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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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