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Abstract:  

This study aims to provide a general overview of the grammatical structure of the text 
relating to the exploitation conjunction and relationship interclause in the text notary so 

as to provide an understanding of the meaning of text notary.comprehensively. Based on 
data analysis can know the following things. (1) The text of the grammatical structure is 
dominated by the notary cohesion grammatical marker conjuction; in addition to the 
conjuction, there is also the use of markers substitutes, and deletion; (2) Exploitation 
conjunctions into text characteristics notary for the utilization of unique conjunctions (for 
and on behalf of, so along with, such that, so for, by, and of, by and therefore) in make 
relationships in the text interclause notary. (3) The relationship interclause notary text 
includes clauses complex relationship (paratactic and hypotactic), clause simplex, minor 
clause, and embedded clause; (4) The interpretation of the meaning notary text 
implemented in relation interstructure complex clauses based on the dimensions of 
interdependence (extension, elaboration, enhansi) and semantic logic in the form of 
locutions verbal behavior. 
Keywords: grammatical structure, text notary, exploitation conjunction, the relationship 
interclause  

INTRODUCTION  

A written discourse, in which case the text notary, can be analyzed with variation 

theory approach. This approach focuses on the study of structural theory in the text 

and how the sign and meaning at the level of the clause have contributed to the 

formation of a text (Schriffrin in Djatmika, 2012: 10).  

In this paper will be assessed on (1) how the grammatical structure of the text 

notary by the use of markers of grammatical cohesion?; (2)   how the exploitation of 

conjunctions in the grammatical structure of the text notary?; (3) how the relationship 

interclause the grammatical structure of the text notary?; and (4) how the interpretation 

of the text's meaning notary?   

METHOD 

Research Approach 

This paper is a descriptive analytical research with the support of 

qualitative data. A case study approach is used in this study to explain the 

reason for the form of text documents notary has a grammatical structure as 

analyzed. In addition to a case study approach, this study also uses an 

interpretive approach. This approach focuses a single case that can produce 

theoretical view and meanings. 

Data Source 
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The subject of this research was the text notary: Akta Surat Kuasa (ASK)/Deed 

Power of Attorney, Akta Jual Beli (AJB)/Sale and Purchase Deed, and Akta Pendirian 

Yayasan (APY)/The Deed of Establishment Foundation. 

Data Collection 

The process of determining the sample in this study using purposive sampling 

technique based sampling criterion. The data collection was done by using technique 

refer to note (Teknik Simak Catat) and interview. Technique refer to note is used to 

record the use of grammatical marker in the text notary. All the data that has been 

collected through various approaches above will further be classified, linked or 

accumulated between the data with each other. 

Data Analysis  

This research started from the data subtraction made through the 

identification of grammatical marker in the text notary. Furthermore, data is 

classified based on the type of grammatical cohesion markers: conjunctions, 

reference, substitution, and deletion. Data classification is made to give 

attention to the exploitation of cohesion grammatical markers in the text notary. 

Then the results of the data presentation supported by the interviews with 

notary public during grammatical structure problem solving were explained.  

RESULTS 

Based on the results of data analysis known that the grammatical structure of the 

text notary was marked with markers of grammatical usage that includes this 

conjunction, reference, substitution, and ellipsis. Marker conjunction dominate the use 

of markers of grammatical structure of cohesion in the text notary. 

Based on the analysis of the relationship interclause in the text notary was found 

simplex clause, complex clause, and embedded clause. In addition, there is a clause 

minor in the text notary minor, namely the title deed.  

Relations logical meaning is realized by a complex clauses include expansion of 

relations and relationships projections. Relationships expansion in notary texts are 

grouped into three, namely the relationship extension, elaboration, and enhansi. 

DISCUSSION 

Text notary grammatical structure is the structure of the text which is 

characterized by the use of marker grammatical cohesion which is expected to 

materialize text cohesive grammatically. Marker text grammatical structure includes (1) 

conjunctions, (2) reference, (3) substitution, (4) ellipsis. Marker of grammatical 

conjunction most often used in text structures notary so that the exploitation of 

conjunctions in its use. Grammatically, this reference marker in the text marked with 

the notary with the use of this reference persona and demonstrativa, both endofora and 

katafora. The use of markers in the substitution text substitution notary include 

nominal substitution, verbal substitution, frasal substitution, and clause substitution. 

The draw of the grammatical structure of the text notary, is to use the grammatical 

marker conjunction of different functions simultaneously and sequentially in a 

statement. In the case of language law in the text  notary, the third person singular 

pronoun it can refer to the plural, ie phrases witnesses. It became one of the 

characteristics of law of language usage, in particular notarial text.  

Logical relationship (logico semantico) realized by clause complex, both parataktik 

and hipotaktik include expansion of relations and relationships projections. Expansion 

of relations in discourse units are grouped into three, namely the relationship extension, 

elaboration, and enhansi. Relations extensions characterized by the use of marker 
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words and, or, except, but logically Relation extention is characterized by the use of 

words that, for example, for instance. Enhansi relationship occurs if a clause extending 

the meaning of clause others by putting a few things to clarify the stretcher clause 

relating to the description of time, place, causes and conditions. Relationships 

projections in the text notary occurs between a kind of verbal behavior clause by clause 

manifold realization of something else as verbalized by the participants. 

CONCLUSION 

Grammatical structure text appears in the text notary at the use of cohesion 

grammatical markers, namely the marker of grammatical conjunction, markers of 

grammatical substitution, marker of grammatical reference, marker of grammatical 

deletion. Marker of grammatical conjunction most often used in text structures notary 

so that the exploitation of conjunctions in its use. Exploitation conjunctions into one 

text characteristics notary text.  

A clause in the text of notary exploit this type of complex clause, neither paratactic 

clause or hipotactic clause. The meaning of the clause in the text notary realized through 

the relationship of interdependence and logical relationships in paratactic dan 

hipotactic complex clause. Interdependency relationship is realized with the relationship 

extension, elaboration, and enhansi, while logical relationship is realized with the 

relationship projected logic verbal behavior.  
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