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ABSTRACT

This study examined cohesion and coherence in narrative and argumentative

English essays written by 14 Malaysian and 14 Thai second year Medical students at

the National University of Malaysia, in Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia; and at Prince of

Songkla University, Hat Yai, Thailand, respectively. This examination of the essays

written by the two subject groups was aimed at answering four research questions: 1)

Which group uses more cohesive devices? 2) What types of cohesive devices used are

most prominent? 3) What are the similarities or differences of frequencies and types

of cohesion and coherence in the essays written by these two groups? 4) Is there a

relationship between the number of cohesive devices used and writing quality.

Each student was asked to give their demographic information and write two

essays, one narrative and one argumentative essay. In this qualitative and quantitative

mixed type of the study, the quality of the essays was holistically rated and the scores

were grouped using high-low 27% technique followed by the analyses of the cohesive

devices used in each essay.

The series of t-tests performed on the cohesion analysis showed both similarity

and differences. Regarding similarity, both Malaysian and Thai writers used more

syntactic ties (reference and conjunction) than semantic ties (reiteration and

collocation).  The Malaysian writers used more reiteration than the Thai writers, while

the Thai writers used more references in their argumentative essays than the

Malaysian writers. There were no differences in the number of cohesive devices used

between the high and low-rated essays written by these two groups of writers.

It is suggested that ESL/EFL teachers, Thai teachers in particular, should

improve students’ use of semantic ties, teach coherence to the students via ideas and
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organizational emphasis, and train students’ minds and thought processes with

reasonable argumentation through frequent writing practices.


