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Background of Study
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essential to use L2 effectively (Barron et al.,, Lraptat Jaipidat HSt
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communicative competence (Bachman & Palmer, Seeking Agreement 1 1 prominent focus in the Course of Study.

1982). Explicit instruction on pragmatic markers in
« The latest Course of Study (2018) emphasizes 5 1 1 the materials could provide valuable

learners’ communicative abilities. 1 1 2 opportunities for learners to understand
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from language curricula (Rover 2022) - t The lack of communicatively designed tasks

| 1 1 and minimal integration of contextual
Research Questions Thanking 1 1 information may impede learners’ pragmatic
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introduced in the selected EFL textbooks? Aeking for Opin » Inconsistent increase in pragmatic knowledge
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RQ2. How is the identified pragmatic knowledge 1 2 3 may haV? limited impact on fostering
presented and practiced in these textbooks? 1 1 2 pragmatic competence.
RQ3. Does the inclusion of pragmatic knowledge Exchanging Opinions 5 3 13 udi dat
progress or expand within a series as learners advance Expressing Opinions 1 5 6 Conc u. ng ReCO m men atlpn
Expressions Used for Discussion 1 1 to supplement textbook content with their

Data Backchannels ’) 9 own insight on pragmatic knowledge. By
* Instances of explicit mentioning pragmatic 0 doing so, teachers can create richer, more

knowledge presented in the selected EFL 1 1 contextually relevant learning experiences

textbooks Intensifying 1 1 that empower learners to select language
Texthooks Mitigation 3 1 4 more effectively according to situational
e Tokyo Shoseki (2021) All Aboard English 1 1 demands.
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