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CHAPTER V 

CONCLUSIONS, IMPLICATIONS AND SUGGESTIONS 

5.1 Conclusions 

According to findings and discussions that have been presented in previous 

chapter, there are some conclusions that can be drawn from this research. The 

conclusions are classified into two groups. The first group is conclusions that 

answer research question number one as presented in Chapter I. The second group 

is conclusions that answer research question number two. 

The first question is: “What rhetorical moves do occur in undergraduate 

thesis introductions in English Education Study Program at Jambi University, 

according to the modified version of CARS model by Samraj?”. Thus, there are 

some conclusions that can be drawn from this research to answer this questions. 

Which are: 

1) According to the taxonomy by Samraj (2008), rhetorical moves that occur in 

undergraduate thesis introductions in English Education Study Program at 

Jambi University are: Move 1 (M1S1A, M1S2), Move 2 (M2S1, M2S2, 

M2S3) and Move 3 (M3S1, M3S2, M3S3, M3S4) with the absence of some 

steps in Move 1 (M1S1B) and Move 3 (M3S5 steps). 

2) Besides the occurrence of moves and steps from Samraj’s taxonomy, there 

occur other moves and steps from other rhetorical models, too. Namely: (a) 

Move 3, Step 1 (M3S1) and Move 3, Step 6 (M3S6) from the amended 

CARS model (Swales, 2004) and (b) Move 1, Step E (M1SE) Move 3, Step 

C (M3SC) and Move 3, Step D (M3SD) from the PJP model (Safnil, 2000). 
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However, M3SC and M3SD are labeled under Samraj’s M3S1 because of 

their distinct similarity in communicative functions. 

3) There is also one occurrence of unlabeled step that belongs to “Niche 

Establishment” or Move 2 in Samraj’s taxonomy. This step is labeled as 

“X” and its communicative function is to prompt the readers about possible 

problem that may exist in the setting of that research. 

Furthermore, the second and last question of this research is: “How do 

English Education Study Program students in Jambi University organize their 

thesis introductions in terms of rhetorical moves order?”. Thus, there are some 

conclusions that can be drawn from this research to answer this questions. Which 

are: 

1) Using the adapted version of Kaplan’s “inter-cultural thought patterns” 

model (1966), it can be seen that the students prefer to use a linear or 

forward pattern to organize rhetorical moves in their introductions. The 

linear pattern is signalled by the occurrence of M1 → M2 → M3 movement, 

or any particle of that movement. This movement is found in all of the 

samples. 

2) However, some samples contain movement that strays from linear pattern in 

the form of “regression” or “returning to an earlier move”. Regression is 

signalled by the occurrence of M1 ← M2 ← M3, or any particle of that 

movement. 

3) The causes of regression itself are divided into some categories, which are: 

(a) repetition, which means that the writer repeat one (or more) 

point/argument that has been stated earlier without any elaboration or 
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change in its communicative function, (b) repetition with increasing 

specificity, which means that the writer repeat one (or more) point/argument 

that has been stated earlier for the purpose of specifying or elaborating that 

point even further and (c) regression, which means that the writer utilized a 

regression without any repetition and solely for the purpose of going back to 

an earlier move. It can be seen in sample number 6 in which the writer 

closed the “Background of the Research” with Move 2 instead of Move 3. 

5.2 Implications 

Descriptions and explanations that have been presented in earlier sections of 

this research imply that the modified version of Swales’ CARS model by Samraj 

(2008), so far, is compatible with the writing conventions for undergraduate thesis 

introduction in English Education Study Program at Jambi University. However, a 

mixture between Samraj’s taxonomy, the amended CARS model and Safnil’s PJP 

model is more compatible with the writing styles of the students. 

Moreover, the results have shown that rhetorical variations that exist in 

undergraduate thesis introductions by English Education Study Program students 

at Jambi University are not just at level of rhetorical moves occurrence and order, 

but also at the level of global structure of the introductions, because some 

additional sections have been found. 

This finding implies that further analysis with larger size of samples and 

deeper phenomenological approach by interviewing the students and lecturers in 

related study program are needed before any generalization can be applied to the 

members of discourse community of this particular study program in regards to 

undergraduate thesis introduction writing conventions. 
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5.3 Suggestions 

The results of this research suggest that lecturers who deal with academic 

writing subject in general and thesis writing subject in specific could utilize genre 

analysis, concept of rhetoric and various rhetorical models by experts in related 

fields to familiarize and educate their students for pedagogical purposes in the 

classroom settings. By doing that, it is hoped that the lecturers could help 

motivate the students to recognize their own rhetoric abilities and to further train 

such abilities in order to achieve success, especially in term of academic writing. 

The results of this research also suggest that undergraduate students who 

find difficulties in writing the introduction section of their theses could consider 

doing a collective genre analysis involving credible lecturer(s) or educator(s) in 

applied linguistics as the independent rater(s) to better understand about rhetorical 

preferences in their own discourse communities using various rhetorical models 

by experts in related fields. 

Lastly, the results of this research suggest for future researchers that genre 

analysis on various academic genres, despite its considerable lack of popularity in 

smaller academic communities, is actually a lively, significant and beneficial 

research area amongst scholars in discourse analysis and applied linguistics. It 

may also provide direct benefits for the members of discourse communities in the 

real world settings. Thus, more attention, focus and interest should be given to this 

particular research area. 


