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ABSTRACT

This study aims to identify the essential components needed in
argumentative essays written by collegiate Thai student writers in an English program.
The frameworks selected are integrated into the analysis on move structure, textual
metafunction, and cohesion. The objectives of this study are to explore the move
structure in students’ argumentative essays, the textual metafunction focusing on the
Theme system, and cohesion made by students through cohesive devices. The data
utilized were 100 argumentative essays in response to the essay topic “Ecotourism
should be promoted,” written by students enrolled in the English for Tourism course in
a Thai private international university in Semesters 1/2011 and 2/2011. The essays
chosen were those consisting of at least three paragraphs: the introduction, the
argumentative essay body, and the conclusion; however, those not selected lacked the
aforementioned essential components and were not considered argumentative essays.

The findings reveal that most students could effectively write their General
Statements in the essay introduction (82%), followed by Generalization (79%), and
Hook 60%. In the essay body, students produce Topic Sentences at 94%, followed by
Support (90%), and Concluding Statements (62%). In the essay conclusion, most
students produce their Restatement (91%), Clinchers and Final Closing (69% and 39%
respectively). Textual metafunction profiles show that most of the unmarked topical
Themes are found in this analysis (55%), Textual Theme (39%), marked Topical Theme
(4%), and Interpersonal Theme (2%). Lastly, the degree of using Multiple Theme is high
(69%), but just 31% of Single Theme is selected in this research. Thematic progression
yields a high frequency of Simple Linear Theme pattern (4%), Constant Thematic
Pattern (40%), and Split Rheme (6%). This research on cohesion analysis of
argumentative essays shows that most students employ reference devices (46.76%),
lexical cohesion (39.77%), conjunctions (12.66%), and substitution (0.81%). No
instance of ellipsis is found in this study. The combination of the three frameworks
results in effective organization, clarity, and coherence of argumentative essay.
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COHESION

292 pages




Fac. of Grad. Studies, Mahidol Univ. Thesis / v

MIunT1e Insaaaissannuldudanusenguineinumsneaiied

A TEXTUAL STRUCTURE ANALYSIS OF ENGLISH ARGUMENTATIVE ESSAYS ON TOURISM

@

QINS NOIWANTHY 5036129 LCLG/D
3.0, (Muimaas)

AMZNTTNMINUS AL INTINUS: nu Wanina, Ph.D. (LINGUISTICS),

aunsa Yguiani, Ph.D. (LINGUISTICS), g3adnusl Awg, Ph.D., (LINGUISTICS),

UNAAYD
aw Ao s A s P P Yy v o 2 A
NuAeiiidaglseasdaiieszyesndsznouduiulunmsdeusesnnuldudsveuindny Ineh
ANBIIBINIBIBINBINONITNOUNIINANEATNIBIBINH TUNMIING 100N FUUKHINTN NTOVLUIAATN
° £ aw v v a o Y o o o o 9 A
W ldlunsiveldysuinis 13 lunsinszi Tassadedrduduvesnis Tensaiszuutazniinvens

o J 9

v 4 .
HERAIANUHNIEIINANUFNTUT Y ITeA1N tazmM TN Toeny Tagszasduean1sited Ae tiled131e
¢ = Yy ¥ vy 3 A ol 5] ¢ v A
ﬂ\iﬂﬂﬁgﬂﬂuﬂlﬂ\uiﬂ\‘]ﬂ'ﬂuiﬁuﬂq Ilﬂllﬂ Tﬂi\iﬁﬁWQaWﬂUﬂJumﬂ\iﬂTﬂﬂl Il'Jf,nﬂﬁmﬁguﬂuagﬁ‘lﬂ‘ﬂmﬂ\‘]ﬂ1iuﬁﬂq

v o & = o A
ﬂ’JHJ“HEJWfJi]1ﬂﬂ’ﬂllﬁllW‘L!‘ﬁGU’EN“ISJI?Jﬂ31ﬂiﬂﬂlﬁu1’l§'$uu1ﬂ§\1ﬁ%’1\i!Lﬁﬂ\‘l%}’ﬂﬂ]WNWﬁﬂﬂﬂiWﬂgﬁul]iZIﬂﬂ Hagng

]
A o

A v A ~ Y v v = v ya P o & a
wenTosnnuIasldna lnmsionTesnnuluseannuTdudevenindnmr  doyaininnldimsziluniail fe
~ Y Y o Y ' ~ a a I’ Yo o A I o = a o '
Foanm TAudeiate “msnewiieudainminig lasumsaivayunie v~ ve aindnyiuminedoenyuus
= ~ A a ) A ' P = A ~ = o 2
nisamzideusoudn Mevengeiiemsneuiion Tumamsanyi 1 uaz 2 veslmsAny1 2011 $1UIU 100 Fu

a

= A o 9 v A A = F) " 9 Y 1 ° dy A
Foannuinihunldlumsive Ae Sesnnuindszneudiseymnediaios 3 oymn laun umih iileiies wazunagll
= d’ % o A & A Y v 1o ) a '
iFeesnnunuiaesilsznoudenanee hitelnilusesnnu Tdudwas lidhanlsiudeyalunsimaz
HamM3sInsHveyanyd inAnyfevas 82 aunsadoudenuniuila fosaz 79 awisniden
Tannwwndanveasesnnuld nazdosaz 60 awnsn@ouisz Teanauliaaanluomiwessesnnuld ludiu
& ~ o = v = o v MY ¥ oy o v
ienieana tinAneSosay 94 awnsaideutlsz Tealeanwd iy ld fesaz 90 aunsalsudoanuaivayula
uagdooar 62 awnsaleuszloaasd1d ludiuaglveasesnnu sindneifesas 91 ansnlontls Teans
v
nan$11a Jesaz 69 awnsadoudeanuailld uay Jesaz 39 awsadouszleatlatield nsinsizd
s 9 A v o @ v Y I 1A Yo o
TewnssiszuunaznihiimsuaainnumuenInay duiusvestonnuuaasliiiui insldanyazialyl
a o A ' 4 a o ' o a
Aaitluiesaz 55 Yennuuannlsznendromiteden Aalluesas 39 anvauzarnniall Aailluiesas 4 uay
| ' o A o w ' L a s o o ]
daumienannuasinnudiny 3mmgnisal aadluiesa 2 msinszimsiandeanundnuanaliiviuns
1Funvadui Yovay 54 upuasi Fovaz 40 LazUUULANNININTEANUTEITPEAZ 6 LAZAATIMTAATIZH lIANWY
dfydeanaz lvanudidyvainvates wumsldlannudiAgrainials uindedesas 69 uanunsldlaniw

@

= Ay a s A ] Yo 9 A v o 2 '
IAYLAYINENIDUAS 31 ﬂ'li3!ﬂ§1$Wﬂ?il‘lﬂﬂi\liﬂﬂﬂ’ﬂuwﬂ’ﬂ Uﬂﬁﬂyﬂ"'ﬁﬂﬁﬂ\?ﬂ\i 0T 46.76 ﬁW‘WﬂiWﬂ{]i’JN

e Do

F]
a

o A ¥ Ay ' v P o A S =R
3080 39.77 AUYDY 080T 12.66 NITLUNUNITDIAL 0.81 L!ﬁ%llllW‘]Jﬂﬁblé]fﬂﬁagll’J QWH]%UHNﬂi%Tﬂ‘Huﬂﬂuﬂﬁﬂ‘HW

Tugumsseuiseelngesaseannulduds anusanuueatlss Toa tazanuaoanas o5 sany

292 ¥Th




