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Abstract

In conveying their ideas in writing, students often found some difficulties in composing sentences. The sentences
composed, are not clear in terms of the unity of ideas, so that the ideas conveyed could not be understood well.
Based on this situation, the main purpose of this study was to describe sentence unity used in the composition of
grade VI students in Bali Province. The data were collected through document recording method of 120
compositions, each consisting of 3 paragraphs. The collected data were analyzed through Burton-Roberts
analysis model. The results showed that there are 1.035 sentences. Of all the sentences, 984 sentences were
categorized to have clear unity of ideas and 51 sentences were not clear in unity of ideas. The sentences in which
the unity of the idea was unclear caused by the absence of Subject (S) and Predicate (P), only include adverbials;
without S, or without P. Based on the results obtained, it was suggested to the students to keep on paying attention
on sentence unity in writing essay for the effectiveness of the ideas delivered.
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I. Introduction

In conveying ideas in writing, students often found some difficulties composing sentences. The sentences
composed, were not clear in terms of the unity of ideas and structures, so that the ideas conveyed could not be
well understood. Therefore, a sentence became very important to be understood and mastered when conveying
ideas, both orally and in writing. A sentence is a sequence of words that make sense (Reyner, 2016; Collins &
Stabler, 2016; Robert-Burton, 1997). Another opinion revealed that a sentence is a relation between one word
with another. These interrelationships form an understanding (Putrayasa, 2014a; 2014b; 2014c). Meanwhile,
another expert revealed that phrase is a string of words which carries a full idea (Collin & Stabler, 2016, Osborne,
et.al, 2012). In the string of the words, there are ideas submitted, which are represented at least through subject
and predicate elements (Batterink & Neville, 2013). The elements of a sentence have a harmony between the
formers, the harmony of the subject with the predicate, the harmony of the predicate with the object, the harmony
of the predicate with the adverbs (Robert-Burton, 1997; Putrayasa, 2014a). In addition to the harmony, another
aspect to be considered in the sentence is the type of sentence used, the unity of the sentence, and the sentence
structure used in delivering ideas (Clifton & Frevier, 2010; Putrayasa, 2014b). The harmony of sentence elements,
sentence unity, and sentence structure were what needs to be understood and mastered when communicating.
However, words strings were often discovered without full comprehension, both used in oral communication and
written communication. One of these written communications was in a student’s composition. A composition is a
combination of several interconnected sentences, containing ideas. The composition was used only as a mean to
analyze the sentences made by the students in their essay. In composing, students employed word strings to
deliver their ideas, but there are some that did not contain a complete idea (understanding). This incomplete idea
was shown by the nonpresence of Subject and Predicate. This was what made the students’ composition
interesting to be analyzed from the aspect of sentence unity and structure. These aspects could refine the syntactic
study in the students’ essay. In his research on syntax, especially sentence study, Putrayasa (2008) revealed that
the students still had some difficulties to determine a word function in a sentence structure, whether as subject,
predicate, object, complement, or adverb in a sentence. There were several studies that discussed syntax, among
others: Putrayasa (2008, 2010, 2014), Maimunah (2014), and Baryadi (2014). The studies that had been
conducted did not discuss in detail matters relating to sentence unity and sentence structure.
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Putrayasa’s research (2008) which was conducted in Singaraja City only studied the subjects and predicates in
students’ essay through qualitative and quantitative approach. In 2010, a research on syntactic studies was
conducted again, but only studied the mastery of students in distinguishing elements of objects and complements.
Maimunah's study (2014) only examined clauses in terms of functions, categories, and roles in the Surah Al-
Qari'ah’s translation. The study had not been comprehensive, had not touched on sentence unity and structure in
the Surah Al-Qari'ah’s translation. Meanwhile, a research conducted by Baryadi (2014) only discussed the
sequences of clauses in subordinative compound sentences in Indonesian language studied from a syntactic
perspective.

A fairly comprehensive research related with the study of syntax, especially sentence elements but done
separately, also conducted by Putrayasa (2014). His research examined the different elements of objects and
adverbial. The results showed that students' ability was still low (average: 5.75) in determining the elements of the
sentences. This was due to the poor students’ understanding on the concept of sentences, the concept of the
elements that form sentences in terms of type, unity, and structure. This poor understanding was added by the lack
of exercises on how to determine sentence elements. With such poor understanding and practice, this would have
an impact on the low quality of the language (sentences) used in conveying ideas, both orally and in writing.
Based on the above description of the background, the making of a study and theory about syntax, especially
regarding sentence unity and structure, seemed urgent to do. This study had a strategic position as a basis for
further research development and could be practically used as a reference of knowledge in delivering ideas orally
or in writing. According to the description of the research and statements of earlier scholars and researchers, the
mastery of syntax (especially sentences) could be understood in at least two aspects of the study: sentence unity
and sentence structure. However, the problem that is focused in research is how was the unity of the sentence in
the essay of the sixth grade students of elementary school in Bali province?

1. Method

The design used in this research was descriptive qualitative design. The source of research data was the essays of
grade VI students in the province of Bali. The sample determination used random area sampling technique,
namely random to elementary school representing North Bali, South Bali, West Bali, and East Bali. Each of these
areas was represented by Buleleng Regency representing North Bali, Tabanan representing South Bali, Jembrana
representing West Bali, and Karangasem representing East Bali. From each district was be taken 3 elementary
schools, each with good category, medium, and less. Of each elementary school was taken 10 students ‘essays.
Thus, a total of 12 elementary schools and 120 student essays were used as samples of year | as shown in the table
below.
Table 2.1: School Samples and Students’ Essays

No. | District The Number of | The Number of
Elementary Students’Essays
Schools

1 Buleleng 3 10

2 Tabanan 3 10

3 Jembrana 3 10

4 Karangasem 3 10

Total 12 120

The method used in collecting data was document recording method. The collected data were analyzed through
Robert-Burton analysis model.

I11. Finding and Discussion

The data studied came from the essays of grade VI students in Bali province. The total number of essays was 120,
each of which consisted of 3 paragraphs. The total number of sentences was 1,035. This whole sentence was
examined from the aspect of sentence unity and structure, as shown in the description below.

Sentence Unity in the Essays of Grade VI Elementary School Students in Bali Province

Based on data analysis conducted, it was discovered sentence unity in the essay of grade VI elementary school
students as shown in Table 3.1 below.
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Table 3.1: Sentences Unity in the Essays of Grade VI Elementary School Students in Bali Province

No. Sentence Unity Frequency | Total
1 With S and P 984 984
2 Without S and P 23 23

3 Without S (Only Containing P) 18 18

4 Without P (Only Containing S) 10 10
Total 1.035

The above table showed that almost all data (984 sentences) fulfilled the elements of sentence unity, namely
Subject and Predicate elements. There are 23 sentences that did not fulfil unity, i.e. did not contain S and P, 18
sentences without S or contained only P, and 10 sentences without P or contained only S. Analyzing from the
number of sentences that fulfilled the elements of unity, it showed that the students understand very well how to
express idea so that the ideas conveyed can be well understood by the reader. Of course, the ideas conveyed
through the sentences had to contain a complete idea. In order for the sentences conveyed contained a complete
idea, there should be a subject and predicate. This was in accordance with the opinions of Robert-Burton (1997)
and Nordquist, R. (2016) which revealed that a sentence must contain a subject and a predicate. With the
existence of the subject and predicate in a sentence, then the sentences were easy to understand because it already
contained complete ideas. This opinion was supported by the research results conducted Putrayasa (2017a, b)
which revealed that easily-understood sentences are the sentences that contain the elements Subject and Predicate.
It is this Subject and Predicate elements that provide complete idea. Meanwhile, a string of words containing no
subject and predicate elements, containing only element S, and containing only P elements can be cited as shown
in the data example below. (More data can be seen in the attachment).

1) does not contain element S and P:
- Pada hari libur kemarin. (Kr.1/P1/SD5.J).
2) does not contain S (contains only P):
- Selalu membuat seluruh kurcaci tersenyum bahagia. (Kr.1/P1/SD6.J).
3) does not contain P (contains only S):
- Pantai sanur dan pantai kuta. (Kr.10 / P2 / SD1.J).

The above examples are strings of words that do not contain a complete idea, since there are no S and P elements
(in Example 1), no S element (in Example 2), and no P element (in example 3). The three strings of the words in
the above examples are not sentences, because they do not contain a complete idea. In order for the word strings
contains a complete idea, there should be S and P element in it. The existence of S and P elements make the word
strings classified as sentence. This is consistent with the opinion (Reyner, 2016; Collins & Stabler, 2016; and
Clifton & Frevier, 2010) stating that a sentence is a string of words that have complete idea. This complete idea is
characterized by the presence of elements S and P.

1V. Conclusions and Recommendations

Based on the results and data analysis above, it could be concluded as follows. 1) The essays of grade VI of
elementary school students in Bali Province pointed that: (a) almost all sentences (984 pieces) fulfilled sentence
unity, namely Subject and Predicate elements; (b) there were 23 sentences that did not comply with the unity
element, i.e. not containing S and P; (c) 18 sentences without S or containing only P; and (d) 10 sentences without
P or containing only S. Based on these conclusions, it could be recommended that the sentence unity in conveying
ideas should be maintained so that communication, both orally and in writing, became effective.
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