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Abstract

This study aims to investigate linguistic cohesion in student written

discourse . The researcher used descriptive analytical method
guantitatively and qualitatively init's design . The researcher used two
instruments to collect the data of , which were students written work and
questionnaire for teachers in two Sudanese Universities . The sample of the
study consisted of 60 students written work and 50 teachers at Sudanese
universities . both subject were study and teach English language third year .

The data were analyzed by using the statistical program (SPSS) then were
textual analysis of the subjects the teachers questionnaire and students written
work .

The analysis of the data showed that there were weaknesses in using some
grammatical devices in student students written discourse , that due to their
ignorance of grammatical cohesion moreover students at Sudanese universities
are not able to produce well coherent text.

At the end of the study the researcher presented some recommendations . these
recommendations focused on paying more attention to the use of grammatical
cohesion in designing syllabuses and in teaching language , moreover students at
Sudanese universities should receive more practice in using grammatical devices.



Vi

Abstract Arabic version

» .S‘ S.a

Claalally 4 31V Al Q) 4 g8l a gaail) 8 5 salll o) i) Cand Al jall Cbon
axdinl Al all by pead | S LS dia ol sl rgiall aalyl) Ui a8l agily gl
Al

LA gud) Claaladly Tyl red o Wlla e (pe Al all die C S5

(SPSS ) (Suan¥) Jalaill zeals y aalill aadial Gl jall ciliby Jalail

Al Lgalasin) o Cum (g sadll Jay 5 < sl aladial b liea @llia o)) cllall Julas el
aaa s WS oS,

sl Tl 5l A1y alaia WU Lgde Juaniall gl ¢ gun e Gl aa gl Hlialdl 8
el g Gaadaill (e 3 e Cpplall Unely oam ol LaS Lo )15 e liall et die



Vi

Lists of the tables

Table 2-2 Demonstrative reference the questionnaire

Table 2-3 comparative reference

Table 3-1 shows the numbers of teachers and their responses

Table 3-1 shows chi- square , df, sig and median of scales of the

teachers questionnaire

Table .4-1 EFL students in Sudanese universities are weak in

producing well coherent written discourse

Table 4-2 EFL students in Sudanese universities don’t use sufficient

grammatical devices in their written discourse

Table 4-3 EFL students in Sudanese universities don’t usually use

demonstrative as reference in their written discourse

Table 4-4 EFL students in Sudanese universities face some problems in
using pronouns to refer to other nouns or noun phrases in their
written work

Table 4-5 Conjunctions as cohesive devices are not used appropriately
in EFL students written discourse in Sudanese universities

Table 4- 6 Additive cohesive devices( e g and ,for instance ) are not
used appropriately in EFL students written discourse in Sudanese
universities

Table 4-6 There are some weaknesses in using adversative cohesive( e g
however ,but ect devices in EFL students in Sudanese universities
written discourse

VI




Table 4- 7Causal cohesive devices ( e g because ....) are not appropriately
used by EFL students in Sudanese universities in their written discourse

Table 4- 8Temporal cohesive ( e g first to sum up ....) are rarely used
correctly by the EFL students in Sudanese universities in their written
discourse

Table 4- 9EFL students in Sudanese universities are unable to use ellipsis
(nominal , verbal or clausal ) in their written discourse.

Table 4=10 EFL students in Sudanese universities are unable to use
substitution (nominal , verbal or clausal ) in their written discourse

Table 4-11 EFL students in Sudanese universities don’t receive enough
practice on grammatical cohesion

Table 4-12The weaknesses of using grammatical devices in EFL students in
Sudanese universities are due to ineffective teaching methods

Table 4-12The weaknesses of using grammatical devices in EFL students in
Sudanese universities are due to ineffective teaching methods

Table 4- 13The syllabuses in EFL Sudanese universities don’t cover all the
uses of grammatical cohesion in written discourse

Table 4-14Using grammatical devices is a real problems to EFL students
in Sudanese universities which teachers usually come across

Table 4-14 3: shows students use of demonstrative

Table 4-15 shows students uses of pronoun as reference

Table 4-2-3 Learner’s use of additive cohesive devices

IX




List of graphs

Graph 4-1 shows the student use of
demonstrative

Graph 4-2 shows students uses of pronoun
as reference

Graph 4-3 show the use of additive devices

Graph 4-4 Learner’s use of adversative
cohesive

Graph 4-5 Learner’s use of temporal
cohesive

XI




Chapter one

Introduction



Chapter Two



