ABSTRAK

Kajian inil mel angkaui batasan tatabahasa, iaitu
menyent uh tentang wacana bahasa Mel ayu dengan tunpuan
t er hadap wacana kl asi k dan moden. Dual aspek penting yang
nmendasar i sesebuah  teks, ifaltu tautan dan runtutan
nmenj adi fokus utama dal am penyelidi kan inil Menyel i di ki
aspek tautan tanpal menyinggung aspek runtutan dal am
sesebuah wacana adal ah tidak |engkap kerana kedua-dua
aspek inil saling | engkap nel engkapi. Kedua-dua aspek ini
wal aupun berl ai nan konsep tetapi saling nmenpengaruhi di
dalam tingkat struktur tekstual. Tautan yang nerupakan
unsur bentuk dan runtutan yang nerupakan fungsi nmakna
pada] dasarnya tidaklah dapat di abai kan dal am | apangan
kebahasaan. WAcana yang bertaut umummya bergantung kepada
penggunaan jenis dan subjenis tautan yang betul dan
sesuai manakal a penentuan tingkat keruntutan sesebuah
wacana di t ent ukan ol eh tahap pemahamanan penbaca yang
dibantu oleh faktor bentuk kebahasaan dan |atar belakang
pembaca. Analisis tautan dijal ankan dengan nenbahagi kan
data kajian kepada bilangan  perenggan, uni t t eks,
bilangan ikatan dan diklasifikasikan jenis serta
subj eni s tautan nengi kut nodel tautan yang di kenmukakan
ol eh Halliday dan Hasan (1976) dengan sedi kit penanbahan
unsur parafrasa dan paralelisme yang dikenukakan ol eh de
Beaugrande dan Dressler (1981). Hanpir semua unit teks
menpunyai  sekurang-kurangnya satu ikatan tautan! Jarak



antara unsur tautan dengan unsur yang ditaut juga diberi

perhatian untuk nelihat jarak dekat dan jauh. D dapati

semua jenis tautan Seperti |eksikal, rujukan, penghubung
pangkal ayat | elipsis, penggantian , parafrasa  dan
paral eli sme (kecualil Paralelisme,) tidak di peroleh dal am
Teks Moden) hadir dal am kedua-dua teks kajian. Untuk
mengesan tahap runtutan, nodel yang diperkenal kan ol eh
Alneida  dijadikan | andasan. Mkl umat yang  dikutip
daripada informan Yang terdiri daripada pelajar tahun
pertama mnenj el askan bahawa Teks Modenl (TK) | ebih runtut
dari pada Teks Klasik (TK) . Dapatan  yang diperol eh

menunj ukkan  bahawa tautan bukanl ah penyunbang nutl ak
dal am nenentukan tahap keruntutan seseorang terhadap teks

yang dihadapinya. Ada faktor-faktor lain yang nenbantu
untuk  nel ahirkan teks  yang runtut seperti aspek
kebahasaan dan |atar belakang pembaca| Jenis dan subjenis
tautan walau  bagai manapun memai nkan per anan dal am
menyedi akan jalinan ke arah pencapaian tahap keruntutan.

Tanpd J al i nan unsur-unsur tautan, sudah pasti] nmengganggu
kel ancaran dan kecekapan penbaca dal am nencapai tahap
runtut] Dengan adanya  unsur-unsur tautan ini akan
mengurangkan  bebanan kognitif penbaca untuk nenaham

sesuatu makl umat yang tersirat di dal am sesebuah teks.

Dapat an dari pada kajian inil di harapkan dapat nenberikan

manfaat dari segi penggunaan dan pengajaran bahasa agar

perkembangannya |ebih tuntas]



ABSTRACT

Research in this field has t ouched beyond
granmatical barrier, which is about Ml ay discourse to
specification of traditional and nodern type. The two
main aspects, being the base of text, which are cohesion
and  coherence will be the wmin focus in this
i nvestigation. One who investigates the aspect of
cohesion w thout studying the aspect of coherence jn a
di scourse is not conplete as both are linked to one
another. Although both are different concepts, they are
revealing continuous interplay at the level of textual
structure. Cohesion, being the form and coherence as the
function of neaning should not be ignored in the field of
| anguages. Cohesive discourse, as a whole, depends on the
correct and appropriate usage of types and subtypes
cohesion. On the other hand, the determ nation of the
level of coherence discourse, is based upon the reader's
l evel of wunderstanding, which is assisted by the form of
| anguage and the background of the reader. Analysis of
cohesion was done by dividing data into nunber of
paragr aphs, text units, nunber of ties and being
classified into types and subtypes of cohesion based on
t he nodel of cohesion by Halliday and Hasan (1976) with
sone additional paraphrase and parallelism elenents by
Beaugrande and Dressler (1981). Alnost all the texts

units have at least a tie of cohesion. The di st ance



between elenent of cohesion with the other being cohesive
IS given observation in order to discover the short and
far distance. It has been found out that all the cohesion
types such as lexical, reference, conjunction, ellipsis,
substitution, par aphrase and paral l elism (except
parallelism is not obtained in Mdern Text) exist in both
texts in this research. To study the level of coherence,
the nodel introduced by Al neida (1984), has becone the
standing point of this research. The results collected
fromthe informants who are first year students showed
clearly that Mdern Text (TM is nore coherence than the
Cl assical Text (Tk)/ Studies also revealed that cohesion
Is not the absolute factor in determning the |evel of
coherence of a reader towards the text. There are other
factors that hel ped to produce a coherence text such as
| anguage  aspect and the background of reader. Types and
subtypes of cohesion, however, played a role in preparing
the connection of the l|level of coherence. Absence of
connection fromthe various elenents of cohesion, ]l
inevitably brings about the fluency and the efficiency of
readers in achieving the level of coherence. However, the
presence of elenents of cohesion wll reduce the
cognitive difficulty of the reader to understand the
inplicit content in the texts. The findings of this

research is expected to bring benefit in the area of the

usage and |anguage teaching.
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