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An Empirical Study of Writing Instruction Focusing on Cohesion and Coherence in
Reference to Motivation for Learning English
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This longitudinal study explored the effects of writing instruction focusing

on cohesion and coherence on the quality of novice EFL learners’ expository writing, in relation
to individual learner differences such as motivation toward English learning, writing anxiety,
writing strategy use, and L2 proficiency. The participants were 94 Grade 12 Kosen students
attending a semi-writing-focused English course. The research instruments were questionnaires, a
standardized proficiency test, and two take-home paragraph writing tasks, each of which was
evaluated by three raters for its overall quality and coherence.
Contrary to expectations, the results showed no significant improvement in scales in motivation,
overall quality, coherence, and writing anxiety. The only immediate effects observed were the
participants’ more careful use of “ global planning” and their improved self-efficacy in writing,
the latter of which was supported by the answers to an open-ended retrospective survey.
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