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There is increased awareness by both langtiage scholars and educators that using a second language
(L2) outside of the classroom is essential for learners to improve their communicative ability. In countries like
Japan, where such opportunities can be difficult te come by, the establishment of "English Villages' that aim to
simulate the experience of using L2 in non—pedagoigical siiuations are becoming an increasingly common
manifestation of this pcrceive'd need. However, despite English Villages being relatively common educational
institutions (particularly throughout Asia), very litt.Ic' ‘research exists to dogument the actual interactions
occurring within these sites and how they may relate to L2 use and pedagogy.

Adopting a conversation-analytic (CA) apptoach, the cumrent study examines roughly 30 hours of
video data to provide a bottom-up micro-detailed description of the interaction at Tokyo Global Gateway
(TGG), a large-scale publicly funded language facility that specializes in providing rea[istic*siu.mlalion
experiences for second language use. By analyzing coliections of conversational phenomena, the study
provides a participant-sensitive, praxiological ﬂccoulnt that reveals the mundane methods (Garfinkel, 1967)
employed by the interactants to make sense of one anather in and through talk-in-interaction. In particular, it

shows how participants work to (1) (re)produce preferred tum-taking pracfices via increments, (2) create

expanded opporiunities for L2 use through the design;of obstacles 1o progressivity, {3) embedily CDDSU'I.II:(‘ lists
for various interactional contingencies and (4) encour;age student participation through language play. The.
ﬁn;iings further suggest that while the simulated activi'lies at TGG are l;ot necessarily accurate reproductions
of their real-world counterparts, they nevertheless provide the'learners with beneficial opportunities to practice

using their L2 in a way that is pedagogically supportive and ireated by the participants as enjoyable.
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PEEORIETE (L2) k3 aia=y—variihomlbn, #EAcETsLAHoRS
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