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Abstract
The review offers a brief discussion on the theoretical domains of metapragmatic awareness
with reference to its assumptions on current clinical practice and suggests that assessment
methodologies should undergo rigorous advancement. This paper sheds light on different
experimental practices and retrospective techniques of metapragmatic assessment during the recent
years outlining the sparsity of empirical research and different dilemmas in assessment within this
field.

Metapragmatics
Metapragmatics reflects as the interface between linguistic, social and cognitive abilities
which is very crucial for successful communication and social functioning .Though it is through the
use of language that we express our opinions, thoughts, emotions and needs, the knowledge of the
interlocutors thoughts, emotions and needs are essential to grasp the illocutionary force of the
linguistic utterances within a given context.

Metapragmatic awareness (MPA) is the ability to explicitly reflect on pragmatic constituents
and pragmatic rules or in broader terms – an ability to reflect upon language by linking language to
the context. Tomasello (1999) described MPA as people’s ability to identify with others and to work
collaboratively towards common goals. Though, it is clearly difficult to define metapragmatics, (Mey,
1993; Verschueren, 2000; 1999; Chen, 1996) or metapragmatic awareness, (Verschueruen, 2000,
1999; Nikula, 2000) this concept with different definitions in general points to a meta level to take
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about or imply pragmatics which indexes speaker perspective on events and relation between
speakers and interlocutors. (Roberts, 1998).

Evolutionary Accounts on the Concept of Metapragmatics
Even before Silverstein coined the term ‘Metapragmatics’ in 1976, the notion of the term
‘Metapragmatics’ had been used by anthropologists in verbal communication literature (Bateson,
1955, 1972; Silverstein, 1973) and it was related in some ways with the description of pragmatic
phenomena, such as ‘reported speech’ and ‘indexicality’ .It was later in 1980’s that linguists and
semioticians started to join the discussion of metapragmatics (Schiffrin, 1987; Lucy, 1993; Caffi,
1993, 1994; Verschueren, 1999, 2000)

Caffi (1993) defined metapragmatics as a theoretical debate on pragmatics and its central
concerns, its epistemological foundations. The author highlighted the conditions which makes
speakers use of language possible and effective. Accordingly an utterance is metapragmatic when it
describes, accounts for or elaborates on the pragmatics of a speech. The author referred it as the
interphase between linguistic and extra linguistics. Silverstein (1976, 1993) defined metapragmatics
as the study of metalinguistic dimension of language use.

Though not as the part of the proposition of the speaker, meta pragmatic expressions have an
important role in interpreting the messages of the speaker and this would not only help the speaker to
understand the meaning of the words, but also the kind of pragmatic act the speaker is performing.
The speaker uses these metapragmatic expressions to make the intentions manifest to the addressee.
(Lee, 2007).

The topic - metapragmatics of communication has been the focus of research during the recent
years which has progressed in two directions. One group of research has focused on looking at the
metapragmatic markers holistically in varying settings or environments. (Aijmer, 1996; Anderson,
Fister, Lee, Tardia, Wang, 2004; Aukurust, 2001; Blumkulka, Sheffer, 1993; Jacquemet, 1994;
Karmiloff - Smith, 1986; Kecsker, 2006; Silverstein, 1993; Tanskannen, 2007; Wortham, Locher
1996)
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In the second direction of research, one particular metapragmatic structure is chosen and
subsequently examined in different situations or settings. (Aijmer, 1985; Aoski, 2001, Clift, 2006;
Fillomore, Kay, O’ Conner, 1988; Maynard, 1997, Overstreet, 1999; Overstreet; Yule, 2001, 2002;
Suzuki, 2006, 2007; Ward, Birner, 1993)
Arguments prevail in the literature that ‘metapragmatics’ specifically studies the conditions
under which pragmatic rules are supposed to hold and these conditions include general constraints,
presuppositions, speech act , discourse and the environment surrounding the language users. (Mey,
1993). In this way, Jacquemet (1994) argues that interlocutors deploy strategies of metapragmatic
awareness that focus on specific use of linguistic mechanisms that refer to the interaction at hand.

Metapragmatics is also viewed as the pragmatics of actually performed meta utterances which
serves as a means of commenting on and inferring with the ongoing discourse or text. (Bublitz &
Hubler, 2007).
Further, the authors’ Typology of Metapragmatic functions (Bublitz & Hubler, 2007) has won
much attention where the authors attempt to illustrate the different metapragmatic functions a single
utterance can serve. Quoting a simple example phrase ‘You are repeating yourself ’, the authors
describe the functional taxonomy of metapragmatic acts. Accordingly, the utterance could be
evaluative, communication oriented or even instrumental. While being communication oriented, the
same utterance could be (inter-)personal, conflictual (face threatening), affiliative, expressive, means
related, organizing, negotiating linguistic meaning and/or even deciding on the best expression
(establishing the best code). This typology can be considered as a major step towards clarifying the
different functions and distinctive features of metapragmatic expressions.

Very recently, while attempting to characterize the distinctive features of metapragmatic
expressions, Caffi (2017) conducted a case study of an Italian Parliamentary debate where
metapragmatic expressions were detected and analysed at three different interlinked layers. The first
sequential layer - the Meta Discourse layer - explicitly focused on controlling and organizing the
exchange of debate which is depicted through the expressions ‘So to speak’, ‘please go ahead,’ “I
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suggest, we continue” etc. The second- Meta Relational layer focuses on the relation between speaker
and the hearer and it is monitored through multimodal cues through expressions such as “I would ask
you to show respect towards the institution, please!” At the third - Topical Meta Textual layer - the
metapragmatic expressions come to play at the linearity of a sequence of acts and form a vertical
perspective-the hierarchy of acts. Eg. The phrases “Last, but not the least…”.
The author further comments that the utterances at this meta textual layer can be further
subdivided into groups based on (a) Topical hierarchization (Eg. Utterances like “First and foremost”)
(b) Topical focalization (Eg. “I would furthermore like to add something”) (c) Defining topics at hand
(Eg. “We try somewhat to express the feeling…”) (d) Topical exclusion (Eg. “A topic I don’t intend
to discuss…” (e) Topical resetting (Eg. “What are we talking about?” - an utterance which represents
a closure of a phase of discourse, a restart at a beginning of a conclusion thereby marking a beautiful
boundary from a stylistic point of view). The author also makes an important remark that quotation
usages can considered as metapragmatic only if they are meant as elements that organize an ongoing
discourse.

The author also discusses the concept of Meta-pragmeme where he describes that a number
of parameters should be at play for an expression to be a ‘meta-pragmeme’. Accordingly an
expression can be termed meta-pragmeme when it has an endophoric reference (i.e., a reference and
a predication of an act in the preceding context) in which linguistic, prosodic and kinesic aspects
converge. He also comments that the gesture accompanying the expression should confirm the ironic
key of the meta-pragmeme as a whole.

This paper reviews in depth, the views on metapragmatics by Verschueren (2000) where the
author points out that though the awareness of the meta level of language is not measurable, the notion
of MPA lends itself to easy speculation. The metapragmatic markers such as the quotation usages,
the introduction of modalities in language, the explict inter textual links, the overall self referential
use of language and even a discourse itself ( a metapragmatic condition referring to all the immediate
context of a conversation comprising the hidden conditions that govern the situations of languages) All these implies some degree of consciousness and linguistic choice making. The author points out
that while some choices openly reflect upon themselves or upon other choices, the reflexive
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awareness of language is a central phenomenon and all verbal communication is self referential to a
certain degree and there is no language use with out a constant calibration between pragmatic and
metapragmatic functioning.
The authors of this review agree to Verschueren’s view that it is this phenomenon which forms
the appropriate domain of metgapragmatics. Verschuersen’s research has also looked for distinction
between explicit and implicit forms of metalanguage. The implicit forms include deictic expressions
such as pronouns, tenses etc, contextualization cues such as prosodic patterns, codeswitching
tendencies, moods and modalities in language, implicit ‘voices’ etc. The explicit meta language forms
distinguished by Verschuersen were the usage of metapragmatic descriptions such as speech act
verbs, self-referential expressions, pragmatic markers, hedges, adverbs, explicit intertextual links,
quoted and reported speech, contextualisation cues, shifters etc. Developmental research (Hickmann,
1993) suggests that there are age differences in the relative use of more explicit versus more implicit
forms of metalanguage.

While pragmatic ability refers to the use and understanding of language in context at the
discourse level, (Bishop, 1997), MPA refers to explicit reflection upon the pragmatic rules that govern
discourse such as reciprocity, verbosity and proximity (Collins, 2014). This includes pragmatic rules
that apply to broad forms of communication such as narrations and conversations. Thus, it is this
‘reflexive awareness’ or this ability to reflect on the conventions of language which may be the one
factor that assist in the transition to self-monitoring of language and generalization. This is thought
to support the child’s learning about effective pragmatics in social communication thereby further
increasing the awareness of pragmatic rules in the child. i.e., the rules governing the use of language
in context which has the potential to enhance generalizability of gains in speech language
interventions. Current clinical practice assumes that children with developmental pragmatic
difficulties will benefit from speech language interventions aimed at improving MPA. Hence
developing language intervention strategies that incorporate metapragmatic activities can raise
awareness of their own use of pragmatic rules. (Adams, Gaile, Earl, Lockton & Fred, 2012, Anderson
– Wood & Smith, 1997).
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Language pathologists uses general methods based on metacognitive knowledge to work with
children with several developmental disorders and though working on developing MPA is a key
activity with children with pragmatic impairments, there is relatively very little information regarding
the typical development of MPA, to prioritize therapy or to identify sub skills.

Lacunae Observed in Assessment Practices
Experimental tasks that have been previously used to assess metapragmatic abilities include
identification of pragmatic rules and pragmatic violations, judgments of appropriacy of pragmatic
behaviour, suggesting modifications to pragmatic behaviours, etc. (Axia, Baroni, 1985, Baroni &
Axia, 1981, Bernicot, Laval, 1996; Bernicot, Laval & Chaminaud, 2007; Creaghead, 1990). Sampling
techniques include spontaneous conversation recording, (Becker, 1988), Production tasks (Sachs etal,
1991; Wilkinson & Milosky, 1987), narrative completion tasks such as those used by Bernicot etal
(2007) & Laval (2003). Recent researches exploring MPA have also used measures such as discourse
completion tasks, (DCT’s) role-plays or questionnaires where the subjects were asked to opine or
chose what they would say or think in each specific situation (Yuka,2012). However, the subjects
were not questioned about the reasons why they used those specific phrases or strategies. A few
studies added retrospective reports to get information about the subjects’ reasons for their choice of
answers. In such cases, the subjects were asked only about the answers they already gave and not
about the ones they did not choose. Further, a very few studies over the past years have also focused
on the production of various kinds speech acts for exploring metapragmatic awareness (Suh,2000;
Mahboub, 2015;Yuka, 2012, Ishihara, 2010; Maeda,2011; Hassaskhah, Ebrahimi, 2015).

Here the authors believe that the whole usable pragmatic knowledge with in the subjects does
not appear in the results or in better words, it is difficult get hold of the extent and depths of subjects’
pragmatic knowledge just with these methods. Accordingly this paper addresses the need to design a
theoretically grounded instrument capable of assessing MPA by means of linguistic, extra linguistic
and paralinguistic means of communication.

The recent research by Collins, Lockton & Adams (2014) on the development and Assessment
of Metapragmatic Awareness (AMP) is the single most published research in English on assessment
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of MPA with normative data on the development of MPA. In AMP, an explicit knowledge of a set of
pragmatic rules is elicited in children by targeting the ability to identify, describe and reflect on
pragmatic errors in natural social communications through video presentations depicting a sense of
social scenarios.

Thus, the majority of metapragmatic assessment research practices exhibited limitations in
terms of their pragmatic measurements done in contrived settings, over ratings and under-ratings.
Further, high level language processing subtests from standardised language tools such as Right
Hemisphere language Battery (RHLB) have been used to assess atypical children’s pragmatic
competence (Griffits,2007). Though attempts of such sort have been made, this paper addresses the
issue that these reported measures are not sensitive enough to measure the subtleness of the ‘Reflexive
awareness’ of language.

Further, despite the use of existing assessment measures, research underpinning
metapragmatic therapy is very limited. Precise definitions of the nature of metapragmatic therapy and
techniques have not been forthcoming. Precise relation between MPA and pragmatic behavior is not
well understood. Further, the field of language testing has not conducted a great deal of research on
the assessment of MPA. Moreover, very little is known about MPA in clinical population. The dearth
of data regarding the emergency and development of MPA in typical children is due to the lack of
tools to asses MPA.

Metapragmatic Research in India
There are no published clinical tools for assessing MPA in India and hardly any research
reported on MPA in clinical population within the country due to the unavailability of typical
developmental norms in Indian population. This is also due to the lack of tools to assess
metapragmatic awareness. Only with sufficient normative data, speech language pathologists shall
be able to ascertain if a child with a clinical communicative impairment or a learning disorder had
developmentally appropriate levels of MPA. (Meline & Brackin, 1987). It is proposed that there is
an emerging need for the development of a clinical tool for metapragmatic assessment in an Indian
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language with reliable norms with which MPA can be assessed by monitoring participant’s
descriptive and reflexive awareness for contextual language usage.

Future Directions
The authors view at this point that the research on the stages of explicit MPA in children is
inconclusive and there is insufficient research to support a valid progression of emergence of MPA
such that it can be applied to clinical communicative practice. The nature of developmental
progression from implicit MPA to explicit MPA should be further researched in depth to develop
specific measurable constructs to asses MPA and to treat language deficits.

Being inspired by a need for innovative methodologies that are most conducive for MPA
assessment, the authors postulate that consciousness raising into video prompts which can simulate
real life situations more effectively and which may have the potential to contextualize
metapragramatic assessment may be devised. Such tests may be scored by human raters which would
however have the negative effects of increased costs. Interactive roleplay tasks may be one of the
most effective ways to assess MPA among the various types of measures such as written discourse
completion tasks, (WDCT), oral discourse completion tasks (ODCT) & discourse role play tasks
(DRPT) for assessing MPA as they elicit interactive extended discourse, combine external and
internal discourse contexts and allow considerable degree of standardization through designing role
play situation. (Brown, Ahn, 2011). However, the authors firmly believe that such researchers using
role play should be able to scrutinize implicit and explicit stages of developmental progression of
MPA. Using audio recording is a powerful means of exposing children to many aspects of the target
culture (F.S. Tsutagawa 2012). Though MPA is a complex phenomenon, computer assisted
technologies shall now provide us with a means to create rich recreations of the real world pragmatic
situations which can be simultaneously recorded for formal analysis later. Developing firm
metapragmatic coding schemes for coding metapragmatic data will allow comparisons of different
metapragmatic coding models which shall be an another milestone in metapragmatic assessment
research.
=====================================================================
Acknowledgements
====================================================================
Language in India www.languageinindia.com ISSN 1930-2940 18:3 March 2018
Geethi. S., Ph.D. Research Scholar & Dr. Shyamala. K. Chengappa, Ph.D.
Assessment of Metapragmatic Awareness - From Theoretical Perspectives to Clinical Practice:
The Current Scenario
164

We respectfully acknowledge the Director, All India Institute of Speech and Hearing, (AIISH),
Mysore for granting us permission to publish this review. This paper is based in part on S. Geethi’s
doctoral thesis under the guidance of Dr. Shyamala K Chengappa, Professor, AIISH, University of
Mysore.
======================================================================
References
Adams, C., Lockton, E., Freed, T., Gaile, J., Earl, J., McBean, K., et al. (2012) The social
communication intervention project: a randomized controlled trial of the effectiveness of speech and
language therapy for school aged children who have pragmatic and social communication problems
with or without Autistic Spectrum Disorders. International Journal of Language and communication,
47(3), 233-244.
Aijmer, K (1985) What happens at the end of our utterances? The use of utterance final tags
introduced by ‘and’ and ‘or’. In TOGEBY, O(Ed) Papers from the eight Scandinavian Conference of
Linguistics. Copenhagen 366-389.
Aijmer, K. (1996) Conversational routines in English London. Longman.
Anderson -Wood, L., & Smith, B.K (1997) Working with pragmatics: A practical guide to promoting
communicative confidence. Oxen: Winslow Press.
Anderson, M.L., Fister, A., Lee, B., Tardia, L., Wang, D. (2004) On the types and frequency of
metalanguage in conversation: a preliminary report. Paper presented at the 14th Annual meeting of
the society for text and discourse.
Aoki, K. (2001) Historical analysis of the colloquial quotative marker. Journal of Cajle, 4, 75-91.
Aukurust, V.G. (2001). Talk-focused talk in preschools: Culturally formed socialization for talk?
First Language, 21, 57-82.
Axia, G., Baroni, M.R. (1985) Linguistic Politeness at different age levels. Child development, 56,
918-927.
Baroni, J.A., Axia, G (1989) Children’s meta pragmatic abilities and the identification of polite and
inpolite requests. First language, 9, 285-297
Bateson, G. (1972) [1955]. A theory of play and fantasy. In steps to an ecology of mind. 177-193.
New York: Ballantine
Becker, J.A (1988) “I can’t talk, I ‘m dead; Preschooler’s spontaneous metapragmatic comments.
Discourse processes, 11, 457-467.
====================================================================
Language in India www.languageinindia.com ISSN 1930-2940 18:3 March 2018
Geethi. S., Ph.D. Research Scholar & Dr. Shyamala. K. Chengappa, Ph.D.
Assessment of Metapragmatic Awareness - From Theoretical Perspectives to Clinical Practice:
The Current Scenario
165

Bemicot,J; Laval, V & Chaminaud, S. (2007). Non literal language forms in children: In what order
are they acquired in pragmatics and metapragmatics? Journal of Pragmatics, 39, 2115-2132
Bernicot et al (2007) Nonliteral language forms in children: In what order and they acquired in
pragmatics and metapragmatics. Journal of Pragmatics, 39, 2115-2132.
Bernicot, J (1991). French children’s conception of requesting: The development of metapragmatic
knowledge. International Journal of Behavior Development, 14,3, 285-304
Bernicot, J & Laval, V (1996) Promises in French children; Comprehension and metapragmatic
knowledge. Journal of pragmatics, 25, 101 – 122.
Blum-Kulka, S., Scheffer, H. (1993) The metapragmatic discourse of American – Isralli families at
dinner. In Kasper, G. & Blum – Kulka, S. (Eds.) Interlanguage pragmatics: Oxford Press 196-223.
Bublitz, W., Hubler, A. (2007) Introducing met pragmatics in use. In Metpragmatics in use.
Philadelphia: John Benjamins, 1-26
Caffi, C. (1993). Metapragmatics. Encyclopedia of language and linguistics.Oxford:Pergamon. 24612466.
Caffi, C. (1994) Metapragmatics. In Asher,R (Ed.) Encyclopedia of languages and linguistics Oxford:
Pergamon and Aberdeen University Press ,60-102
Caffi, C. (2017). Revisiting Metapragmatics: “What are we talking about?” in K. Allen, Allesandro,
C, K. Ishtran (Eds.) Pragmemes and Theory of Language Use. Springer.
Chen, H.J. (1996) Cross cultural comparison of English and Chinese metapragmatics in refusals.
Indiana University. (ERIC Document Reproduction Service No ED408860)
Clift, R. (2006) Indexing stance: Reported speech as an interactional evidential. Journal of
sociolingistics, 10,569-595.
Collins, A., Lockton, E & Adams, E. (2014) Metapragmatic exhilaration ability in children with
typical language development. Development and validation of a novel clinical assessment. Journal of
Communication Disorders, 31-43.
Creaghead (1990). Mutual empowerment through collaboration: A new script for an old problem. In
W.A Second (Ed.) Best practices in school Speech Language Pathology, 1, 109-116. Austin, TX:
Psychological corporation.
Fillmore, C., Kay, P., O’Connor, M (1988) Regularity and idiomaticity in grammatical constructions.
The case of let alone. Language, 64, 501-538.
====================================================================
Language in India www.languageinindia.com ISSN 1930-2940 18:3 March 2018
Geethi. S., Ph.D. Research Scholar & Dr. Shyamala. K. Chengappa, Ph.D.
Assessment of Metapragmatic Awareness - From Theoretical Perspectives to Clinical Practice:
The Current Scenario
166

Griffts,C,B. (2007) Pragmatic abilities in adults with and without Dyslexia: A pilot
study.Dyslexia,13,276-296.
Hassaskhah, J., & Ebrahimi, H (2015) A study of EFL learner’s (Meta)pragmatic learning through
explicit (Teacher Explanation) and implicit (foreign film) intervention: The case of compliments.
Journal of Language Teaching and Research,6(2), 292-301.
Hubler, A (Eds.) Metapragmatics in use Philadelphia: M. John Benjamins.
Ishihara, N. (2010) Formal instruction on the speech act of giving and responding to compliments.
Retrieved August 28, 2012 www.111.hawaii.edu/nflrc/NetWorks/NW6.
Jaequemet, M. (1994) T-offenses and metapragmatic attacks: Strategies of interactional dominance.
Discourse and society, 5,297-319.
Karmiloff –Smith, A (1986) From metaprocesses to conscious access : Evidence from children’s
metalinginstic and repair data. Cognition, 23, 95-147.
Kecsker, I (2006) Formataive language in intercultural communication. Presentation given at the 31st
LAVD-Symposium. Landau.
Laval, V. (2003) Idiom comprehension and meta pragmatic knowledge in French children. Journal
of Pragmatics 35, 723-739.
Lee, B. (2007) Mutual knowledge, background knowledge and shared beliefs : Their roles in
establishing common ground. Journal of Pragmatics, 33, 21-44,
Lucy, J. A. (1993) Reflexive language: reported speech and metapragmatics. New York: Cambridge
University Press.
Maeda, S. (2011). Implicit teaching and explicit teaching of the usage of “please”to high school
students. Retrieved December15,2013, http: //www.paaljapan.org
Maynard, S. K. (1997). Metaquotation: The thematic and international significance of the Japanese
comics. Function of Language, 46.
Meline, T.J. & Brackin, S.R. (1987). Impaired children’s awareness of inadequate messages. Journal
of Speech and Hearing disorders, 52,263-270.
Mey,J. (1993) Pragmtics. Oxford: Blackwell.
Nikula, T. (2002) Teacher talk reflecting pragmatic awareness: A look at EFL and content-based class
room settings. Pragmatics, 12, 447-467.
====================================================================
Language in India www.languageinindia.com ISSN 1930-2940 18:3 March 2018
Geethi. S., Ph.D. Research Scholar & Dr. Shyamala. K. Chengappa, Ph.D.
Assessment of Metapragmatic Awareness - From Theoretical Perspectives to Clinical Practice:
The Current Scenario
167

Overstreet, M. (1999) .Whales, Candlelight and stuff like that: General extenders in English
discourse. Oxford: OUP.
Overstreet, M., Yule, G. (2002). The metapragmatics of and everything in Persian. Journal of
Pragmatics, 34, 785-794.
Overstreet, M., Yule, G (2001) Formulaic disclaimers. Journal of Pragmatics, 33, 45-60.
Roberts, C. (1998) Awareness in intercultural communication. Language Awareness, 7, 109-127.
Sachs, S.J., Donnelly, J., Smith, C., & Bookbinder, J.D (1991) Preschool children’s conversation
intrusions: Behavior and metapragmatic knowledge. Discourse processes, 14, 357-372.
Schiffrin, D. (1980) Metatalk. Organisational and evaluative brackets in discourse. Sociological
inquiry. Language and social interaction.50, 199-236
Schiffrin, D. (1987). Discourse Markers. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Silverstien, M. (1973) Metapragmatic function and metapragmatic discourse. In Lucy, J.A.(Ed.)
Reflexive language, reported speech and metapragmatics. Cambridge: CUP
Silverstien, M.(1993) Metapragmatic discourse and metapragmatic function : In Lucy J(Ed.)
Reflexive language. New York: Oxford University Press.
Suh, E. (2000) Metapragmatic requesting instruction in an adult basic education-ESL Classroom:
Retrieved August 20, 2013, http://minnetesol.org/journal/26articles-suh.pdf
Suzuki, S (2000) Surprise and animosity: The use of copula da in quotative sentences in Japanese. In
Fretheim, T., Anderson, G. (Eds.) Pragmatic markers and proposition at attitudes. Amsterdam: John
Benjamins.
Tanskannen, S. (2007) metapragmatic utterances in computer mediated interaction in Buplitz, W.,
Tomasello, M. (1999) The cultural origins of human cognition. Cambridge. MA: Harvard University
Press.
Tsutagawa, F.S. (2012) Future directions in pragmatic assessments. Teacher’s college, Columbia
University working papers in TESOL &Applied Linguistics, 2, 42-45.
Verschueren, J. (1999) Understanding Pragmatics.London : Edward Arnold.
Verschueren, J. (2000) Notes on the role of metapragmatic awareness in language use. Pragmatics,
10,439-456.

====================================================================
Language in India www.languageinindia.com ISSN 1930-2940 18:3 March 2018
Geethi. S., Ph.D. Research Scholar & Dr. Shyamala. K. Chengappa, Ph.D.
Assessment of Metapragmatic Awareness - From Theoretical Perspectives to Clinical Practice:
The Current Scenario
168

Ward, G., Birner, B. (1993). The semantics and pragmatics ‘of’ and ‘everything’. Journal of
Pragmatics, 19, 205-214.
Wilkinson, L.C., Milosky, L.M (1987) School aged children’s metapragmatic knowledge of requests
and responses in classroom. Topics in language disorders, 7, 61-70.
Wortham, S., Locker, M (1996) Voicing on the news: An analytic technique for studying media bias,
16, 557-585.
Yuka, A (2012) Exploring metapragmatic awareness of Japanese learners of English: Focusing on
speech act of request by lower-Intermediate proficiency college students. The Economic Journal of
Takasaki City University of Econonmics,54 (4), 121-134.
=====================================================================
Geethi. S. Ph.D. Research Scholar, AIISH
geethiarun@gmail.com
Dr. Shyamala. K. Chengappa, Ph.D.
Professor
Department of Speech Language Pathology
AIISH
Mysore 570006
Karnataka
India
shyamalakc@yahoo.com

====================================================================
Language in India www.languageinindia.com ISSN 1930-2940 18:3 March 2018
Geethi. S., Ph.D. Research Scholar & Dr. Shyamala. K. Chengappa, Ph.D.
Assessment of Metapragmatic Awareness - From Theoretical Perspectives to Clinical Practice:
The Current Scenario
169

