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CHAPTER V

CONCLUSION

This chapter is intended to give the conclusion,

summary and some sugdgestions related to this study.

5.1 Summary

This study was carried out to see the students'
mastery on writing coherent compositions. In conducting
this study, first of all, the writer asked 21 students of
Writing IV class as the sample to write compositions
congsisting of 5 paragraphs. Then, the writer analyzed
only the content paragraphs of the compositions to see
how coherent the subjects' supporting sentences are
related to the topic sentence of each paragraph., how
coherent the topic sentences are related to the thesis
gstatement and to see how appropriately the transiticnal
words/phrases are used 1in each paragraph of the
compositions.

After analysing the data through identifying topic
sentence in each paragraph and every sentences 1in each
paragraph, the writer found that only 30% of the whole
paragraphs were coherently written and 70% of them were
incoherently written. There are different factors causing
these non-coherent paragraphs. 38% of the non-coherent

paragraphs are caused by the presence of two main ideas,
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16% of are caused by the irrelevant relationship between
the sentences 1in the paragraph. 6% are caused by
disorderly mixed sentences and 5% of the paragraphs have
incomplete paragraphs development and 5% have missing
transitional sentences.

From the analysis of the transitional words/
phrases used, it was found that 57% of the paragraphs use
the transitional words/phrases excellently, 21% use them
well, 11% use the transitional words/phrases fairly and
the rest 11% of the paragraphs use the transitional
words/phrases poorly. It was also found that the
frequently wused transitional words/phrases between the
paragraphs are: "the first reason" (40%) for the first
content paragraphs, "the second reason (50%) for the
gecond content paragraphs. and "the last reason" (30%)
for the third content paragraphs. The fregquently used
transitional words/phrases within the paragraphs are:
"and" (64% of the addition transitional words/phrases).

"but" (78% of the contrast transitional words/phrases).

5.2 Conclusion

Based on these findings it can be concluded that
most of the students under study found difficulties in
writing their compositions coherently. First, instead of

writing one main idea in one paragraph. most of them
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wrote more than one main idea in one paragraph. Secondly,
they wrote one or two sénténces not rejlated to the topic
sentence. Thirdly, their ideas were not expressed in a
clear order. The sentences which should be interrelated
or should discuss the same thing were put separately.

Looking at the results of the data analysis, one
can conclude tentatively that the writing teachers fail
in carrying out the teaching learning process. However,
if we reconsider that the students had never known about
writing coherence and its use before they entered the
university and teaching of writing at the English
Department each semester lasts only 2x100 minutes per
week, the data analysis results do show that the students
under study have gained a lot of knowledge and skills in
writing coherently in English. From that point of view,
it might be justified to say that the writing teachers of

this Department have not failed after all.

5.3 Suggestions

Based on the findings discussed so far, the
following suggestions are given to the writing lecturers
egpecially those who teach at the English Department of
Widya Mandala University.

First, since the main difficulties is about
providing relevant supporting sentences to deveiop a

topic sentence, it is necessary for the teachers to train
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the students in separating irrelevant sentences from the
relevant ones. The exercise might be asking the students
to select the relevant sentences for the given topic
sentences. For improving the students' ability in writing
one main idea, the teacher might give some sentences and
train the students to classify some similar sentences in
a paragraph which might discuss a certain main idea and
classify some others which discuss different main idea.

Second, students should be encouraged to be self
correctors. They are trained to be critiéal so that they
will Dbe able to select the relevant sentences and group
them. For this purpose, the students should also be
encouraged to do some peer corrections, so that they'will
be more aware to find their own errors.

Third, in this study the kinds of expository
writing written is about cause and effect. It 1is hoped
that there will be a replication study using the others
technique of expository writing for example: comparison
contrast, definition, etc.

Fourth, it 1is also suggested that in further
researches, this kind of study will be conducted to see
the other kinds of writing, such as: narrative or

descriptive writing.
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