factors that influence such perceptions. As a continuation of this research tradition, the talk
presents a current project that focuses exclusively on advanced learners of English who are studying to become English teachers in
Germany (and are thus generally expected to possess a great deal of language awareness). Using a modified version of BardoviHarlig & Dörnyei’s original instrument, the study asked the participants to a) judge utterances for their correctness and
appropriateness, b) if applicable, identify the error, and c) to correct it. The results suggest that the grammar-pragmatics
distinction is more complex than proposed in previous studies, and that the ability to spot an error does not necessarily imply the
ability to explain it well (esp. grammar) or to repair it adequately (esp. pragmatics). Implications for language (teacher) education
and future pragmatics research are derived.
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