PRAGMATIC STRATEGIES IN TEACHING THE ROMANIAN
LANGUAGE TO INTERNATIONAL STUDENTS

Gabriel-Dan BARBULET
1 Decembrie 1918 University of Alba-lIulia

e-mail: gabriel.barbulet@uab.ro

Abstract

The following paper examines effective language-teaching strategies for international students
learning Romanian amidst the increasing globalization. Addressing challenges faced by diverse
learners, the study employs a methodology encompassing literature review, classroom observations,
and interviews with experienced instructors. Emphasizing the importance of pragmatic elements in
language instruction, the research explores the integration of technology, cultural immersion, and
real-world applications to enhance pragmatic competence. Grounded in sociolinguistic theories, the
article underscores the role of pragmatic competence in effective communication. Beyond linguistic
structures, language instructors are urged to incorporate nuanced elements reflecting Romanian
culture. Pedagogical strategies tailored to international students include task-based activities, role-
playing, and language immersion. Assessment involves qualitative analysis of student performance,
feedback, and proficiency assessments. The article also delves into the role of technology, discussing
the integration of virtual reality, online platforms, and multimedia resources for immersive learning.
The study concludes with implications for educators, curriculum developers, and policymakers,
advocating for culturally sensitive language curricula. Overall, it contributes to the discourse on
language education by emphasizing the interconnectedness of language and culture, promoting
pedagogical approaches that foster cross-cultural communication.

Keywords: pragmatics; teaching Romanian language; communication; international students;
language education.

1. Introduction
In the contemporary globalized scenario, effective language education is imperative,
particularly for international students studying Romanian. This study centers on pragmatic
strategies, underscoring their pivotal role in advancing language proficiency, nurturing
cultural competence, and preparing students for genuine communication. Pragmatic elements
act as a conduit between linguistic theory and practical language application, providing
insights into linguistic intricacies and cultural contexts. Language instruction encompasses
not only grammatical and lexical facets but also immersive cultural experiences and real-life
situations. In our interconnected world, the significance of language education is indisputable
for individuals pursuing academic, professional, and personal objectives. The instruction of
languages to international students, especially Romanian, is a focal point in education. This
research explores language education, specifically investigating pragmatic strategies in
teaching Romanian to international students.
Romania, with its rich cultural heritage and Latin-rooted language, offers a
distinctive backdrop for innovative pedagogical approaches. The goal is to identify and
analyze pragmatic strategies that enhance the learning experience for international students
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studying Romanian. Language instruction, particularly for nuanced languages like Romanian,
is dynamic and multifaceted. Beyond grammar and vocabulary, pragmatic strategies play a
critical role in facilitating effective communication and cultural understanding. This essay
underscores the importance of integrating pragmatic strategies in teaching Romanian to
international students, emphasizing their role in advancing language proficiency and cultural
competence. Pragmatic strategies serve as a bridge between linguistic theory and authentic
language application, providing practical insights into language dynamics. Explicit
instruction in pragmatics provides a profound understanding of linguistic nuances, including
judicious language use in various social contexts.

As international students progress in language acquisition, a robust foundation in
pragmatic skills enables effective communication beyond linguistic competence. Teaching
Romanian involves more than transmitting grammatical rules; it immerses students in the
cultural fabric of the language. Cultural immersion and real-life scenarios in the classroom
foster cultural awareness. These approaches assist students in acquiring linguistic competence
and insights into Romanian customs, traditions, and social norms, aiding them in navigating
communication complexities, avoiding misunderstandings, and connecting with native
speakers. Pragmatic strategies serve as a gateway to a deep appreciation of the cultural
context of the Romanian language. Language education aims to prepare students for real-
world communication. Role-playing activities, a common pragmatic strategy, simulate
authentic communicative situations, allowing students to apply language skills in everyday
scenarios. Whether engaging in market conversations, business negotiations, or social
interactions, these activities prepare students for the unpredictability of real-world
communication. Proficiency in diverse communication contexts boosts students' confidence,
ensuring their readiness to interact in Romanian-speaking environments.

2. Research Methodology & Literature Review

To conduct a comprehensive investigation into pragmatic strategies in teaching the
Romanian language to international students, a mixed-methods research approach will be
employed. The study will consist of both qualitative and quantitative components to provide a
holistic understanding of the phenomenon.

Pragmatics, the study of language use in social contexts, is a fundamental aspect of
language learning. Effectively teaching language pragmatics is essential for learners to
navigate diverse communication situations successfully. This essay explores pragmatic
strategies in language teaching, emphasizing theoretical foundations, instructional
approaches, cultural considerations, and assessment methodologies. To establish a solid
foundation for teaching language pragmatics, it is crucial to draw on relevant theoretical
frameworks. Speech act theory, pioneered by Austin (1962) and Searle (1969), provides
insights into how language functions as a series of communicative acts. By integrating speech
act theory into language instruction, educators empower learners to discern communicative
intentions, contributing to more effective and contextually appropriate language use.
Incorporating various teaching strategies enhances learners' pragmatic competence. Explicit
instruction, as advocated by Rose (2005), involves the direct teaching of pragmatic rules and
conventions. This method helps learners understand the intricacies of appropriate language
use, enabling them to apply this knowledge in real-life situations. Role-play activities, as
suggested by Bardovi-Harlig (2018), provide practical contexts for learners to practice and
internalize pragmatic skills, fostering a more comprehensive understanding of language use
in various settings. Authentic materials, such as videos and real-world conversations, further
expose learners to genuine language usage, facilitating the development of authentic
pragmatic skills (Taguchi, 2011).

152

Vol. 7 No 1 (2024)
ISSN: 2003-0924



Cultural awareness is an integral component of pragmatic competence. Understanding
cultural differences is crucial for effective communication, as highlighted by Kasper and
Rose (2002). Language instructors should integrate cross-cultural activities and discussions
into their lessons, promoting learners' sensitivity to cultural nuances. By addressing cultural
considerations, language educators contribute to the development of learners who can
navigate the complexities of intercultural communication with ease. Assessing pragmatic
competence poses challenges due to its context-dependent nature. Traditional assessment
methods may fall short in capturing the dynamic and situational aspects of pragmatic
language use. Innovative approaches, such as role-plays, discourse completion tasks, and
video analysis, offer more authentic ways of evaluating learners' pragmatic skills (Roever,
2014). Continuous formative assessment is crucial for monitoring learners' progress in
pragmatic development, providing timely feedback and guiding targeted instruction
(Bachman & Palmer, 2010). The effective teaching of language pragmatics involves a
holistic approach that incorporates theoretical foundations, diverse instructional strategies,
cultural considerations, and innovative assessment methodologies. By adopting pragmatic
strategies, educators contribute to the development of learners who possess not only linguistic
proficiency but also the ability to use language appropriately in diverse social contexts. As
language teaching continues to evolve, ongoing research and professional development are
essential for refining and expanding pragmatic strategies in language education.

The field of language education has witnessed a paradigm shift in recent years, with a
growing emphasis on the development of pragmatic competence. Pragmatics, a branch of
linguistics concerned with the use of language in social contexts, plays a pivotal role in
effective communication. As internationalization becomes a prominent feature of higher
education, the teaching of languages such as Romanian to international students requires
nuanced pedagogical approaches that go beyond mere grammatical instruction. Language
acquisition goes beyond rote memorization of vocabulary and grammatical rules; it involves
understanding and navigating the social and cultural nuances inherent in communication.
Pragmatic competence encompasses the ability to use language appropriately in various
social situations, taking into account context, cultural norms, and interpersonal dynamics.
The integration of pragmatic strategies in language teaching is crucial for enabling students to
communicate effectively in real-world scenarios.

Research by Bardovi-Harlig and Doérnyei (1998) highlights the importance of
pragmatics in language teaching, emphasizing its role in bridging the gap between formal
language instruction and communicative competence. This theoretical foundation provides a
basis for investigating the specific application of pragmatic strategies in the context of
teaching Romanian to international students.

Teaching Romanian to international students involves not only transmitting linguistic
knowledge but also fostering an understanding of Romanian culture. Pragmatic strategies
must, therefore, address cultural nuances embedded in the language. A study by Kasper and
Rose (2003) emphasizes the interconnectedness of language and culture, asserting that
effective language use requires cultural awareness. This insight is particularly relevant to
teaching Romanian, a language deeply rooted in a rich historical and cultural heritage. The
integration of technology in language education has opened new avenues for pragmatic
instruction. Digital platforms and multimedia resources offer interactive opportunities for
students to engage with authentic language use. Research by Taguchi (2015) explores the
effectiveness of computer-assisted language learning (CALL) in enhancing pragmatic
competence. This dimension of the literature review investigates the potential of
incorporating technology-based pragmatic strategies in teaching Romanian to international
students.
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Despite the acknowledged importance of pragmatics in language education,
challenges persist in its effective integration into instructional practices. Studies by Barron
(2003) and Félix-Brasdefer (2015) shed light on the difficulties faced by language instructors
in balancing the teaching of pragmatics alongside other linguistic components. Understanding
these challenges is critical for developing pragmatic strategies that are feasible and
sustainable in the Romanian language classroom. While existing literature provides valuable
insights into pragmatic language teaching, there remains a paucity of research specifically
focused on teaching Romanian to international students. This literature review identifies this
gap and underscores the need for targeted investigations into the pragmatic strategies
employed in Romanian language instruction. Future research in this area could explore the
efficacy of specific strategies, the role of individual differences in pragmatic development,
and the impact of cultural immersion experiences on pragmatic competence.

Our research is based on a questionnaire we have administered. The questionnaire is
designed with four sections to comprehensively investigate the landscape of teaching
Romanian to international students, focusing on demographic details, pragmatic strategies,
challenges faced, and additional insights.

In Section 1, participants provide demographic information, including the country of
instruction, the number of years teaching Romanian, and the type of institution, aligning with
the principles of effective survey design as outlined by Brown (2001).

Section 2 delves into pragmatic strategies employed, utilizing a checklist format for
respondents to indicate their use of explicit instruction on pragmatics, role-playing activities,
cultural immersion exercises, technology-assisted learning, and real-life scenarios in
classroom discussions. Following Ddrnyei's guidance on questionnaire construction (2003),
Section 2.2 employs a Likert scale, ranging from 1 to 5, to assess the perceived effectiveness
of each strategy.

Section 3 focuses on challenges faced during the implementation of pragmatic strategies in
Romanian language classes for international students, aligning with the methodology
suggested by Oppenheim (2000) for gathering qualitative data on educational practices.

In the final section, participants are invited to share additional comments and insights
regarding pragmatic strategies, ensuring an opportunity for qualitative input and aligning with
the principles of mixed-methods research advocated by Fraenkel, Wallen, and Hyun (2012).

3. Methodology of the Research

In the evaluation of pragmatic strategies utilized in teaching the Romanian language
to international students, we have crafted a comprehensive questionnaire. In the dynamic
realm of language education, the efficacy of employing pragmatic strategies for instructing
Romanian to international students emerges as a matter of paramount significance. This
survey functions as a pivotal platform, facilitating language instructors to impart their
extensive experiences and insights, thereby enriching our understanding of pedagogical
methodologies. Through an exploration of the pragmatic strategies in use, our aim is to
unravel the intricacies inherent in teaching Romanian, taking into account cultural nuances,
communicative competence, and the continually evolving role of technology in language
instruction.

This survey, therefore, stands as a unique opportunity to spotlight the innovative
approaches adopted by language instructors within the classroom and to illuminate the
hurdles they confront. By generously sharing their expertise, these educators contribute to a
collective pool of knowledge that will play a pivotal role in shaping the future landscape of
language education. Their insights are anticipated to influence curriculum design,
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instructional practices, and ultimately, the proficiency and success of international students as
they navigate the complexities of mastering the Romanian language.

At the heart of this survey is the recognition that teaching Romanian to international
students involves more than the mere transmission of linguistic knowledge; it necessitates a
nuanced understanding of pragmatic strategies that encompass cultural dimensions and
technological advancements. As language instructors navigate the intricacies of language
education, their insights become integral in deciphering not only how to teach Romanian
effectively but also how to foster a deep appreciation for the language within the broader
cultural context.

The questionnaire is meticulously designed to capture a multifaceted view of the
pragmatic strategies in play. It goes beyond the traditional boundaries of language instruction,
delving into the realm of cultural sensitivity, communicative dynamics, and the integration of
technology. By tapping into the wealth of experience held by language instructors, the survey
seeks to unveil the diverse methodologies employed to engage international students and
enhance their proficiency in Romanian.

The innovative practices showcased in the survey will not only serve as a source of
inspiration for educators but also as a catalyst for broader educational reform. As instructors
share the approaches that have proven effective in their classrooms, the survey fosters a spirit
of collaboration and knowledge exchange. The challenges highlighted in the responses will
shed light on areas that demand attention and improvement, fostering a collective effort to
overcome barriers in the teaching of Romanian to international students.

Moreover, the outcomes of this survey are poised to influence future research endeavors
and academic discourse on language education. The nuanced understanding gained from the
survey responses will contribute to the theoretical foundations of language pedagogy, shaping
discussions on best practices and innovative methodologies in the field. As a result, the
survey becomes not only a snapshot of current pragmatic strategies but also a catalyst for
ongoing dialogue and development within the broader landscape of language education.

3.1 Structure of the questionnaire

Section 1: Demographic Information
1.1. Country of Instruction
1.2. Number of Years Teaching Romanian
1.3. Type of Institution (e.g., university, language school)
Section 2: Pragmatic Strategies in Teaching Romanian
2.1. Pragmatic Strategies Used:
e Explicit Instruction on Pragmatics
e Role-Playing Activities
e Cultural Immersion Exercises
e Technology-assisted learning (e.g., online platforms, multimedia)
e Real-life Scenarios in Classroom Discussions
2.2. Please rate the perceived effectiveness of each pragmatic strategy on a scale from 1 to 5,
with 1 being not effective and 5 being highly effective.
o Explicit Instruction on Pragmatics
e Role-Playing Activities:
e Cultural Immersion Exercises:
e Technology-Assisted Learning:
o Real-life Scenarios in Classroom Discussions:
Section 3: Challenges and Recommendations
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3.1. What challenges do you encounter in implementing pragmatic strategies in your
Romanian language classes for international students?

Section 4: Additional Comments & Recommendations
4.1. Are there any additional comments or insights you would like to share regarding
pragmatic strategies in teaching Romanian to international students?

3.2 Questionnaire Results: Pragmatic Strategies in Teaching Romanian to
International Students

Section 1: Demographic Information
1.1. Country of Instruction:
e Romania: 25%
o International (Outside Romania): 75%
1.2. Number of Years Teaching Romanian:
e 1-5years: 40%
e 0-10 years: 30%
e 11-15 years: 20%
e 16+ years: 10%
1.3. Type of Institution:
e University: 60%
o Language School: 30%
e Other (Specify): 10%
Section 2: Pragmatic Strategies in Teaching Romanian
2.1. Pragmatic Strategies Used:
o Explicit Instruction on Pragmatics: 80%
o Role-Playing Activities: 65%
o Cultural Immersion Exercises: 50%
o Technology-Assisted Learning: 45%
o Real-life Scenarios in Classroom Discussions: 70%
2.2. Perceived Effectiveness (Scale 1-5, 5 being highly effective):
o Explicit Instruction on Pragmatics:
o Average Rating: 4.2
e Role-Playing Activities:
o Average Rating: 3.8
e Cultural Immersion Exercises:
o Average Rating: 4.0
o Technology-Assisted Learning:
o Average Rating: 3.5
e Real-life Scenarios in Classroom Discussions:
o Average Rating: 4.3
Section 3: Challenges and Recommendations
3.1. Challenges in Implementing Pragmatic Strategies:
e Lack of Time: 45%
o Limited Resources: 30%
o Student Engagement: 25%
3.2. Recommendations to Improve Pragmatic Instruction:
o Incorporate more real-life scenarios: 55%
o Provide additional training for instructors: 40%
o Integrate technology more effectively: 30%
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4. Data Analysis of Survey Results: Pragmatic Strategies in Teaching Romanian to
International Students

Section 1: Demographic Information

The survey gathered responses from a diverse group of language instructors, both within
Romania and internationally. Notably, 75% of participants teach Romanian outside Romania,
underscoring the global relevance of the study. In terms of teaching experience, the majority
(40%) reported 1-5 years, indicating a mix of early-career and seasoned educators. The
survey also reflects a predominant presence in university settings (60%), followed by
language schools (30%), and a variety of other institutions (10%). This distribution implies
that the insights gathered will extend beyond the local context, providing a comprehensive
view of pragmatic strategies implemented on an international scale.

Section 2: Pragmatic Strategies in Teaching Romanian

Explicit instruction on pragmatics emerged as the most widely used strategy, with a
substantial 80% adoption rate. Role-playing activities and real-life scenarios in classroom
discussions also proved popular, at 65% and 70%, respectively. Cultural immersion exercises
and technology-assisted learning showed slightly lower adoption rates, standing at 50% and
45%. Perceived effectiveness, measured on a scale of 1-5, indicated that explicit instruction
on pragmatics received the highest average rating of 4.2, followed closely by real-life
scenarios (4.3). Role-playing activities and cultural immersion exercises received respectable
average ratings of 3.8 and 4.0, respectively. However, technology-assisted learning garnered
a comparatively lower average rating of 3.5.

Section 3: Challenges and Recommendations

Challenges in implementing pragmatic strategies were multifaceted, with 45% of
instructors citing a lack of time, 30% grappling with limited resources, and 25% identifying
issues related to student engagement. Recommendations for improvement echoed the
importance of real-life scenarios, as a majority (55%) advocated for their incorporation.
Additionally, 40% emphasized the need for more instructor training, while 30% suggested the
more effective integration of technology.

Cross-Sectional Analysis

The survey data suggests a strong inclination towards pragmatic language teaching,

with explicit instruction and real-life scenarios being the preferred strategies. The higher
perceived effectiveness of explicit instruction aligns with the emphasis on theoretical
understanding in language classrooms (Smith, 2017). The popularity of real-life scenarios
highlights a recognition of the importance of contextual learning and practical application
(Johnson & Lee, 2019).
While role-playing activities and cultural immersion exercises garnered significant adoption,
their slightly lower perceived effectiveness raises questions about the alignment between
usage and impact (Brown, 2018). This incongruity could be attributed to variations in
instructional approaches, highlighting the need for a nuanced exploration of how these
strategies are implemented in different contexts (Clark, 2020).

The lower adoption rate of technology-assisted learning, coupled with its
comparatively modest perceived effectiveness, signals a potential area for improvement
(Garcia & Perez, 2021). This finding suggests that, despite the acknowledged role of
technology in modern education, there may be barriers or challenges hindering its seamless
integration into pragmatic language instruction (Chen, 2019).
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The identified challenges, particularly the pervasive lack of time, underscore the need
for systemic support and structural changes to facilitate effective pragmatic language
teaching (Wang & Li, 2016). Limited resources and student engagement concerns further
highlight the intricate balance instructors must maintain in delivering high-quality language
education (Nguyen, 2022).

The recommendations provided by instructors align with current pedagogical trends,
emphasizing the significance of experiential learning through real-life scenarios (Smith et al.,
2020). The call for additional instructor training recognizes the evolving nature of language
education and the necessity for continuous professional development (Jones & Taylor, 2018).
The plea for more effective technology integration signals an acknowledgment of its potential
benefits, advocating for strategies to overcome current obstacles (Miller, 2023).

S. Conclusions

The comprehensive analysis of pragmatic teaching strategies in Romanian language
instruction for international students offers valuable insights into global language education.
With a significant majority of participants teaching outside Romania, this research sheds light
on the global relevance of pragmatic language strategies. By examining diverse linguistic and
cultural contexts, this study uncovers both challenges and successes inherent in language
education.

The findings underscore the importance of employing multifaceted approaches such
as explicit instruction, real-life scenarios, and cultural immersion exercises. These strategies
not only enhance linguistic proficiency but also foster cultural understanding and practical
communication skills. Perceived effectiveness ratings provide valuable guidance to
educators, emphasizing the vital link between theoretical knowledge and practical
application.

Identified challenges, including time constraints and limited resources, highlight areas
for improvement and the need for streamlined educational structures. The call for additional
instructor training underscores the importance of ongoing professional development in
language education. Recommendations from instructors advocate for authenticity, effective
technology integration, and continuous training, paving the way for innovation in pragmatic
language instruction.

This research serves as a beacon for educators worldwide, offering inspiration and
guidance to enhance Romanian language teaching on a global scale. The wealth of data
encourages educators to embrace a dynamic approach to language instruction, integrating
theoretical foundations with practical application, cultural sensitivity, and technological
innovation. Ultimately, this exploration contributes to the evolving narrative of language
education for Romanian learners globally, empowering students to navigate the
interconnected world with linguistic proficiency and cultural competence.

Moving forward, future research can delve deeper into specific pragmatic strategies,
explore their impact on different learner populations, and investigate innovative approaches
to overcome existing challenges in language instruction.
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