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ABSTRACT 

 

The objectives of this study were to describe the cognitive process occurs during the 

prewriting phases of argumentative writing among the undergraduate students and to 

explain why such cognitive process are realized in undergraduate students of 

prewriting phases in argumentative writing. This study is limited to the study of the 

cognitive process in prewriting phases for undergraduate students. This study is 

followed the theory of Kellog (1990:327) about the the activities in prewriting phases 

consist of (1) Collecting Information, and (2) Planning text. In accordance to the 

theory and research purposes, descriptive qualitative research design was 

appropriately implemented in the study. The data of this research were the students’ 

students utterances, which were collected through semi-structured interviews and 

interpreted through the Kellog’s Theory. The reason why the students should apply 

the prewriting phases were: (1) there was misconception of argumentative writing, 

(2) there was no knowledge about the generic structure of argumentative, (3) there is 

no awareness that in argumentative writing, the students should talk the 

controversial part of the topic, and (4) the students do not know that they have to 

state explicitly their standing point towards an issue and provided the reasons, facts, 

and empirical evidences. This leads to conclusion that cognitive process in 

prewriting is important to be applied in students writing process. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 Cognitives process refers to the knowledge, information and what is going on the 

writers’mind. Cognitives process is relate to the writers’thinking skill which require them 

to think critically and logically in the phases of writing. According to Flower and Hayes 

(1981:367), cognitive process of writing can be identified by studying the writers’ action 

about what should do in writing phases. 

 Kellog (1990:327) stated that in writing phases, there are some linier steps that the 

writers’ should follow, they are:  

(a) Prewriting Phases, the first phases of writing which the writer prepare all the 

information and planning what should do along the writing process. In this phases, 

writer must think bout the generating ideas based on the topic and organize the plan 

for next phases.  

(b) First drafting, the writers transferred the generating ideas and plans into complete 

sentence. The writer should construct the sentence into paragraph by relating each 

ideas, then it can be complete paragraph.  

(c) Subsequent draft, it is revising phases of the writing. The writers revise the written 

text that has been written before based on the generating ideas. 

Based on Kellog (1990: 327) the qualites of writing document in terms of content 

and style, the fluency of composing, and the characteristics of prewriting plan (topic, 

ideas, and organization) is caused by clustering and outlining. That is why, prewriting 

phases is really important because it can help the writer to increase the writing 

performance. Thus, the writer will not wasting the time just to think about what topic, 

ideas, and organization that will be presented in the written text. 

 Argumentative text is a kind of text that requires the writers to think critically and 

logically. In writing the argumentative text the writer must do some creative and 

productive activities. Argumentative text is a text which bring the writer to the inquiry 

and critical thinking level. The aim in writing the argumentative is to persuade the 

readers to agree with the writer’s point of view. 

 

METHODOLOGY 

 Various  ways experienced by  every  single  writer  in  exploring  inspiration, 

starting  to  write,  developing  ideas  and  arguments,  revising  draft  and  determining  

them  as  final drafts. Learning  from  advanced  writers  is fruitful  efforts to  evolve  the  
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writing  competence. Experiences,  cognitions,  interests,  values,  stylistics,  metaphors,  

and mechanics  are  influential aspects in enriching their works, Fadhly and Ratnaningsih 

(2017) According to this idea, the students' cognitive process can evolve the writing 

competence as the writer can explore many ideas and inspirations. Wahdan and 

Buragohain (2019) assert in integrating the process writing approach and the five writing 

strategies (cognitive, meta-cognitive, social, affective and compensation) into  the three 

stages  of writing: (1) The Pre-writing Stage, (2) The Writing Stage (drafting, revising 

and editing) and The Post-writing Stage (publishing and reflection). Various 

recommendations and suggestions for further research were provided. Cognitives process 

is relate to the writers’ thinking skill which require them to think critically and logically 

in the phases of writing. Kellog stated that there are some important phases should be 

followed by the writer such as: (a) Prewriting; (b) First draft; and (c) Subsequent draft. 

 This study was conducted by using descriptive qualitative research design. The data 

of this research were the students’s utterances of reasons why the students should apply the 

prewriting phases. Furthermore, the source of the data was an online undergraduate 

students of Universitas Negeri Medan. The data were collected by using interview 

techniques. Meanwhile, field notes used to avoid miss information that needed for the 

research. Data condensation, data display, and conclusion drawing and verifying were 

technique of data analysis. Furthermore, to make the trustworthiness of this research, it 

applied audit trail which is provide a mechanism by which others can determine how 

decisions were made and the uniqueness of the situation. 

 

FINDING AND DISCUSSION 

The answers of the research problem–the reasons why the subject apply these 

cognitive process are: 

Data 1a 

Interviewer :  Menurut pendapatmu, apakah yang dimaksud dengan argumentative 

writing? 

Interviewee:  Menurut saya, argumentative teks itu adalah teks yang berisi tentang 

pendapat-pendapat yang saya miliki mengenai topiknya. 

 

Based on the data above, the subjects have misconception of argumentative 

writing, they may think that writing argumentative writing does not need reasons, 
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empirical evidences to support their claim. They may think that writing is simply the 

expression of their thought, so what they have in their mind is simply needed to be 

expressed. 

Data 1b 

Interviewer: Apa saja generic structure yang terdapat dalam sebuah argumentative 

writing? 

Interviewee: Generic sturucture argumentative writing yaitu: title, thesis statement, 

argument and conclusion. 

 

Based on the data above, it showed tha the subjects do not realize or do not have 

the knowledge for the generic structure of argumentative, and consequently they just list 

what ever coming up in their mind. That is why, they do not put the information and 

ideas which is really need for the argumentative text. 

 

Data 1c 

Interviewer: Hal apa saja yang bisa kamu cantumkan saat menulis argumentative 

writing? 

Interviewee: Hal yang bisa dicantumkan adalah argumen yang saya miliki dan 

beberapa pendapat ahli terkait topik yang ada 

The subjects do not realize that in argumentative writing, the writer should talk 

the controversial part of the topic, and consequently they just write their opinions as if 

they were explaining something; not arguing something. In other words, the subjects just 

put on one side of the topic which show that they always stay on either pro or contra. 

 

Data 2d 

Interviewer: Bagaimana mendukung pendapat yang kamu tulis dalam sebuah 

argumentative text? 

Interviewee: Untuk mendukung pendapat saya dalam teks argumentative yang saya tulis 

adalah memberikan bbrapa contoh kasus terkait dengan topik dan informasi 

dari beberapa sumber terkait dengan topik. 

 

Based on the data above, the subjects do not know that they have to state 

explicitly their standing point towards an issue and provided the reasons, facts, and 
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emvirical evidences to support their claim. The subject just put the case which happen in 

reality as the example relate to the topic. Consequently, the formulation of their standing 

points is not explicitly stated in the form of claim but preclaim.   

Based on the data analysis, the result of this study was found that there are four 

reasons why the students apply this cognitive process, they are:  

(1) The subjects have misconception of argumentative writing, they may think 

that writing argumentative writing does not need reasons, empirical evidences 

to support their claim. 

(2) The subjects do not realize or do not have the knowledge the generic structure 

of argumentative, and consequently they just list what ever coming up in their 

mind.  

(3) The subjects do not realize that in argumentative writing, the writer should 

talk the controversial part of the topic, and consequently they just write their 

opinions as if they were explaining something; not arguing something.  

(4) The subjects do not know that they have to state explicitly their standing point 

towards an issue and provided the reasons, facts, and emvirical evidences to 

support their claim. Consequently, the formulation of their standing points is 

not explicitly stated in the form of claim but preclaim. 

 

CONCLUSION 

Based on the analysis, the cognitive process of the students’ prewriting phase does 

not give any effect to the quality of the argumentative writing unless they do not have 

any missconception about argumentative writing. It means that the subjects’ should 

understand about argumentative writing, what should be put on it and what is needed. 
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