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            Abstract
          
        

        
          The purpose of this article is to discuss what second language (L2) pragmatic competence in conversation entails by demonstrating varying interactional patterns of English L2 learners’ role-play performances. Data came from a role-play interaction corpus of adult English as a Second Language (ESL) learners with varying first languages. Using a conversation analytic approach, we demonstrate the turn-by-turn characteristics of role-play task performances of learners at different levels of pragmatic competence. The various example performances suggest that high-level learners utilized a range of resources, ranging from diverse grammatical resources to interactional resources, such as effective turn organizations and acknowledgement tokens to maintain the continuity of talk. The findings reveal that pragmatically appropriate conversation entails multi-dimensional components, including grammatical complexity and accuracy in a single response, as well as various interactional strategies, such as contextualizing an upcoming talk and repairing communication breakdown which are important for context-appropriate interactional achievement. We discuss concrete characteristics of pragmatically appropriate conversation, as well as suggestions for how a task-based approach could assist teaching pragmatics to L2 learners.
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