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ABSTRACT

Recently in Western and non-Western countries there has been a great
interest in the studies on research article introductions. However, in Indonesia this
research topic has received less attention. In this present study, the researcher
evaluates the introduction chapter of a linguistics thesis written by an Indonesian
EFL undergraduate student. The purpose is to find and explain some discrepancies
between international expert readers’ expectations and the student’s practice in a)
presenting the sentences and paragraphs, and b) presenting and organizing the text
contents. The researcher also interviews the student to reveal some possible reasons
for the available discrepancies. The evaluation findings show that the student’s
writing is still inconsistent with the expert readers’ expectations. The result of the
interview exposes that the student has received insufficient information about expert

readers’ expectations for research article writing.

Key words: EFL student’s thesis introduction chapter; expert readers’ expectations;

discrepancies
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

1. 1 Background of the study

Studies on research article introductions, which previously were conducted
mostly by Western scholars, recently have also received considerable attention from
non-Western ones. Among the non-Western researchers are Chalermsri Jogthong,
Ria Rosdiana Jubhari, Pejman Habibi and Ummul K. Ahmad. Jongthong (2001) has
found, among other things, that unlike English writers, Thai research article writers
avoided criticizing and evaluating the works of others. In Jubhari’s (2003) study, the
focus is on cultural influences on the rhetorical structure of Indonesian
undergraduate thesis introductions. Another study, by Habibi (2008), results in some
marked differences in research introductions across three disciplines (English for
Specific Purposes, Psycholinguistics, and Sociolinguistics) in terms of Swales’
(1990) CARS model, whereas Ahmad (2011) describes the linguistic and rhetorical
characteristics in research article introductions in Malay.

Besides the various foci of the studies on research article introductions, it is
generally accepted that to be internationally recognized, the introduction of a

research article is expected to follow the international academic writing conventions
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in the related discipline. In addition to the conventions, some academic writing
scholars have presented ideas to improve the quality of the writing.

One of the scholars, John M. Swales (1990), introduced the model of
Creating a Research Space, or CARS, which consists of three moves: establishing a
territory, establishing a niche, and occupying the niche. The model emphasizes that
in the introduction section of a research article, the research topic should be related
to previous relevant studies. In relation to thesis writing, this assertion should be
interpreted as follows: A thesis will be regarded as valuable by relevant experts if its
introductory paragraph presents a) a problem that is worth studying and has never
been studied before; or b) a problem that has been studied but still needs a further
study or more.

On the contrary, a thesis will not deserve good appreciation from expert
readers if the introduction presents

1. anew but unimportant problem and thus not worth studying, or

2. an interesting problem having been studied previously but promising no
different, valuable findings, or

3. aworth studying problem that is reported in confusing and uninteresting

ways.

The argument above is in line with an opinion that research article writers
must “understand the directions in which a field is developing at any given time and
possess the rhetorical savvy necessary for positioning their work within it”
(Berkenkotter & Huckin,1995, p. 3). This quotation is relevant to the responsibility
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of a thesis writer, who is required to possess sufficient knowledge about the
development of the field of his/her study so as to be able to make a fresh contribution
to disciplinary knowledge. Other requirements for writing a good thesis are the
writers’ sufficient writing knowledge, skills and practice that should be demonstrated
in the use of the language and discourse elements in the text (Zhou, 2007). In this
current research, the text is the introduction chapter, which has a specific and
important function in a thesis. The function is specific because it is different from the
functions of the other chapters of the thesis, and it is important because the
introduction will determine the expert readers’ responses toward the whole thesis.

In practice, however, those requirements are not always well fulfilled, at least
in the teaching-learning setting. On one hand, teachers would regard research paper
writing as a specific assignment that “produces such a discrepancy between what
[the teachers} hope for and what [they] get” because “students are generally
unfamiliar with the conventions and expectations of academic discourse” (Sutton,
2000, p. 446). On the other hand, the teachers who decide whether or not a student’s
research paper is acceptable may have certain reasons for not conforming to the

international writing conventions and expert readers’ expectations.

1. 2 Identification of the problem

With the idea of discrepancy in mind, I realize that up to 2011, when this
study is conducted, the theses written by students of an English department have
showed some inconsistencies with expert readers’ expectations. The main
discrepancy is found in the absence of the review of previous relevant studies in the
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students’ theses. | also detect some discrepancies between the students’ language and

the academic language expected to be used in an academic paper.

1. 3 Limitation of the study

The source of the data is the introductory chapter of an English as a Foreign
Language (EFL) undergraduate student’s thesis that belongs to Linguistics
concentration. However, this study only evaluates the longest part of it, which is
subtitled the Background of the Study. The other parts of the same chapter are not
evaluated because each of them is too short, consisting of not more than one
paragraph so that the structure and the language are too simple to evaluate.
Moreover, only one thesis was chosen to be the data source because it had reflected
what the department considered to be a good thesis. The evaluation was only
conducted to the sentences, paragraphs, and the contents as well as the structure of
the contents. This study does not evaluate the grammar, diction, or the ways the

writer cites from the sources.

1. 4 Statement of the problem
The problems in this study are formulated as follows:
1. What discrepancies have occurred between the student’s introductory
chapter and expert readers’ expectations?

2. Why have the discrepancies occurred?

1. 5 Purpose and significance of the study

This study is conducted to reveal



1. The discrepancies between the student’s introductory chapter and expert
readers’ expectations.

2. The possible reasons for the discrepancies to occur.

The results of this study are significant for thesis writers who wish to learn about
expert readers’ expectations of a research paper. Moreover, novice researchers who
wish to have their studies internationally recognized may learn from this present
study some ideas to write an introduction chapter that is more consistent with

international academic writing experts’ expectations.

1. 6 Organization of the paper

This paper is divided into five chapters, which are preceded by the Abstract,
the Preface and acknowledgement, and the Table of contents. This present chapter,
Chapter One, presents the Background of the study, the Identification of the problem,
the Limitation of the problem, the Statement of the problem, the Purpose and
significance of the problem, the Organization of the problem and the Methods of
research. In Chapter Two, the Review of the literature, this paper discusses the
necessary theories borrowed from some related sources to support the evaluation.
Chapter Three is the Data collection, which is followed by Chapter Four, the
Evaluation and the findings. Finally, this paper ends with Chapter Five, the
Conclusion and suggestion. At the end of this paper there are the References, which
list the cited sources, and the Appendix, which presents the student’s introductory

chapter and the writer’s Curriculum Vitae.
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1. 7 Research methods

This research is a qualitative genre analysis on an EAP (English for
Academic Purposes) text. The participant was a student who had just passed his
thesis defense examination to get a “Sarjana” degree from an English department of
a private university in Indonesia. He finished his eight-semester studies in 2011, got
A in the thesis defense examination, and his GPA was 3.87 over 4.00; therefore, his
thesis was considered to be one of the good theses in the department.

The data source is the introduction chapter of the student’s thesis. This
chapter contains five parts: the Background of the Study, Statement of the Problem,
Purpose of the Study, Methods of Research, and Organization of the Thesis. Of all
these parts, only the Background of the Study was evaluated because it is the longest
part, containing seven paragraphs.

I evaluated the text to find discrepancies between the student’s writing and
expert readers’ expectations. The evaluation was conducted to the sentences and
paragraphs by using Zhou’s (2007) idea of expert readers’ expectations. Based on
Swales’ (1990) model of CARS, | also evaluated the text’s contents as well as the
structure of the contents. After evaluating the text, | invited the student to be
interviewed. | asked him a number of prepared questions based on Yugianingrum’s
(2010) four requirements for writing an academic paper, to reveal his knowledge and
skills of writing an academic paper. The results of the interview were used to explain
why there were some discrepancies between the student’s writing and expert readers’

expectations.
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CHAPTER TWO

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

To evaluate the data, this study utilizes three theories, namely Zhou’s (2007)
idea of expert readers’ expectation, John Swales’ (1990) model of Creating A
Research Space (CARS), and Yugianingrum’s (2010) four requirements for writing

an appropriate academic paper.

3.1 Zhou’s idea of expert readers’ expectation

About writing a research article introduction Zhou (2007, p. 10) writes, “The
most difficult sentence to write is the first sentence,” because it determines the flow
of the entire introduction. To overcome the problem, Zhou suggests linking it to the
title of the research article. He also states that expert readers expect the writer to
place familiar information at the beginning and new information at the end of a
sentence.

Comparing sentences 1) and 2), Zhou comments that sentence 2) is better

1) Samples for 2-dimensional projection of kinetic trajectories are shown in

Figure 7. T he coil states are loosely gathered while the native states can
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form a black cluster with extreme high density in 2-dimensional projection

plane.

2) Kinetic trajectories are projected onto xx and yy variables in Figure 7. This
figure shows two populated states. One corresponds to the loosely gathered
coil states while the other is the native state with a high density.

because it uses a) a new sentence to smooth the transition between two original
sentences, b) words to link the first to the second sentence and the second to the third
sentence (Figure > This figure; two ...states > coil states), and 3) new information
(coil states) at the third sentence.

Regarding action verbs, he suggests that the action verb in a sentence should
be placed immediately after the subject. If the subject is placed too far from the
action verb, the sentence will be more difficult to understand. The following
sentences show different places of the action verbs (p. 4):

3) The smallest URFs (URFAGL), a 207-nucleotide (nt) reading frame
overlapping out of phase the NH2-terminal portion of the adenosinetrip
hosphatase (ATPase) subunit 6 gene has been identified as the animal
equivalent of the recently discovered yeast H+-ATPase subunit 8 gene.

4) The smallest of the URFs_is URFAG6L, a 207-nucleotide (nt) reading frame
overlapping out of phase the NH2-terminal portion of the adenosinetri-
phosphatase (ATPase) subunit 6 gene; it has been identified as the animal

equivalent of the recently discovered yeast H+-ATPase subunit 8 gene.
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In sentence 3) the action verb has been is placed far from the subject, whereas in
sentence 4) there are two clauses; the action verb is in the first clause is placed
immediately after the subject The smallest of the URFs, and in the second clause the
action verb has been is placed after the subject it.

Zhou also contends that “each sentence should make only one point, which is
emphasized at the end of the sentence” (p. 4). He shows that sentence 6) is better
than sentence 5) because 6) emphasizes the correct point, namely between ...(dG)
and ... (dC), and not direct measurement.

5) The enthalpy of hydrogen bond formation between the nucleoside bases 2-
deoxyguanosine (dG) and 2-xycytidine (dC) has been determined by direct
measurement.

6) We have directly measured the enthalpy of hydrogen bond formation between
the nucleoside bases 2-deoxyguanosine (dG) and 2-deoxycytidine (dC).
Moreover, Zhou insists that a good paragraph should only “tell one story

about one subject, ... start with a topic sentence and end with a summary or
transition sentence for the next paragraph, ... [have] sentences that logically link
each other from the beginning to the end and flow from the old to new information”
(p. 5). He presents an example of such a good paragraph (p. 6):

7) Large earthquake along a given fault segment do not occur at random

intervals because it takes time to accumulate the strain energy for the

rupture. The rates of strain accumulation at the boundaries of tectonic plates

are approximately uniform. Therefore, nearly constant time intervals (at first
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approximation) would be exacted between large ruptures of the same fault

segment. However, the recurrence time may vary; the basic idea of periodic

main shocks may need to be modified if subsequent main shocks have
different amounts of slip across the fault.
In 7), the underlined text indicates the links between the present and the previous

information, which enables readers to understand the text more easily.

2. 2 Swales’ model of CARS
In 1990, Swales wrote Genre Analysis, which presents three rhetoric moves
in the introduction section of a research paper: establishing a territory, establishing a

niche, and occupying the niche. The moves are discussed further as follows.

2. 2. 1 Move 1: Establishing a territory

The writer generally starts by describing the research area by using one or
more of the following strategies:
Step 1.1: Claiming centrality

The writer states that the topic of research is useful, relevant, important, or
worth investigating as it is part of a significant research area. The sentence will
function as the topic sentence of the paragraph that should be followed by supporting
sentences. Example: Recently, researchers have become increasingly interested in ...
Step 1.2: Making topic generalizations

This step contains statements concerning the current state of either
knowledge or practice or description of phenomena. Example: The general features

of ... are well known.
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Steps 1.3: Reviewing items of previous research

The writer relates what has been found or claimed with who has found or
claimed it, for example: Johnson (1990) analyzes the student research paper across
two disciplines. This step is important to show the writer’s current knowledge of the

development of the field related to his/her study.

2. 2. 2 Move 2: Establishing a niche

After claiming the research territory, the writer claims a “niche” for his/her
research. S/he will show that the researched field still needs further studies, or there
are aspects of the previous research that need further investigation.
Step 2.1: Counter claiming

This step is used to introduce an opposing viewpoint or show some
weaknesses in previous studies. Example: However, these findings are challenged by
recent data showing ...
Step 2.2: Indicating a gap in previous research

This step is taken to make topic generalization. Example: Research has
tended to focus on ... rather than ... .
Step 2.3: Raising a question about previous research

This step is meant to argue that previous research needs further studies.
Example: Despite the observations, the mechanism ... has remained unclear.
Step 2.4: Continuing a tradition

This step is frequently signaled by logical connectors, such as Therefore/
Hence/ Consequently/ Thus. Example: Hence, additional studies of ... are needed.

16



2. 2. 3 Move 3: Occupying the niche

The writer presents the solution to help fill the gap, answer the specific
question or continue a research tradition that has been presented in Move 2.
Step 3.1a: Outlining purposes

The writer states the main purpose or aim of the study, for example: The aim
of this paperisto ... .
Step 3.1b: Announcing present research

This step is a n alternative to Step 3.1a and it describes what the research sets
out to accomplish. Example: This thesis proposes a formal procedure for ... .
Step 3.2: Announcing main findings

The writer considers the results to be the most important aspect of the
research. However, not all disciplines allow this step in the introduction section.
Example: The results indicate that this method is effective in ... .
Step 3.3: Indicating the structure of the paper

The writer explains the organization or the structure of the text. This step can
easily be seen in the following example: This paper is structured as follows.
Step 3.4: Evaluation of findings

In this last step, the writer shows how the research results are significant, for
example: The results show that the texts not only contain ... but also have ...

In genre analysis, this CARS model of Swales’ has been the basis of many
analyses of introduction sections that result in some modified models, like what are

shown in Shao Xiaoman’s (2007) discourse analysis of research report introductions,
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Betty Samraj’s (2008) discourse analysis of master’s theses, and Igor Lakic’s (n.d.)

genre analysis of article introductions.

2. 3 Yugianingrum’s four requirements

Yugianingrum (2010) lists four important requirements for a writer to
produce an academic text:

1. Having sufficient exposure to current knowledge relevant to the chosen

topic

2. Conforming to comprehensive, standard conventions of academic writing

3. Implementing things that lead to successful writing

4. Having supports from the writer’s environments

Although the requirements are stated briefly, their realization is not simple,
particularly because of the existing local academic policy. In general, local under-
graduate students are rarely required to read scientific journals containing the current
knowledge relevant to their research topic. It can be said that scientific journals are
not popular among undergraduate students. They do not realize that the preparation
of publishing a text book is longer than that of a journal so that text books are less
current than journals. Moreover, most students are not fully aware of the importance

of conforming to the international conventions of academic writing.
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CHAPTER THREE

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this study, the evaluation was conducted to the Background of the Study,
specifically to its sentences, paragraphs, contents and structure of the contents. To
explain why the discrepancies have occurred between the student’s writing and

expert readers’ expectations, the student was interviewed.

3. 1 Sentences

The sentences in the text are evaluated by considering a) the form and
function of the first sentence of the text, b) the position of the familiar and new
information in a sentence, ¢) the position of the action verb in a clause, and d) the

correct emphasis in a sentence.

3. 1.1 First sentence

The first evaluation was conducted to the first sentence of the text. The title
of the thesis is “The occurrence of humour due to the miscalculation of politeness
strategies used in the series The Office,”” whereas the first sentence in its introduction
chapter is Language is very important in communication. It is apparent that the first

sentence is not related to the title: no word in the sentence refers to any word in the
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title. Theoretically, the first sentence should be linked to the title of the research
article to make the readers more interested in the topic. Thus, the first sentence of

this thesis is not consistent with expert readers’ expectation.

3. 1. 2 Familiar and new information in a sentence
The sentence in paragraph 5, lines 1-3 of the evaluated text presents familiar
and new information in the wrong order.
Politeness strategy belongs to the field of pragmatics, a branch of applied
linguistics, since it deals with how people convey their contextual meaning
within the utterances they make.
The following is the suggested revision of the sentence.
Politeness strategy deals with how people convey their contextual meaning
within the utterances they make. Therefore, it belongs to the field of
pragmatics, a branch of applied linguistics.
The revision shows three better points: a) it splits the previous long sentence into two
shorter sentences, which present different pieces of information; b) it places the
familiar information (about politeness strategy) in the first sentence and puts new
information (about pragmatics) in the second; and c) it uses therefore to link the first

and the second sentences.

3. 1. 3 Action verb
In the following sentence, the subject how the manager, the employees and
the warehouse workers interact with one another is much longer than the subject

predicative clearly depicted, which is indicated by the place of the action verb is.
20



In this film, how the manager, the employees and the warehouse workers
interact with one another is clearly depicted. (par. 6, lines 10-12)
The suggested revision below shows that the action verb depicts occurs much closer
to the subject This film.
This film clearly depicts how the manager, the employees and the warehouse

workers interact with one another.

3. 1. 4 Correct emphasis
The phrase the elements that make this series interesting as well as humorous
in the data is placed at the end of the sentence and thus the sentence emphasizes the
wrong point.
The rivalry among some of the workers, the love affairs between workers,
and even problems in the office are the elements that make this series
interesting as well as humorous.(par. 6, lines 5-7)
To emphasize the correct point, which is the rivalry among some workers, the love
affairs between workers, and even problems in the office, the sentence should be
revised to be as follows:
This series has been made interesting as well as humorous by its elements,
namely the rivalry among some workers, the love affairs between workers,

and even problems in the office.
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3. 2 Paragraphs
The evaluation of the seven paragraphs in the text is focused on the
presentation of the topic sentence in a paragraph and the rule of one topic sentence in

one paragraph.

3. 2. 1 Presentation of the topic sentence

In the first paragraph of the text, the first sentence does not make the topic
sentence of the paragraph and it does not link to the second sentence either.
Therefore, the sentence is considered to be redundant.

Language is very important in communication. One must know how to

conduct his speech well in order to make the conversation run smoothly.
The sentences above can be improved by restructuring the ideas as follows:

In oral communication, the participants must know how to conduct their

speech appropriately to make the conversation run smoothly.

3. 2.2 One topic in one paragraph

Another problem occurs in paragraph 6: It evidently presents two topic
sentences, namely The source of data ...is ... . (lines 1-3) and | am interested in this
film because ... . (lines 7-10). To correct the mistake, the paragraph should be split

into two, each presenting only one topic sentence.

3. 3 Contents and structure of the contents
The moves found in the data can be presented as follows:

Paragraph 1: presenting a definition of a utilized term: Politeness strategy is ... .

22



Paragraph 2: introducing the topic of the thesis: The topic of this thesis is ... .

Paragraph 3: explaining the importance of politeness strategy in communication:
Should they not use politeness strategies well in communication, funny things
will appear or ... .

Paragraph 4: describing the purpose of the study and the significance of the study: 1
choose this topic because ... .

Paragraph 5: introducing the theories of politeness strategy: Politeness strategy
belongs to the field of pragmatics, a branch of ... .

Paragraph 6: Describing the data source and the reason for the student to choose the
data source: The source of data that | am going to analyze is ... .

Paragraph 7: stating the significance of the study: I hope this analysis can be used as

an additional reference for ... .

It is evident that not all moves of Swales’ model of CARS are employed in
the data. The paragraphs only contain Move 1 and Move 3, which appear in
paragraph 3 (Move 1, step 1.1: claiming centrality);
paragraph 4 (Move 3, step 3.1a: Outlining purposes);
paragraph 2 (Move 3, step 3.1b: Announcing present research)
paragraph 7 (Move 3, step 3.4: Evaluating the findings)

Move 2 does not exist at all due to the fact that in Move 1 there is no step 1.3, which
is reviewing items of previous research.

To make the steps in the data fulfill the requirements for the moves of
Swales’ CARS, the following revision is suggested:

23



Move 1: Establishing a territory

Step 1.1: Claiming centrality: In communication, knowledge of politeness
strategy has great importance for the participants to perform a successful
conversation and to maintain the desired relationship between them.

Step 1.2: Making topic generalization: Various sources of data concerning
the use of politeness strategy in communication has been used in several studies in
..., for instance ... (complete this sentence with the previous relevant studies at least
in the department).

Step 1.3: Reviewing items of previous research

In this step, the student reviews the previous relevant studies at least in the
department by underlining the most important part of the studies, whether it is the
data sources, the research methods or the findings, for example: Observations by X in
... (year of study) suggest that ... .

Move 2: Establishing a niche

Step 2.1b: Indicating a gap
This step shows that the previous research is not complete and it is still possible to
investigate another relevant topic. Example: Previous research has tended to focus
on ... rather than ...

Step 2.1 d: Continuing a tradition: Hence, a study on the occurrence of

humour due to the miscalculation of politeness strategies is worth conducting.
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Step 3.1a: Outlining purposes. This step is not presented in the Background
of the Study as in the student’s thesis introduction, the purpose of the study is stated
in a separate part in the same chapter.

Step 3.1b: Announcing present research: In this thesis, | present an analysis
of ...

Step 3.2: Announcing main findings: From the analysis | can state that ... .

Step 3.3: Indicating structure of the paper. This step is also not presented in
the Background of the Study of the student’s thesis because the organization of the

thesis is put in a separate part in the same chapter.

3. 4 Interview of the student

The interview, which was conducted in one sitting of an informal
conversation, was based on the following questions:

1. What relevant sources have you read to support your thesis writing?

2. What writing guidelines did you use for writing your thesis?

3. What activities have you done to support your thesis writing?

4. What kinds of and how much support did you receive from your
environments to accomplish your thesis writing?

Formerly, the student gave mostly positive answers to the basic questions.
Concerning sufficient exposure to current knowledge relevant to his thesis, he said
that he had learnt the theories from certain books. He also stated that he used the
department’s standard writing manual and did other things leading to successful
writing but he mostly solved his writing problems by himself. Finally, he obtained
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sufficient supports from his environments at least in the forms of necessary time and
finance for doing his research.

However, when the questions were given in detail, his answers showed that
he had not done the following: a) reading necessary relevant research articles, b)
understanding the standard requirements for a good research article, ¢) mastering the
use of English for academic writing, and d) citing appropriately from essential
sources. From the student’s answers, it is also revealed that the department did not
require the student to use previous relevant studies to support his thesis writing. He
acquired the knowledge and skills for writing a thesis mostly from the writing
classes, which did not provide students with sufficient theories and practice for
writing a thesis. Consequently, he did not realize the entire characteristics of the
language for academic writing and consequently his writing was not consistent with

expert readers’ expectations.
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CHAPTER FOUR

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION

This paper has evaluated the introduction chapter of an EFL undergraduate
student’s thesis to show some identified discrepancies between his writing and the
expert readers’ expectations. The student has also answered some questions to reveal
some possible reasons for the occurring discrepancies. The first research question to
answer is What discrepancies have occurred between the introduction chapter of an
EFL undergraduate student’s thesis and expert readers’ expectations? The
evaluation results show that the student’s thesis introduction chapter is inconsistent
with expert readers’ expectations, particularly in the writing of sentences and
paragraphs, and in the contents as well as the structure of the contents.

The student has showed that the first sentence of his introductory chapter has
no immediate relation with the title. This practice indicates that the student has failed
to fulfill the expectation of expert readers, which requires the first sentence of an
introduction to attract the readers’ attention to the research topic.

A quality scientific paper is expected to present sentences that are reader
oriented, which means that the readers will understand the message in the sentences
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easily. However, some sentences in the data show certain problems that may cause
the readers to have some difficulty in understanding the message accurately. The
problems include the placement of familiar and new information, the distance
between the subject and the action verb, and the emphasis of the right point in a
single sentence. By presenting such problems, the student shows discrepancies
between his writing and expert readers’ expectations.

More discrepancies are found in the writing of the paragraphs. In the first
paragraph, the student presented the first sentence that does not make the topic
sentence of the paragraph and it does not link to the next sentence either. Therefore,
the first sentence does not determine the flow of the idea in the paragraph and thus it
IS not consistent with expert readers’ expectations. In addition, the student presents
two topic sentences in paragraph 6 so that the paragraph fails to fulfill expert
readers’ expectations about one topic in one paragraph.

Concerning the contents and the contents’ structure in the data, the evaluation
found that not all moves of Swales” model of CARS are employed in the text, which
becomes the most important finding in this study because theoretically, an acceptable
study should be based on previous relevant studies. It is evident that in presenting
Move 1, which is establishing the territory, the student does not review items of
previous research. Consequently, the student is not able to claim a “niche” for his
research, which should be presented in Move 2 (establishing a niche). This move
does not exist at all in the text. This fact indicates that the student is not aware of the

importance of presenting and discussing previous relevant studies in his introduction.
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To answer the second research question, which is Why have the discrepancies
occurred?, I have interviewed the student to reveal the possible reasons for the
occurring discrepancies. Although the student admitted that he had sufficient
knowledge and skills as well as necessary efforts and supportive environments to
accomplish his thesis, | detected that he had not received necessary information
about expert readers’ expectation for research article writing. The student explained
that what he had done in his thesis writing had fulfilled the expectations of the
supervisors, evaluators and examiners in the department, which is evident in the
score A he received in the thesis defense examination. However, this score A does
not mean that the student’s introduction has fulfilled expert readers’ expectations.

To improve the standard of thesis writing in the related department, it is
suggested that thesis writers, supervisors, evaluators and examiners should always
improve the department’s thesis writing guidelines so that it would be more helpful
for thesis writers. It is expected that by so doing the department would make students
produce at least an introduction that is more consistent with expert readers’
expectations. Also, a class to prepare students for writing a thesis that is consistent
with expert readers’ expectations is necessary for the intended improvement. It is
hoped that in the future, a student who receives grade A in the thesis defense
examination will have presented an introduction section that fulfills expert readers’

expectations.
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APPENDIX
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