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ABSTRACT 

 

This thesis deals with the semantic relations of word, phrase, clause, 

sentence, and paragraphs within the orientation of the short story "The Murders in 

the Rue Morgue" written by Edgar Allan Poe. This thesis aims to explore cohesion 

and coherence within the orientation of the short story using the discourse analysis 

model. This thesis used mixed quantitative and qualitative research design methods 

and the observational approach to uncover the cohesive devices used in the 

orientation section. The analysis showed that cohesion exist within the text. The 

cohesive devices in the orientation section comprise grammatical cohesion: 

reference, substitution, ellipsis, conjunction, and lexical cohesion: reiteration and 

collocation. Thus, the cohesive devices within the short story's orientation reinforce 

and achieve coherence. 

Keywords: coherence; cohesion; discourse analysis; short story 

  


