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Increased participation in higher education has resulted in concerns about fall-

ing standards and lowering levels of academic literacy. There is a growing 

body of research which suggests that embedding academic language and lit-

eracies into the disciplines is the most effective way for students to improve 

academic standards and meet the demands of tertiary study. Results from a 

previous longitudinal study, which spanned the duration of a decade (Maldoni 

& Lear, 2016) showed that embedding improves student learning both in the 

discipline and in the development of academic language and literacies. Build-

ing on prior research, this paper reports on the expansion of the Unit Support 

Program (USP) from first and second year units to also include a third year 

unit across two disciplines. The USP is founded on the Unit Specific Model, 

which promotes an embedded, integrated and team-taught approach to teach-

ing and learning.  Both discipline and academic language and literacy staff 

work in partnership to embed discipline-specific content and literacies into the 

units. This study sought to measure the impact of embedding on student en-

gagement, retention, learning and ultimately student success. Quantitative 

data from attendance, progression rates, and final grades suggest that embed-

ding developmental opportunities for learners within disciplinary contexts has 

considerable benefits, especially for students identified as ‘at risk’ of failure 

by a diagnostic academic writing test. The results from this study demon-

strate a model of best practice and will benefit those intending to adopt a col-

laborative and inter-disciplinary approach, like the USP, to embed academic 

language and literacies into the disciplines. 

Key Words: Unit Support Program (USP), Unit Specific Model, academic 

literacies, embedding, integrated, team teaching. 

1. Introduction  

Higher education has shifted from an elite system to mass higher education with an increasing 

emphasis on quality, performance and accountability. The rapid expansion in participation has 

changed the nature of higher education which now comprises a more diverse and varied student 

body (Arkoudis, Harris & Kelly, 2018; Probert, 2015).  Increased rates of access and participation 

also impact on how institutions operate and compete for resources as well as their ability to attract 

and retain their student population. As universities continue to enrol students with greater diver-

sity in their profile and capacity, academic quality and performance, in terms of academic literacy, 

may be compromised. In practical terms, this suggests the student cohort may lack the requisite 

skills assumed to be necessary to succeed in the tertiary environment. It is not surprising, then, 
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that the current debate about the quality of university education has resulted in the perception that 

academic standards are falling (Arkoudis & Kelly, 2016; Barthel, 2015; Palmer, Levett-Jones, 

Smith, & McMillan, 2014; Fenton-Smith, Humphreys, & Walkinshaw, 2018; Foster, 2012; Prob-

ert, 2015; Ransom, 2009; Kennelly & Tucker, 2012). In point of fact, students’ levels of English 

language proficiency and academic literacy have received considerable attention in the media. 

The Four Corners report, ‘Degrees of Deception,’ highlighted increasing cases of plagiarism, 

claims of soft marking and falling standards (Foster, 2015; ICAC, 2015). More recently, incidents 

such as contract cheating (Bretag et al., 2018) have brought to the fore the low English language 

competence of international students. Accordingly, there has been a call for key higher education 

reform that meets the current challenges brought about by changes in the student demographic.  

Academic literacy has been defined here as “the ability of students to use the English language to 

make and communicate meaning …” (DEEWR, 2009, p. 1), particularly in the context of an ac-

ademic discourse community (Wingate, 2015). However, Lea and Street (1998) advocate a plu-

ralistic notion of ‘literacies’ which encapsulates more than just language; they are viewed as di-

vergent communicative practices, which vary according to the particular discipline. The academic 

literacies model, then, views student learning as a more multifaceted pursuit, which involves 

“both epistemological issues and social processes” (Lea & Street, 2006, p. 228). Also called the 

‘new literacies’ (Lankshear & Noble, 2003), this model acknowledges differences which exist not 

only in the requirements of each discipline, but also those dictated by the institution, such as 

notions about what constitutes plagiarism (Lea & Street, 2006), To meet the demands of academic 

study, students are required to apply a wide array of literacies appropriate to each field of study 

and “switch practices between one setting and another” (Lea & Street, 1998, p. 159). This presents 

a significant challenge for students, especially when disciplines are characterised by specialised 

vocabulary, concepts and knowledge, along with different genres, rhetorical structures and ap-

proaches to argumentation (Murray & Nallaya, 2014). Palmer et al., (2014) offer an alternative 

model which categorises ‘academic literacies’ into three diverse areas: language and grammatical 

competence, the enculturation of students into specific discourses, and a critical reflection of the 

institutional practices within academia. This multidimensional understanding of literacies pro-

vides students with opportunities to establish both competence in language and literacy develop-

ment, and a wider understanding of university practices. The theoretical framework for this study 

was based on the academic literacies model as described above and supports the development of 

students’ academic language and literacies within the context of a discipline.  

Although the academic literacies debate has largely focused on the needs of international students 

(Bretag, 2007), from 2009, changes in government policy relating to widening participation have 

called for the adoption of an institution-wide approach to language and literacy development 

(DEEWR, 2009; Dunworth, Drury, Kralik, & Moore, 2014; TEQSA, 2011, 2015) to meet the 

needs of the diverse student body. In 2017, Universities Australia recognised the need to support 

“the development of English language proficiency and academic literacies throughout a degree 

within disciplinary learning” (p. 3) rather than by means of front-end mechanisms. In addition, 

they recognised that differentiated support might include more strategic alignment of academic 

language and literacies development within an embedded curriculum approach, which is increas-

ingly supported in the literature (Arkoudis et al., 2018; Arkoudis & Kelly, 2016; Arkoudis, 2014; 

Baik & Greig, 2009; Barrie & Jones, 1999; Bonanno & Jones, 1996; Briguglio & Watson, 2014; 

Crosling & Wilson, 2005; Devereux, Wilson, Kiley & Gunawardena, 2018; Harris & Ashton, 

2011; Johns, 1997; Kennelly, Maldoni, & Davies, 2010; Maldoni, Kennelly, & Davies, 2009; 

Mitchell, 2010; Skillen, Merten, Trivett, & Percy, 1998; Skillen, James, Percy, Tootell, & Irvine, 

2003; Wingate, 2006, 2015). According to Dunworth (2013), although some of the studies on 

embedding have been based on small scale research, they have nonetheless documented its mul-

tiple benefits for students (Cochrane, 2006; Hattie, Biggs, & Purdie, 1996; Tinto & Purser, 2006). 

The many gains documented in the literature include higher pass marks and greater retention 

(Arkoudis, 2014; Hammill, 2007; Huerta & McMillan, 2004). Bordonaro (2008), for example, 
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found that students achieved higher pass marks when the processes of information literacy and 

writing were taught simultaneously and embedded into the discipline. Indeed, recent research has 

shown positive outcomes for students in terms of student learning as measured by academic re-

sults (Mort & Drury, 2012) and higher grades among students (Baik & Greig, 2009; Kennelly et 

al., 2010; Maldoni & Lear, 2016; Thies, 2012). Using a mixed methods approach, Baik and Greig 

(2009) demonstrated that students enrolled in a content-based ESL program not only generated 

higher pass rates than non-attendees, but were also more likely to achieve superior grades and 

increases in retention rates one year after the intervention program. Similarly, Hamilton (2016) 

highlighted the benefits to student learning in a study which used discipline-specific writing mod-

els in a collaborative framework between the discipline and literacy expert. 

2. Models of embedding  

While research on embedding practices has expanded across the university sector, these have not 

all been based on the same theoretical framework, nor on equivalent methodological approaches. 

Jones, Bonnano, and Scouller (2001) represented three levels of collaboration on a continuum of 

learning: adjunct, integrated and embedded. Adjunct programs provide literacy development out-

side the unit; integrated programs involve academic language and literacy (ALL) staff engaged 

in the presentation of workshops in the discipline; and in embedded programs, both literacy and 

discipline staff work collaboratively on curriculum practices. The terms integrated and embedded 

are used synonymously in the literature; however, like Jones et al., (2001), this paper distinguishes 

the distinct roles of literacy staff within these two levels of collaboration. Essentially, integrated 

models engage literacy staff in the teaching of the unit while embedded models add the crucial 

element of literacy staff working with academics on curriculum and redesign of assessment prac-

tices.  Harris and Ashton (2011) expand this continuum further by merging the two levels to create 

the embedded and integrated model, which emphasises a ‘team approach’ to the development of 

language and literacies (see Maldoni & Lear (2016) and Maldoni (2017) for more detail).  

Building on Harris and Ashton’s (2011) model, the current study adopts the embedded and inte-

grated aspects of the continuum, and adds a further element which features ‘team teaching’ as 

described by Dudley-Evans (2001) to create the Unit Specific Model. Developed by Kennelly, 

Maldoni, and Davies (2010), the Unit Specific Model aims to embed academic language and 

literacies within the discipline. Unlike other models, the Unit Specific Model, which gave rise to 

the ‘Unit Support Program’ (USP), positions ‘team teaching’ as a core component in the program, 

is systematically incorporated into the teaching and learning activities of the unit, and is sustained 

throughout the teaching period. The Unit Specific Model is therefore an embedded, integrated and 

team-taught model that champions a collaborative and inter-disciplinary approach to teaching and 

learning and represents a model of best practice distinct from much of the embedding work dis-

cussed in the literature.  

3. The Unit Specific Model 

The Unit Specific Model combines discipline-specific content and academic literacies develop-

ment together to form the Unit Support Program, which is an inter-disciplinary team-taught initi-

ative (see Figure 1). Academic literacy staff work collaboratively with academics, participate in 

the teaching of the unit as part of a regular weekly timetabled class, and meet on a regular basis 

outside class to prepare and reflect on their own teaching and learning practices (Maldoni & Lear, 

2016). The implementation of a team-teaching pedagogy sought to exploit the expertise of staff 

in contrasting disciplines in order to enhance the teaching and learning process. 
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Figure 1. The (modified) Unit Specific Model (Kennelly, Maldoni, & 

Davies, 2010). 

A project of embedding academic literacies in the discipline has been in effect at the University 

of Canberra over the last decade. Using the Unit Specific Model as the theoretical framework, the 

Unit Support Program (USP) was introduced in 2006 in ‘Introduction to Management’, a first 

year prerequisite unit for a number of degrees in the Faculty of Business, Government and Law 

(BGL). Initially, the USP aimed to enhance the learning experiences of English as an Additional 

Language and Dialect (EALD) and other students demonstrating insufficient academic language 

and literacies for success in first year university study. In addition to the project reported in this 

paper, the program has been run a further seventeen times with almost 4000 students taking part. 

Drawing on both qualitative and quantitative data, it has been successful in improving student 

learning with participation rates increasing by more than five times since the first USP in 2006 

and results from the project demonstrating improved retention, significant increases in pass rates, 

and above average grades by the USP cohort compared to the unit as a whole (Kennelly et al., 

2010; Maldoni et al., 2009; Maldoni & Lear, 2016). These longitudinal studies have important 

implications for the development of academic literacies in first year core units, which can be most 

effective in laying the foundation for later years. 

Many studies acknowledge the benefits of embedding academic literacies in first year units (see 

for example, Gunn, Hearne & Sibthorpe, 2011; McWilliams & Allan, 2014; Murray & Nallaya, 

2014). In an effort to target the later years, Percy, Moore & Mitchell (2001) mapped the tertiary 

literacy skills of an undergraduate bachelor’s degree across the years. Other studies have focused 

on embedding practices in postgraduate programmes, particularly in courses with high interna-

tional student enrolments (Davies & Maldoni, 2004; Evans, Tindale, Cable, & Mead, 2009; Harris 

& Ashton, 2011). However, there appears to be a gap in the literature surrounding embedded 

practices which focus on the later years in university, particularly with evidence of improved 

student learning outcomes. Arkoudis and Kelly (2016) use the term “front-loading” for the inte-

gration of the development of academic literacies in core first year subjects, which they affirm, is 

quite common. However, “while these programs can show that students develop their oral and 

written skills by the end of a semester, there are very few programs that extend into second and 

third year” (p. 5). With this in mind, the author sought to explore whether the results from previous 

embedding projects using the Unit Specific Model could be replicated with students in first year 

using a larger cohort base, and extended into second and third years. Accordingly, the process of 

embedding academic language and literacies into multiple units in the same faculty across two 

different disciplines and over discrete years of study sought to determine the impact of the project 

on student engagement, retention, success, performance and learning in the discipline. 

Academic literacies 
development 

Discipline-specific 
content 

Unit 
Support 
Program 
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4. Methodology 

4.1 Methodological framework 

Building on the work of Kennelly, Maldoni, and Davies (2010), and Maldoni and Lear (2016), 

this study used the Unit Specific Model to embed academic language and literacies within three 

units in the Faculty of Business, Government  and Law (BGL) at the University of Canberra (UC) 

over one semester in 2014: Introduction to Management (ITM), a first year unit with 525 students; 

Organisational Behaviour (OB), a second year unit with 220 students; and Contemporary Issues 

in Accounting (CIA), a third year unit with 160 students1. Although earlier attempts at embedding 

in a second year undergraduate unit (see Maldoni & Lear, 2016) and a postgraduate preparation 

program (see Davies & Maldoni, 2004) had both yielded positive results, research into the later 

years had not been previously undertaken in any systematic manner. This paper differentiates 

from prior research given that the study reports on a larger cohort base in first year and extends 

into second and third year units. Accordingly, using largely quantitative data by means of student 

attendance, retention, progression and academic results, this study examines the expansion of the 

Unit Support Program (USP) and investigates whether the program benefited student learning and 

indeed performance for all students in first year and beyond. 

4.2 Data collection and analyses 

Mixed methods research involves the collection of both quantitative and qualitative data “to pro-

vide a more comprehensive analysis of the research problem” (Creswell, 2014, p. 210). This 

mixed method study used a convergent (or parallel or concurrent) design in which quantitative 

and qualitative data were collected in parallel, analysed separately and then merged. Importantly, 

the study emphasised a QUANT-qual analysis (Ivankova, Creswell & Stick 2006), with priority 

given to the quantitative data and analysis. While qualitative data (in the form of student ques-

tionnaires) was not the focus of this paper, it was instrumental in providing further insights into 

the findings (Creswell & Clark, 2011), particularly the attitudes of participants regarding the po-

tential for the USP to influence academic performance and success. The triangulation of data 

sources which drew on students’ perceptions of the program in this way provided support for the 

interpretation of the evidence for the effectiveness of embedding academic language and literacies 

into the three disciplines through the quantitative results presented (Evans & Cable, 2011).  

Participants assigned themselves to a group (either USP or non-USP) through self-selection. The 

quantitative data was collected by the following means, and results were compared for both 

groups and ‘at risk’2 students with the cut-off for statistical significance set at 5% for all statistical 

tests:  

(a) Student attendance: USP workshop attendance was regularly monitored by each USP con-

vener with a particular focus on how successful the USP was in attracting and retaining stu-

dents, especially those considered to be ‘at risk’. Additionally, data from student attendance 

was correlated with the final results to determine the types of students attracted to the USP, 

including the different levels of ability of the students who participated in the program. 

(b) Retention data: Although retention is normally defined as the proportion of students who 

complete their degrees (Olsen, 2008), in this paper, retention is defined as those “who com-

pleted the unit in the same semester”, often referred to as ‘subject completion’ or ‘completion 

rate’ in the literature (Atchley, Wingenbach, & Akers, 2013). A sample of retention data ob-

tained over two years from 2013 to 2014 across the three units provided the opportunity to 

                                                      
1 These figures are for student numbers at the beginning of the semester. 

2 See section 5.2 for the criterion by which students were determined to be ‘at risk’. See also Section 7.2 

where students’ results are used to assess the validity of the criterion. 
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establish whether the USP might have had an impact on “retention” in a first-year course with 

a high attrition rate, when the USP was offered as compared to the semester when it was not. 

(c) Pass-fail rates: Pass-fail rates of all students who completed the course were initially used to 

assess student success in the unit in the USP and non-USP groups. A second analysis was 

conducted to assess students’ engagement with the unit in the two groups.  

(d) Final student results: An analysis of the distribution of final results for both groups aimed to 

determine whether the USP only tended to attract students from a limited portion of the spec-

trum of academic abilities.  

The main threat to establishing causal relationships in any quasi-experimental design, such as was 

used for this study, is the possible inequivalencies of the comparison groups on variables other 

than the intervention (Fraenkel, Wallen, & Hyun, 2012) that might influence students’ results. 

For this study, in addition to attendance or non-attendance at USP sessions, each group might also 

have differed on average in terms of initial language proficiencies, level of commitment and in-

terest in the course, or the number of hours spent in paid employment. Consequently, to strengthen 

confidence in the possible causal relationships suggested by a quasi-experimental design, it was 

necessary to try to match, or control for statistically significant differences in the comparison 

groups on as many salient factors as possible (Creswell, 2014). In this case, the results of an initial 

diagnostic test were used as a proxy to control for the possible influences of variability in initial 

academic competence. (The diagnostic test itself is described in Section 5.2 and Appendix A, 

while the percentages of students in each unit determined to be ‘at risk’ by the test are given in 

Section 6.1. The use of the test as a proxy is discussed in Section 7). In addition, possible varia-

tions in levels of commitment to the course were partially controlled for by only including in the 

relevant analyses, students who had actually completed all forms of assessment.  

5. The Unit Support Program 

5.1. The workshops 

The USP was facilitated by two teachers: a discipline academic and an academic language and 

literacy specialist, both working closely with faculty staff, which in all comprised four unit con-

venors and/or lecturers, ten tutors, four academic language and literacy staff, and several admin-

istrators. Due to the increased number of staff involved in the project and its expansion in units 

beyond first year, staff training was organised prior to the commencement of the semester to 

ensure a uniform approach. The training highlighted the importance of the two disciplines (con-

tent and literacy) represented in both the preparation and teaching of the USP, and the experience 

further enabled cross-disciplinary engagement of staff so that learning was mutually beneficial 

(see Maldoni (2017) for more detail about the training process). Using the Unit Specific Model as 

the framework, the USP workshops were team-taught by the content and academic language and 

learning specialists. Consistent with the literature, the author was guided by the premise that ac-

ademic language and literacies are best developed in a discipline-specific framework and in close 

collaboration with disciplinary colleagues (Briguglio, 2014). Cross-disciplinary collaboration 

was wide-ranging with regular team meetings used to map academic literacies to assessment 

tasks, explore the processes by which the literacies could be taught, and consider how students 

might develop the required competencies to achieve the learning outcomes of each unit.  

One-hour workshops were held on a weekly basis immediately after the lecture for each unit. The 

timing was intended to maximise participation in the program over the 13-week semester. While 

the USP was in addition to the formal program of study, all students wishing to improve their 

success were encouraged to attend and participate in the workshops. ‘At risk’ students (i.e. those 

considered to be at increased risk of failing the unit by virtue of poor performance on the diag-

nostic test described in Section 5.2) were also identified as potential students who would benefit 

from the program. Students were informed of the program in the initial lecture and the workshops 

were further promoted on a weekly basis in lectures, tutorials, and via the UC’s LearnOnline 



A-108 Embedding academic literacies into the disciplines  

student management system (Moodle) in conjunction with regular emails by each USP team. 

Within the workshops, the collaborative relationship between staff provided a medium for the 

development of academic language and literacies, and improved theoretical and applied under-

standing in the disciplines. With a view to integrating the two disciplines further, unit convenors 

and tutors were invited to regularly attend and become active participants of the USP workshops 

when the focus was on preparation for major assessments in each unit (For a more detailed dis-

cussion of the workshops, see Maldoni (2017)). 

5.2. Identification of students ‘at risk’  

The USP project sought to identify and support students ‘at risk’ of failing within each discipline 

to succeed. Given the diversity in the current student body, ‘at risk’ students can fall into either 

the international or domestic group, and often, neither group takes advantage of the support ser-

vices available across Australian universities (Kennelly & Tucker, 2012). To help address this 

issue, a diagnostic writing task was administered in the first lecture to all students. The task was 

assessed using a criterion-based rubric (see Appendix A), which measured range and accuracy of 

vocabulary, sentence structure, organisation and content. For the purpose of the USP project, stu-

dents deemed ‘at risk’ were those who tended to score below 5 (out of 10) in the writing diagnostic 

in at least three of the four criteria. As the task assumed little or no knowledge of the discipline, 

the final criterion was considered less important in identifying the ‘at risk’ group. Students with 

a particularly limited range of vocabulary and control of word formation, frequent grammatical 

errors, incorrect sentence structure and lack of coherence were likely to score below 5 due to low 

levels of competence in what Murray (2011) identifies as language proficiency, limited conver-

sancy in academic discourse, and intercultural competence. As a result, students with low scores 

in these areas served to determine the ‘at risk’ students (Barthel, 2009; Harris, 2013; Read, 2015), 

and this group was particularly encouraged to attend USP sessions via direct email and verbal 

suggestions by tutors and USP staff. The same diagnostic task was administered again in the final 

week of the semester to compare the development of academic language and literacies in the 

attending and non-attending USP cohorts to their skills at the beginning of the semester. Students 

were also considered ‘at risk’ and identified through other determiners by means of referrals and 

recommendations by tutors based on low tutorial attendance or poor performance in one or more 

assessment tasks during the semester.  

6. Primary results  

Quantitative and qualitative data were collected to evaluate the success of the embedded USP 

within the disciplines. Quantitative data, which included attendance, retention, pass-fail rates, and 

student final grades, were triangulated with qualitative data in the form of student evaluations to 

provide support for the interpretation of the quantitative results in relation to the impact of the 

program in key areas (see Maldoni (2017) for more detail).  

6.1. The initial language diagnostic revealed relatively high proportions of potentially 

‘at risk’ students in each cohort 

As detailed in Section 5.2, the percentage of students deemed to be ‘at risk’ was determined by 

performance on a diagnostic writing task held in the first lecture of each unit. As shown in Table 

1, fewer than half of each cohort attended the first lecture, the outcome of which limited subse-

quent analyses. While it is uncertain how representative the levels of risk identified in the students 

attending the first lecture were of the entire cohort, Table 1, nevertheless, shows that for those 

who completed the diagnostic task, an average of 38% of students were considered ‘at risk’ of 

failing the unit, which represents a rather sizeable proportion of students.  
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Table 1. The number of students identified as being ‘at risk’ from diagnostic testing. 

Unit Total  

enrolmenta 

Total students who completed 

diagnostic test 

Students identified as 

being ‘at risk’b 

ITM (1st yr) 525 225 (42.9%) 66 (29.3%) 

OB (2nd yr) 220 40 (18.2%) 13 (32.5%) 

CIA (3rd yr) 160 55 (34.4%) 28 (50.9%) 

a
 Total commencing enrolment. Some students in each cohort withdrew from the course prior to the end of 

the semester.  
b At risk percentage is the percentage of the students who completed the diagnostic test and were diagnosed 

to be ‘at risk’. 

6.2. USP attendance  

One important measure of the success of the USP program is how successful it was in attracting 

students, especially the target group identified as being ‘at risk’. Table 2 shows that while only 

around 15–28% of the total cohort in each unit regularly attended USP workshops, some 38–82% 

of the students deemed to be ‘at risk’ were regular attendees. In particular, the ITM and CIA 

attendance figures suggest the USP attracted reasonable proportions of the diagnosed ‘at risk’ 

students, and in fact students with the full spectrum of academic abilities: see Figures 2–4. Given 

that students considered ‘at risk’ do not often take advantage of the support services available 

within universities (Dunworth, 2013; Harris, 2013; Kennelly & Tucker, 2012; Ransom, 2009), 

these participation rates are quite encouraging in view of the efforts of the cross-disciplinary staff 

in actively identifying, monitoring and encouraging participation by the at risk group and others 

wishing to improve their performance in the units. When comparisons are made with the total unit 

enrolment, the data also reveals that on average, students attended eleven from the twelve work-

shops available during the semester, representing a sizeable proportion of participation per work-

shop. Such consistent attendance provides support for the view that the attending students highly 

valued the workshops since our general experience is that attendance at adjunct workshops tends 

to drop off considerably after the first few weeks of semester. Notably, attendance peaked for all 

units when the first assessment was due, and grew steadily again until the end of the semester 

when the final assessments and unit examinations were imminent. This reflected the ‘just in time’ 

assistance and opportunity students took advantage of when assessment deadlines were due. 

Table 2. USP attendance (N and n refer to numbers of students). 

Regular Attendees Average 

number  

attending 

USP  

workshops 

Total  

number of 

workshop 

attendancesf 

Average 

number of 

workshops 

attended per 

studentg 

Unit ‘At risk’  

students 

n (%)a 

‘Other  

students’b  

n (%)c 

Total  

N (% of total  

cohorte) 

ITM 28 (42.4%) 61 (38.4%) 89 (17.0%) 26 308 11.8 

OB 5 (38%) 29 (107.4%) d 34 (15.5%) 9 92 10.2 

CIA 23 (82%) 22 (81.5%) 45 (28.1%) 20 220 11.0 

a Percentage of students identified as ‘at risk’ by the diagnostic test.  
b ‘Other students’ are students not identified as ‘at risk’ by the diagnostic test, but could also include ‘at 

risk’ students who did not take the diagnostic test. 
c Percentage of students not identified as being at risk by the diagnostic test. It is assumed here that only 

students who took the diagnostic test attended the USP, which is evidently not the case, so this percentage 

is an estimate only. 
d This result shows that students who did not take the diagnostic test also attended the USP, and so reveals 

that the percentages in this column do not have an unambiguous interpretation.  
e Including both the ‘at risk’ and ‘other’ students. 
f Includes students who attended more than once. 
g The maximum possible was 12. 
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6.3. Possible impacts of the USP on unit retention rates 

In addition to increases in participation rates, a sample of retention data was obtained over two 

years from 2013 to 2014 comparing student retention rates over two semesters. Since the USP 

was run in semester 2, 2013 but not semester 1, 2014, this provided the opportunity to explore 

whether the USP might have had an impact on “unit retention”, defined here as the percentage of 

students initially enrolled in each unit who then completed the unit in the same semester. Table 3 

shows that for the first year ITM unit, there was a very large and statistically significantly higher 

proportion of students retained when the USP was offered compared to when it was not. Since 

there were no major changes to the unit from 2013 to 2014 to otherwise explain this result, this 

suggests that the USP may have had a major positive impact on retention for this first year unit.  

To explore this notion further, student responses from the mid-semester evaluations specifically 

sought to ascertain the likelihood of continued attendance in the remaining weeks. From the 65 

mid-semester evaluations collected across the three units, all students affirmed their intention to 

continue participation in the remaining USP sessions indicating that the disengagement rate ap-

peared to be lower in the USP cohort. In fact, several students indicated they would have either 

‘dropped out’ or failed without the support of the workshops. Therefore, USP attendance suggests 

that students are more likely to persist with the unit and remain engaged, thereby increasing the 

likelihood of completion or retention in the unit. Further research, however, should investigate 

whether these results can be replicated, perhaps with other first-year units.  

Table 3. Unit retention rates 2013–2014. 

Unit USP Sem. 2, 2013  No USP Sem. 1, 2014 p 

ITM % retained (cohort size) 87.0 (560) 66.2 (195) 0.000a 

OB % retained (cohort size) 90.8 (218) 86.3 (241) 0.066a 

CIA % retained (cohort size) 86.1 (144) 91.6 (95) 0.20b 

a Test of the hypothesis that the USP led to a higher retention rate using a one-tailed z-test for proportions.  

b Because the observed difference was in the opposite direction to the hypothesised one, a two-tailed z-test 

for proportions for the inequality of the retention rates was performed for this case.  

For the second year OB unit, while there was a slightly higher retention in the year the USP was 

run compared to when it was not, this difference did not quite achieve significance at the 𝛼 =

0.05 level (see Table 3), although one could argue that it approached significance. Since retention 

was quite high even when the USP was not run, this indicates that there was little scope for the 

program to have had an impact, possibly since by second year, students might be more committed 

to their studies. These comments also apply to the third-year CIA unit where the retention per-

centages were not statistically significantly different3. 

6.4. Pass-fail rates 

Aside from the attendance and retention figures, an analysis of the pass-fail rates for each unit 

was also considered. As shown in Table 4, when pass rates were compared between the USP 

attending and non-attending cohorts, the data shows that the pass rate for the USP cohort was 

comparably higher than the non-attending cohort in all units. Both for the first (ITM) and third 

year (CIA) units, there was a statistically significantly higher pass rate for USP attending than for 

                                                      
3 In addition, the relative retention percentages for the CIA cohort may have been impacted by a major 

restructure in the semester when USP was offered for the first time, which incorporated different teaching 

staff, new content and assessment tasks, including higher order skills corresponding with graduate level 

attributes required at 3rd year level. 
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the non-attending students, with the likelihood of passing and succeeding in ITM and CIA, 14 

and 17 percent above the average cohort.  

Table 4. Pass rates across the disciplines. (N = size of total course cohort, while n = number of 

students in a sub-group.) 

Unit USP    Non-USP   

 n  Pass rate (%)   n  Pass rate (%) pa 

ITM (N = 487) 89  91.0   398 77.1 0.003 

OB (N = 221) 34 100*   187 91.9 –b 

CIA (N = 129) 45 80   84 63.1 0.048 

a Test of the hypothesis that there was a higher pass rate for USP attendees using a one-tailed z-test for 

proportions. 

b The z-test for proportions was not applied for this case because the pass rate for the USP group had hit the 

‘ceiling’ of 100%. The very high pass rate for the non-USP group for this cohort suggests that there is very 

little scope for the USP to have an impact on pass-fail rates for this cohort, though it could have an impact 

on average marks. 

* Two students who technically failed OB were excluded from this figure because both students did not 

submit all assessments, with scores of ‘0’ and ‘14’ respectively.   

Although statistically significantly different pass rates were found for ITM and CIA, the differ-

ences might not be unambiguously attributed to the impact of the USP, as students who regularly 

attended and those who did not might differ, on average, in important ways other than attendance 

at the USP (e.g. level of engagement, determination to succeed, amount of time devoted to stud-

ies). To explore, to some extent, the possible impact lack of engagement might have had on these 

results, an additional analysis was conducted which excluded students who scored ‘0’ or who 

effectively ‘dropped out’. The results of this analysis, shown in Table 6 in Appendix B, were 

largely consistent with the results presented above. 

Further support for the belief that the USP had a positive impact on student success was provided 

in two ways. First, an analysis of responses to perceptions about the role of the USP in achieving 

success revealed from the 103 end of semester evaluations collected across the three units by the 

USP cohorts, that 97 percent of students believed their participation in the USP had a positive 

effect on their ability to remain engaged and in turn pass the unit (see Maldoni (2017) for more 

detailed information). In addition, the regression analyses controlling for differences in initial 

diagnostic test results presented in Section 7.1 suggest that the weakest students initially were 

much more likely to pass assessment tasks if they attended the USP. 

6.5. A comparison of final results for USP attenders and non-attenders 

Since students were not randomly allocated to attend or not attend USP sessions, it is not possible 

to determine without further information what quantitative impact the USP might have had on 

students’ academic performance from their final marks alone (see however, Section 7.1). Never-

theless, the results shown in Figures 2–4 and Table 5 below allow for several worthwhile obser-

vations. 

First, given that as noted above weak students are often low attenders at support sessions, it is 

heartening to see from Figures 2–4 that the USP appeared to attract students with a broad spectrum 
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of academic abilities4 in similar proportions to those in the non-attending group (though it should 

be noted that the distribution of results for the USP students is expected to be higher than it would 

have been for these students in the absence of the USP). This is an important result because weak 

students often avoid such sessions due to concerns that they are “remedial” and hence only aimed 

at the weakest students and thus by attending they will be singled out from their peers as needing 

help (Kennelly & Tucker, 2012). In contradiction to the fears that these sessions are only for the 

weakest students, the USP attracted several higher performing students achieving Distinction 

grades (i.e. 75% and above), particularly in ITM and OB with 6.7 and 15 percent of students in 

the USP group scoring between 80 and 89 respectively as compared to 1.8 and 6.4 percent in the 

non-USP group. Interestingly, only 2% of attendees achieved Distinction grades in CIA, which is 

most likely indicative of the complexity of the third-year unit. That the USP attracted a significant 

number of high achievers or those motivated to improve their results, and that these students found 

the USP valuable enough to attend most of the 12 sessions (see Table 2), is an important result 

because being able to reveal to a new cohort that students of all abilities attend these sessions and 

find them useful may assist in overcoming the reluctance of weak students to attend (For a more 

detailed analysis of the effect of the USP on student performance, see section 7).  

 

Figure 2. Distribution of final marks for ITM for USP (n = 89) and Non-USP cohorts (n = 398). 

  

 

                                                      
4 At face value, it would appear, however, that the very weakest students (i.e. those scoring below 40%) 

did not attend the USP in the same relative proportions as they occurred in the units. However, the results 

in Section 7 suggest the USP had a significant positive effect on the marks of these very weakest students, 

which might indicate that it is possible that at least some of these very weakest students did attend, and 

their results were consequently boosted into higher bins in the chart.   
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Figure 4. Distribution of final marks for CIA for USP (n = 45) and Non-USP cohorts (n = 84). 

Table 5. Average final mark comparison for students who regularly attended USP sessions and 

those who did not (M = mean, SD = standard deviation.). These marks only include those students 

who completed all assessments tasks in each of the units.  

 USP attendees Non-USP attendees 

Unit n M (SD) n M (SD) 

ITM (N = 403) 80 68.4 (8.84) 323 64.9 (10.43) 

OB (N = 203) 30 69.08 (10.56) 173 66.82 (10.01) 

CIA (N = 104) 40 59.8 (10.17) 65 60.17 (12.21) 

A second observation from Figures 2–4 is that despite attending USP sessions, some students still 

did not pass.  However, further investigation revealed that of the USP attendees who failed (10 

percent in ITM; 6 percent in OB; 19.9 percent in CIA), many attended less than 20 percent of the 

workshops, reflecting a lack of engagement with the USP and hence the unit itself. For the re-

maining students who did regularly attend USP sessions and yet still failed, these tended to be in 

the at-risk category. Consequently, it may be that while it appears the USP was able to assist a 

large number of students to achieve success, a handful of the weakest students may have required 

more assistance than the USP could offer, especially for those who may have gained entry to the 

university through indirect means. 

7. Secondary results  

To at least partially control for other variables which could account for improved performance in 

the USP cohort, the aim was to compare changes in pre-and post-diagnostic test marks for USP 

attenders and non-attenders. If substantial improvement were found in the USP group but not in 

the non-USP group, then it could be concluded that these changes might be due to the intervention 

(Fraenkel et al., 2012). However, due to unforeseen circumstances which occurred during the 

research phase, an examination of pre-and post-tests was not possible for the entire cohort across 

the three units. This is due to the fact that not all students attempted the pre-test, and those who 

completed the post-test were often not the same students who completed the first test, thus pre-

cluding the use of these tests for all students. However, pre-test results for 54 ITM students who 

completed all assessment items and were deemed to be ‘at risk’ by tutors were available for anal-

ysis, and given that one of the aims of the study was to measure the impact of the USP particularly 
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for ‘at risk’ students, a range of statistical tests are applied in this section on this group of students 

to explore the possible impacts of the USP on students’ results.  

7.1. Results controlling for possible differences in initial diagnostic performance 

One of the possible confounds for comparisons between the results of USP attenders and non-

attenders is that the two groups may have differed in terms of academic ability to start with and 

that any final difference may reflect this initial difference. The pre-diagnostic test, however, could 

provide a way of controlling for this possible confound if it could be shown to be a proxy measure 

of academic ability. For the pre-diagnostic test result to be a good proxy measure of academic 

ability, in the absence of the USP there needs to be a good correlation between pre-diagnostic test 

results and course assessment results.5 This was in fact found to be the case, at least to a moderate 

extent.  For the ‘at risk’ ITM students mentioned above, Figures 5–7 show that the Pearson cor-

relations between the pre-diagnostic test and total mark, essay mark, and exam mark for the non-

USP students were 0.72, 0.58, and 0.66 respectively.6     

Having established that the pre-diagnostic test is a reasonable proxy measure of academic ability, 

the next question to address is how similar the USP and non-USP students were initially, as re-

gression techniques can only reliably control for group differences if the groups are sufficiently 

similar at the start (Thompson, 2006). Figure 9(a) and Table 7 in Appendix B.2 show that the two 

groups of students were reasonably alike at the beginning in terms of the distribution of pre-

diagnostic test scores, and if anything, the non-USP group was slightly stronger on the skills to 

begin with.   

Based on the above conclusion, regression analyses were then conducted to compare the USP and 

non-USP students’ performances in ITM in total (Figure 5), on the essay (Figure 6), and on the 

exam (Figure 7), controlling for variations in scores on the initial pre-diagnostic test. (Regressions 

on the essay and exam results were conducted separately as although the USP aimed to improve 

student performance on both the essay and the exam, the impacts on each may have differed.) All 

three figures suggest that the USP may have had a worthwhile impact on the results of the students 

with the lowest initial diagnostic scores (i.e. less than around 18), though there is little evidence 

for an impact at higher scores. More data will, however, be needed to confirm these findings. 

Note, however, that while this analysis controls for possible differences in the initial academic 

language and literacies level of the two groups of students, it still does not control for other pos-

sible influencing variables such as level of motivation and engagement with the course. Never-

theless, the fact that, as mentioned above, qualitative feedback from 103 student questionnaires 

across all three units indicated that 99% of respondents agreed the USP had offered invaluable 

assistance to improve their grades, suggests that to some extent these conclusions are likely to be 

valid. 

 

                                                      
5 If the USP particularly helps increase the marks of the weakest students, then the correlation between pre-

test results and course assessment items of USP attenders could be quite weak. 

6 The correlation may have been weakest for the essay result as students could seek help with their essay 

from various sources including UC Study Skills and online help from ‘Studiosity’ (https://www.studi-

osity.com). 
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Figure 5. Comparison of pre-diagnostic test and overall course results for USP and non-USP 

students enrolled in ITM (n = 54). 

 

 

 

 

Figure 6. Percentage on essay assessment task versus mark on initial writing test diagnostic for 

ITM students identified as being “at risk” by the diagnostic. The linear regression lines shown are 

the best fits through two sets of data separately. Pearson’s correlation coefficient for the non USP 

group is r = 0.58 (p = 0.0007). Only the students who both submitted an essay and sat the final 

exam are included in the data to further control for possible variations in students’ level of com-

mitment to the course. 
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Figure 7. Percentage on final exam versus mark on initial writing test diagnostic for ITM 

students identified as being “at risk” by the diagnostic. The linear regression lines shown are 

the best fits through two sets of data separately. Pearson’s correlation coefficient for the no 

USP group r = 0.66 (p = 0.0002). Only the students who both submitted an essay and sat the 

final exam are included in the data to further control for possible variations in students’ level 

of commitment to the course. 

7.2. Evaluation of the initial ‘at risk’ criterion 

There is one last observation of interest to make from Figures 6 and 7. As indicated by where data 

points lie in relation to the horizontal pass mark line of 50 percent, below a diagnostic mark of 

around 18 out of 40, students who did not regularly attend the USP appeared to be much more 

likely to fail the two assessment items than were the regular USP attenders with similar diagnostic 

marks. This observation is consistent with the criterion described in Section 5.2 that was assumed 

to be able to be used to identify at risk students.  

The above observation is important because while most of the research on Post Entry English 

Language Assessment (PELA) has focused on the challenges and implementation of the proce-

dure, there has been little discussion regarding the validity and reliability of assessment criteria, 

and in addition whether such tests can in fact be used to identify a student as “at risk” and there-

fore, likely to fail without any support or intervention (Harris, 2013; Knoch, 2012; Murray, 2011). 

The inference which could be drawn from this study is that the benchmark for a classification of 

‘at risk’ for this assessment may be a cut off of 18 or less due to a substantial increase in the fail 

proportion in this range of scores for non-USP students. More data will, however, be needed to 

confirm this result. 

7.3. Comparison of pre- and post-test diagnostic results 

In the final analysis, to determine whether the USP resulted in improvements to student learning, 

comparisons were made between the pre- and post-test scores from the sample of students who 

completed both tests in ITM, to directly measure certain types of learning gain. Table 8 (see Ap-

pendix B) shows that there was a statistically significant gain in diagnostic performance for reg-

ular USP attendees (see Figure 8), but whether this is due to the USP or other sources of learning 

cannot be directly determined. Unfortunately, only seven regular USP attenders and two non-

attenders completed both the pre- and post-diagnostic writing tests in the ITM unit and hence no 

definitive conclusions can be drawn. Nevertheless, Figure 8, showing the results for these stu-

dents, is suggestive of desirable results on student learning due to the USP and that follow-up 

research into this measure would be worthwhile.  

y = 1.0835x + 44.09
R² = 0.1441

y = 3.3617x - 3.4446
R² = 0.4382

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28

E
x

a
m

 %

Diagnostic test result (/40)

USP

No-USP

Linear (USP)

Linear (No-USP)

Non-USP 

(Non-USP) 



A-117 A.M. Maldoni 

 

Figure 8. Comparison of pre- and post-test diagnostic results for ITM students. The 

dashed line indicates the “no change” line. 

8. Discussion  

8.1. Benefits of embedding 

In this study, in excess of 620 students had the opportunity to benefit from at least one USP 

session during the semester. Indeed, the fact that each USP student attended on average 11.8 out 

of a possible twelve workshops is also of notable significance, and a testament to the perceived 

value of the program. Even more noticeable has been the rise in participation rates since the in-

ception of the program, having been implemented to date seventeen times over a period of eleven 

years to almost 4000 students (e.g. Kennelly et al., 2010; Maldoni & Lear, 2016; Maldoni, 2017). 

To be precise, from 2006 to 2017, student participation has increased by more than five times. 

One reason for the consistent rates of participation may be that the USP addresses the complexity 

of skills in an inclusive and holistic manner. It also provides learning opportunities for all students 

progressively throughout the degree course so that the development of academic language and 

literacies becomes part of the culture of the unit. Additionally, Maldoni (2017) asserts that staff 

and students continue to speak highly of its benefits. This has resulted in increased popularity and 

momentum for this model of embedding. While there are many strategies and approaches that 

could be described as good practice (Dunworth et al., 2014), the USP model appears to demon-

strate an effective, sustainable approach leading to enhanced language and literacies development. 

A similar pattern was evident in increased participation for the target ‘at risk’ groups. Given that 

generally students most in need do not regularly attend academic and communication skills pro-

grams in addition to their disciplinary studies (Arkoudis et al., 2012; Kennelly & Tucker, 2012; 

Harris & Ashton, 2011; Wingate, 2006), in this study a reasonable proportion of the identified ‘at 

risk’ students as compared with the ‘non-at risk’ group, while not the majority, did avail them-

selves of the USP workshops in two out of the three units. As part of their investigation into the 

reasons why students avoid programs of support, Kennelly and Tucker (2012) found that their 

reluctance to identify as ‘at risk’ was one of the most prominent, with some students going to 

great lengths to avoid PELA and other diagnostic testing (Ransom, 2009). This may explain partly 

the small numbers of students who sat the pre-and post-diagnostic tests, with less than half the 

cohorts attending the first lecture where the pre-test was administered. Irrespective of this, the 

fact that a wide variety of students was attracted to the USP may help to promote the program to 

‘at risk’ students and so address the perceptions of stigma associated with attending academic 

support programs. While attracting ‘at risk’ students to support programs, such as the USP, is the 

most difficult aspect of this type of program (Kennelly & Tucker, 2012), this study is in agreement 
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with Wingate (2006) about the importance of promoting a positive focus on encouraging attend-

ance to develop simultaneously content knowledge and academic language and literacies rather 

than the notion of ‘remedial’ support. When students have access to discipline-specific language 

support which is relevant and therefore more effective (Barthel, 2015), they are more likely to 

attend.  

An unexpected finding from an analysis of participation levels of students in third year revealed 

that the USP included the most students ‘at risk’ as identified from the diagnostic task, but inter-

estingly, also comprised the largest number of international and mature age students, together 

with the highest participation rate of the three units. Given that this was the first time a third-year 

unit had been targeted for support, and attending students self-selected for USP support, a number 

of factors could contribute to this observation. Primarily, students were more mature and may 

have been motivated to attend workshops, this being the last unit of their degree. Generally speak-

ing, mature age and international students are commonly those who actively seek support. This 

may be influenced by the fact, for example, that mature age students are also affected by factors 

such as class, background, gender, ethnicity and disability (Mallman & Lee, 2014), and are jug-

gling additional commitments and responsibilities in addition to their university studies (O’Don-

nell & Tobbell, 2007). Despite the possible aforementioned factors, these students were willing 

to engage and contribute to the USP workshops across the years, prompting reconsideration of 

where support is traditionally directed. Providing embedded support not only shows an institu-

tional understanding of student dynamics and needs, but also fills a gap in policy, procedures and 

services aiming to attract and retain such ‘non-traditional’ cohorts – important, if all students are 

to be supported in meeting their educational goals.  

An intended benefit of embedding academic literacies into the disciplines is the resultant increase 

in student retention not only in the targeted units, but potentially successive future units of study. 

Attrition and retention rates have been a major concern for universities (Johnson, 2012) with uni-

versity attrition rates increasing from 12.5% in 2009 before the demand-driven system was phased 

in, to 14.8% in 2014 (Moodie, 2016). While it is difficult to draw conclusions about retention 

rates over two years, it appears that when the USP was implemented in ITM in 2014, higher 

retention rates were recorded compared to the previous year, with a 20.8 percent improvement in 

retention. Provided the only significant difference in how ITM was conducted in 2013 and 2014 

was whether the USP was run, then it would appear the USP is likely to have a significant impact 

on retention, though possibly only for units with a high attrition rate.  

Regarding the issue of retention, research shows that attrition rates tend to be higher in first year 

subjects (Department of Education and Training, 2016). In one study, the strongest predictor of 

student attrition was academic performance in the first year of study (Harvey & Luckman, 2014). 

When this is the case then, it follows that programs of support, such as the USP, are crucial be-

cause they have shown a significant impact on retention in units with high attrition rates. Conse-

quently, to ensure students complete their studies successfully, better support mechanisms need 

to be made accessible post-enrolment. In relation to this claim, Kift, Nelson, and Clarke (2010) 

have noted the importance of an “intentional first year curriculum design that carefully scaffolds, 

mediates and supports first year learning” (p. 11). This study confirms this view, but also expands 

it further to demonstrate that course delivery which brings together faculty, academic, adminis-

trative and support programs that are embedded within the unit and integral to the achievement 

of mastery and self-managed learners (Kift & Nelson, 2005) is highly effective in engaging and 

retaining students (Tinto & Pusser, 2006; Kift, 2009). In fact, when language and academic skills 

are merged into the one teaching environment, students gain exposure to these skills as intercon-

nected processes, being demonstrable in the completion of assessment tasks. The USP is ideally 

positioned to fulfil both these criteria because embedding the development of students’ academic 

literacies into the curriculum not only supports students and academic staff, but also dovetails 

with the educational framework needed for students to have a successful first year.  
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With a view to ascertaining whether the specific embedding practices implemented in this project 

led to student success, an examination of pass rates shows that USP attendees appear to have a 

higher probability of passing the unit as compared to non-attendees, although it must be acknowl-

edged that USP attendees may have simply been more motivated to attend class to begin with. In 

line with previous research into the impact of embedding on student success in first year (Ken-

nelly et al., 2010; Maldoni et al., 2009) and Maldoni and Lear’s (2016) previous longitudinal 

study which spanned the duration of ten years, results from these studies suggest that USP at-

tendees continue to have greater pass rates compared to the non-USP cohort, with an increased 

likelihood of succeeding by more than 13 percent across all three units. This same trend continued 

in the target group, who were identified as ‘at risk’ of failing the unit, with the higher fail rate of 

non-USP ‘at risk’ attenders in ITM being suggestive of the potential impact of the USP on im-

proved student success in first year units for this group.  Furthermore, evidence for the possible 

impact of the USP in enhancing student engagement was also evident in the apparent better pro-

gression rates among two out of three USP cohorts. Similar to the results of previous embedding 

projects which assessed retention and engagement with the unit (Maldoni et al., 2009; Maldoni & 

Lear, 2016), it was found that generally, students who participated in the USP were more likely 

to pass the unit, and complete all assessments. While it is difficult to ascribe cause-and-effect with 

a quasi-experiment, especially when groups are self-selected, the fact that several students indi-

cated they would have either ‘dropped out’ or failed without the support of the workshops (Sec-

tion 6.3), supports the conclusion that the USP was helpful in reducing the ‘drop out’ rate for this 

cohort as compared to the entire unit.  

There is currently a growing body of research that shows improvements in performance in terms 

of academic results as a result of embedding academic literacies into the discipline (Baik & Greig, 

2009; Bordonaro, 2008; Chanock, Horton, Reedman & Stephenson, 2012; Evans et al., 2009; 

Hammill, 2007; Huerta & McMillan, 2004; Thies, 2012). Results presented in this study from the 

qualitative feedback in conjunction with the diagnostic tests in relation to the possible impact of 

the USP on student performance, seem to be in agreement with these findings, especially for ‘at 

risk’ students in ITM (see Section 7.1). Since these students were considered to be the most ‘at 

risk’, this finding is of particular interest since improving the chance of success in the unit for at-

risk students was a central aim of this study. Equally important was the analysis of a comparison 

for the pre and post-test results of the USP group which suggested an impact on student learning 

due to the intervention. Further validation of the impact of the program on student performance 

emerged from the triangulation of other data sources, including students’ perceptions that the USP 

helped them achieve success on various assessment items they were not confident of passing. 

From the 103 end of semester evaluations, 99 percent of students agreed that the USP had assisted 

them to improve their grade, with the other one percent stating ‘probably yes’. Using a multi-

pronged approach to evaluating the USP, thus, supports a more convincing argument regarding 

the effectiveness of collaborative, discipline-based initiatives (Evans & Cable, 2011). Consistent 

with the literature (see for example, Arkoudis et al., 2012; Baik & Greig, 2009; Briguglio, 2014; 

Evans & Cable, 2011; Kennelly et al., 2010; Kennelly & Tucker, 2012; Maldoni & Lear, 2016; 

Maldoni, 2017; Mort & Drury, 2012; Thies, 2012), the results from this study contribute to the 

evidence base that embedded type practices are successful in developing students’ academic lan-

guage and literacies alongside disciplinary knowledge.  

All in all, these results provide support for the view that the embedding process enriches the de-

velopment of learning for students. These conclusions have important implications for the devel-

opment of academic language and literacies, which should not be marginalised to the sidelines; 

rather, they should be incrementally scaffolded from first year and throughout the degree in sim-

ilar embedded programs. In other words, improvement in these units stems from the capacity of 

embedded USP workshops to develop academic literacies, including higher order learning skills, 
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and increasing students’ self-confidence and self-efficacy to become motivated learners (Komar-

raju & Nadler, 2013). This is necessary, too, in other disciplines where critical thinking and anal-

ysis of complex theories and skills is required not only for study but also in the workplace. 

8.2. Study limitations  

Notwithstanding the numerous benefits of the USP, there were a number of challenges which 

limited the collection and analyses of available data over the duration of the project. The main 

challenge related to the diagnostic testing. Using diagnostics is not an uncommon procedure to 

measure students’ knowledge of language skills (Bonanno & Jones, 2007; Erling & Richardson, 

2010; Harper, 2013; Read, 2008; Rezaei & Lovorn, 2010), and can be a useful means to also 

monitor student progress, “improve curricula and teaching practices and target support for stu-

dents who may be at greater risk of failing, withdrawing from or not achieving their goals for 

their undergraduate courses of study” (Palmer et al., 2014, p. 69). To identify students ‘at risk’ of 

failure and assess improvements in student performance over the semester of the intervention of 

the USP workshops, this study used a pre- and post-diagnostic test, which is an inclusive common 

metric and was intended to be administered to all students. However, while tests were conducted 

during the first lecture of the semester to capture the most number of students, only approximately 

half of the entire unit population attended these lectures. Given that lecture attendance is declining 

in universities (Tarrant, 2014), many ‘at risk’ students were consequently not identified. In addi-

tion, the students who completed the pre-test were generally different from those who completed 

the post-test, thus precluding the data from being used to assess measures of improvement in 

writing and understanding of concepts for the majority of students. As has been noted, this neces-

sitated the collection of a sample of pre-tests from students identified as at risk in the first year 

unit. Although an analysis of the pre-test with final marks and individual assessment items pro-

vides certain evidence for the positive impact of the USP on performance, particularly for the at 

risk group, the quantitative analysis of this cohort may not be valid for the following reason. 

Consistent with Baik and Greig’s study (2009), one might not be able to attribute these results 

entirely to the USP as there could be other contributing factors, social and personal, that could 

not be defined within the scope of this study. While the diagnostic result can control, to some 

extent, for variations in initial academic language and literacy, it is not able to control for varia-

tions in levels of commitment to and engagement with the course, time management skills, access 

to support with the essay writing, and levels of help-seeking behaviour, for example. Neverthe-

less, qualitative feedback from several students supports the interpretations of the data made 

above. 

Despite the drawbacks, this study recommends that the identification of ‘at risk’ students should 

continue; however, more research is needed into online diagnostics and characteristics that appear 

to be the most predictive of the ‘at risk’ cohort. While Baik and Greig (2009) raise the importance 

of mandatory attendance for support programs, in agreement with Read (2008), it may be coun-

terproductive to make it obligatory for students to participate in support programs when they have 

no wish to be set apart from their peers and are reluctant to acknowledge that they have language 

needs (Kennelly & Tucker, 2012). Nonetheless, on a positive side, the mark distributions showed 

that USP attendees came from the full spectrum of capabilities, including higher achieving stu-

dents. Consequently, this can be used to promote the program to weaker students and change 

perceptions of stigma associated with participating in academic support programs (Ransom, 

2009).  

It is recommended that future studies consider several modifications to the research design, par-

ticularly ensuring that pre-and post-testing are conducted with the greatest number of students. 

This may be facilitated by conducting pre-tests in smaller classes, potentially in the tutorials in 

the first few weeks of the semester when attendance rates tend to be higher (Newman-Ford, Fitz-

gibbon, Lloyd & Thomas, 2008). Additionally, if samples of pre-and post-diagnostic test results 

are chosen for analysis, the samples should comprise a wider variety of abilities so as to capture 
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similar characteristics to the whole population rather than just the weakest students. This would 

ensure the findings could be generalised to the whole population of students and thus support the 

reliability and validity to the results. 

9. Conclusions and recommendations 

The Unit Support Program reviewed in this study was structured according to the Kennelly, Mal-

doni, and Davies’ (2010) Unit Specific Model and aimed to create a learning environment where 

students were actively engaged in developing academic literacies in the context of the unit. The 

USP workshops paralleled the weekly unit content and focused on imminent assessment tasks, 

since they were immediately relevant to the needs of students and formed a fundamental compo-

nent of the unit (e.g. Maldoni & Lear, 2016). The study used a multi-pronged approach to evalu-

ating the effectiveness of the embedded program, which sought to ascertain the impact of embed-

ding academic literacies into the disciplines on student engagement, retention, success, perfor-

mance and learning. An analysis of quantitative results suggested a correlation between embed-

ding academic literacies into the disciplines and student success, performance and learning as 

measured by academic results and progression rates. Other benefits of the USP included improve-

ments in engagement and retention. Data which triangulated evidence from students’ perceptions 

of the program was consistent with the above findings (Maldoni, 2017). A combination of both 

data sources, then, supports a more credible argument regarding the positive impact of aligning 

academic literacies with disciplinary content.  

The USP represents a model of best practice, which links content with literacies most effectively. 

The benefits of this embedded, integrated and team-taught model also built on prior iterations 

(e.g. Kennelly et al., 2010; Maldoni & Lear, 2016) and show long-term sustainable results. This 

study, in particular, has shown that embedded programs make a significant difference to outcomes 

for students, and are, therefore, well placed to address the academic language and literacy issues 

affecting universities today. Despite the challenges, the positive impact of embedding is noted 

across all years, prompting reconsideration of where support is traditionally directed; targeting 

first year students lays a strong foundation for the development of fundamental skills in second 

and third years. In addition, embedding in units at different stages in a degree provides universities 

with the opportunity to identify and scaffold skill development across the degree program. Con-

tinued studies may show greater alignment and development of skills and explicitly document the 

incremental skills needed across the year levels. One challenge in relation to the use of diagnostic 

tests remains. Although they are a useful tool to identify academic and linguistic needs, the chang-

ing face of tertiary education now may require such tests to be administrated and assessed online.  
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Appendix A. Writing rubric  

The following diagnostic rubric was used to assess the writing task for the Introduction to Man-

agement (ITM), Organisational Behaviour (OB), and Contemporary Issues in Accounting (CIA) 

units.  

(Adapted from IELTS Partners, 2009-2015, Task 2 writing descriptors (public version).) 

 

40 Vocabulary Sentence Structure Organisation Content 

 

 

1-3 

 Uses only basic vocabu-

lary often repetitively 

 Limited control of word 

formation and punctua-

tion 

 Errors cause severe 

strain for the reader  

 Uses only a very limited 

range of structures 

 Some basic structures 

are accurate but errors in 

grammar predominate.  

 Errors cause severe 

strain for the reader 

 Presents some ideas and 

information but not co-

herently 

 No clear progression of 

ideas 

 Very difficult to follow 

 Does not address task 

 Shows little understand-

ing of content 

 Presents limited ideas 

which may be underde-

veloped or irrelevant 

 

 

4-5 

 Uses a limited range of 

vocabulary  

 Makes noticeable errors 

in spelling and/or word 

formation 

 Errors may cause diffi-

culty for the reader 

 Uses a limited range of 

structures 

 Attempts complex sen-

tences 

 Makes frequent errors in 

grammar 

 Errors may cause diffi-

culty for the reader.  

 

 Arranges information 

with some organisation 

 Information may not be 

presented coherently 

 Ideas may lack clear pro-

gression 

 

 Addresses the task par-

tially or inappropriately 

 Shows some understand-

ing of content 

 Presents some main 

ideas but are not suffi-

ciently developed or may 

be irrelevant 

 

 

5-10 

 Uses a wide range of vo-

cabulary fluently and 

flexibly mostly appropri-

ately 

 Produces rare errors in 

spelling and/or word for-

mation 

 Can be followed mostly 

with ease 

 Uses a wide range of 

sentence structures 

 Majority of sentences 

are error-free 

 Uses a variety of com-

plex structures 

 Has good control of 

grammar and punctua-

tion 

 Logically organises in-

formation and ideas 

 Presents information and 

ideas coherently 

 Clear progression of 

ideas 

 Sufficiently addresses 

requirements of task 

 Demonstrates clear un-

derstanding of content 

 Presents, develops and 

extends main ideas that 

are mostly relevant. 

Each criterion is assessed individually. For example, a student who scores 4 for vocabulary, 4 for 

grammar, 5 for organisation and 7 for content should be recommended for the USP. Generally, a 

student who scores below 5 for both vocabulary and sentence structure requires some form of 

intervention. 

Appendix B. Additional Data 

B.1. Additional pass-fail rates 

Table 6. Pass-fail rates (given as percentages) across the disciplines excluding those who scored 

0 in the final exam or dropped out.  

Unit USP   Non-USP   

 n  Pass % (n)   n  Pass % (n) pa 

ITM (N = 477) 89  91.0 (81)  388 79.1 (307) 0.009* 

OB (N = 216) 34 100 (34)  182 94.5 (172) – 

CIA (N = 128) 45 80 (36)  83 63.8 (53) 0.058 

a One-tailed z-test for proportions. 

* Statistically significant. 
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B.2. Comparison of pre-test and final marks for USP and Non-USP attendees  

Table 7. Comparison of pre-test and final marks for the 54 USP and non-USP ITM students 

discussed in Section 7. 

  USP attendees 

(n = 27) 
 Non-USP attendees 

(n = 34) 
  

  M (SD)  M (SD)  p 

Pre-test  17.12 (3.49)  18.10 (3.63)  0.25a 

Final mark  65.2 (7.8)  60.3 (12.5)  0.084b 

a Two-tailed Mann-Whitney test because the data was quite skewed. 

b One-tailed Mann-Whitney test because the data was quite skewed. 

 

 

(a)     (b)  

Figure 9. Box and Whisker plots comparing the distributions of (a) pre-diagnostic test scores and 

(b) final marks for the 54 USP and non-USP ITM students discussed in Section 7. The crosses 

indicate the location of the mean and outliers lie more than 1.5 times the interquartile range away 

from the 25th and 75th percentiles. 

 

B.3. Comparison of pre- and post-tests for ITM 

Table 8. Comparison of pre- and post-test results for USP group. Note that as the test was out of 

40, an average gain of 7 marks is pedagogically significant. 

N Mean  

difference 

Standard deviation P-valuea 

7 7.000 2.517 0.00* 

a  Paired sample t-test. 

* Statistically significant. 

Non-USP Non-USP USP USP 



A-124 Embedding academic literacies into the disciplines  

References  

Arkoudis, S., Baik, C., & Richardson, S. (2012). English language in higher education: From 

entry to exit. Camberwell, Victoria: ACER Press. 

Arkoudis, S. (2014). Integrating English language communication skills into disciplinary cur-

ricula: Options and strategies. Sydney: Office of Learning and Teaching. Retrieved from 

www.cshe.unimelb.edu.au/arkoudis_fellowship  

Arkoudis, S., & Kelly, P. (2016). Shifting the narrative: International students and communica-

tion skills in higher education. International Journal Research Network, 8, 1-12. 

Arkoudis, S., Harris, A., & Kelly, P. (2018). Strengthening the evidence base for graduate com-

munication skills, Office for Learning and Teaching, Department of Education, Sydney, 

Retrieved September 30, 2018, from http://www.olt.gov.au/system/files/resources/SP14-

4612_ArkoudisHarris_FinalReport_2018_0.pdf  

Atchley, T. W., Wingenbach, G., & Akers, C. (2013). Comparison of course completion and 

student performance through online and traditional courses. The International Review of 

Research in Open and Distributed Learning, 14(4). 

Baik, C., & Greig, J. (2009). Improving academic outcomes of undergraduate ESL student: The 

case for discipline based academic skills programs. Higher Education Research and De-

velopment, 28(4), 401-416.  

Barrie, S., & Jones, J. (1999). Integration of academic writing skills in curriculum: making them 

stick: a model for generic attributes curriculum development. In G. Rust (Ed.). In Pro-

ceedings of the 6th International Improving Student Learning Symposium, (pp. 268- 278). 

Brighton, UK. 

Barthel, A. (2009). Post-enrolment language assessment: A cross institutional project. Paper 

presented to the 9th Biennial Conference for the Association for Academic Language and 

Learning. Retrieved October 8, 2016, from http://www.uq.edu.au/aall/docs/Barthel-

handout.pdf  

Barthel, A. (2015, April 27). Policy failure is to blame for university students’ lack of English. 

Australian Financial Review. Retrieved November 19, 2017, from 

http://www.afr.com/news/policy/education/policy-failure-is-to-blame-for-university-stu-

dents-lack-of-english-20150426-1mqa2t 

Bordonaro, K. (2008). Exploring the connections between information literacy and writing for 

international students. Journal of Information Literacy, 2(2), 1-17. 

Bretag, T. (2007). The Emperor’s new clothes: Yes, there is a link between English language 

competence and academic standards, People and Place, 15 (1), 13-21.  

Bretag, T., Harper, R., Burton, M., Ellis, C., Newton, P., Saddiqui, S., Rozenberg, P & van 

Haeringen, K. (2018). Contract cheating: A survey of Australian university students, 

Studies in Higher Education, 1-20. https://doi.org/10.1080/03075079.2018.1462788  

Briguglio, C. (2007). The three Rs: Academic Language and Learning (ALL) Advisers getting 

down to basics with academic colleagues. Journal of Academic Language & Learning, 

1(1), A10-A17. 

Briguglio, C. (2014). Working in the third space: Promoting interdisciplinary collaboration to 

embed English language development into the disciplines. Final Report. National Teach-

ing Fellowship. Retrieved from http://www.olt.gov.au/resource-working-in-the-third-

space  

Briguglio, C., and S. Watson. (2014). Embedding English language across the curriculum in 

higher education: A continuum of development support. Australian Journal of Language 

and Literacy, 37(1), 67-74. 

https://shop.acer.edu.au/acer-shop/product/A5260BK
https://shop.acer.edu.au/acer-shop/product/A5260BK
http://www.cshe.unimelb.edu.au/arkoudis_fellowship
http://www.olt.gov.au/system/files/resources/SP14-4612_ArkoudisHarris_FinalReport_2018_0.pdf
http://www.olt.gov.au/system/files/resources/SP14-4612_ArkoudisHarris_FinalReport_2018_0.pdf
http://www.uq.edu.au/aall/docs/Barthel-handout.pdf
http://www.uq.edu.au/aall/docs/Barthel-handout.pdf
http://www.afr.com/news/policy/education/policy-failure-is-to-blame-for-university-students-lack-of-english-20150426-1mqa2t
http://www.afr.com/news/policy/education/policy-failure-is-to-blame-for-university-students-lack-of-english-20150426-1mqa2t
https://doi.org/10.1080/03075079.2018.1462788
http://www.olt.gov.au/resource-working-in-the-third-space
http://www.olt.gov.au/resource-working-in-the-third-space


A-125 A.M. Maldoni 

Chanock, K., Horton, C., Reedman, M., & Stephenson, B. (2012). Collaborating to embed aca-

demic literacies and personal support in first year discipline subjects. Journal of Univer-

sity Teaching & Learning Practice, 9(3), 1-13. 

Cochrane, C. (2006). Embedding information literacy in an undergraduate management degree: 

Lecturers' and students' perspectives. Education for Information, 24(2), 97-123. 

Creswell, J. (2014). Research Design: Qualitative, Quantitative and Mixed Methods Ap-

proaches. (4th ed). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. 

Creswell, J. W., & Plano Clark, V. L. (2011). Designing and conducting mixed methods re-

search. (2nd ed.). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. 

Crosling, G., & Wilson, A. (2005). Creating a rich environment: Cooperation between academic 

support and disciplinary teaching staff. Paper presented at the 7th Biennial Conference of 

the Association for Academic Language and Learning, Critiquing and Reflecting. Re-

trieved February 28, 2017, from http://www.aall.org.au/conferences/las/papers   

Davies, A., & Maldoni, A. (2004). Meeting the needs of international postgraduate students: 

Modifying the EAP curriculum for master preparation programs. English Australia Con-

ference 2004 Proceedings, Adelaide.  

Department of Education and Training. (2016). Selected Higher Education Statistics. Retrieved 

November 25, 2017 from https://www.education.gov.au/higher-education-statistics 

Department of Education, Employment and Workplace Relations [DEEWR] (2009). Good 

Practice Principles for English Language Proficiency for International Students in Aus-

tralian Universities. Final Report Retrieved July 16, 2016, from 

http://www.aall.org.au/sites/default/files/FinalEnglishLanguageStandardsMay2012.pdf 

Devereux, L., Wilson, K., Kiley, A., & Gunawardena, M. (2018). The proof of the pudding … 

analysing student written texts for evidence of a successful literacy intervention. Journal 

of Academic Language and Learning, 12(1), A239-A253. 

Dudley-Evans, T. (2001). Team-teaching in EAP: Changes and adaptations in the Birmingham 

approach. In J. Flowerdew & M. Peacock (Eds). Research Perspectives on English for 

Academic Purposes (pp. 225-238). Cambridge UK: Cambridge University Press.  

Dunworth, K. (2013). Degrees of Proficiency: Building a strategic approach to university stu-

dents’ English language assessment and development. Sydney: Office for Learning and 

Teaching. 

Dunworth, K., Drury, H., Kralik, C. & Moore, T. (2014). Rhetoric and realities: on the develop-

ment of university-wide strategies to promote student English language growth. Journal 

of Higher Education Policy and Management, 36(5), 520-532. 

Erling, E.., & Richardson, J. (2010). Measuring the academic skills of university students: Eval-

uation of a diagnostic procedure. Assessing writing, 15, 177-193.  

Evans, E., Tindale, J., Cable, D., &  Mead, S.H. (2009).  Collaborative teaching in a linguisti-

cally and culturally diverse higher education setting: A case study of a postgraduate ac-

counting program. Higher Education Research & Development, 28(6), 597-613. 

Evans, E., & Cable, D. (2011). Evidence of improvement in accounting students' communica-

tion skills, International Journal of Educational Management, 25(4), 311 – 327. 

Fenton-Smith, B., Humphreys, P., & Walkinshaw, I. (2018). On evaluating the effectiveness of 

university-wide credit-bearing English language enhancement courses. Journal of English 

for Academic Purposes, 31, 72-83. 

Foster, G. (2012). The impact of international students on measured learning and standards in 

Australian higher education, Economics of Education Review, 31, 587-600, 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.econedurev.2012.03.003 

http://www.aall.org.au/conferences/las/papers
https://www.education.gov.au/higher-education-statistics
http://www.aall.org.au/sites/default/files/FinalEnglishLanguageStandardsMay2012.pdf
http://www.tandfonline.com/author/Tindale%2C+Jen
http://www.tandfonline.com/author/Cable%2C+Dawn
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/07294360903226403
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/07294360903226403
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/07294360903226403
http://www.tandfonline.com/toc/cher20/current
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.econedurev.2012.03.003


A-126 Embedding academic literacies into the disciplines  

Foster, G. (2015, April 21). The slide of academic standards in Australia: a cautionary tale. The 

Conversation. Retrieved October 4, 2016 from https://theconversation.com/the-slide-of-

academic-standards-in-australia-a-cautionary-tale-40464  

Fraenkel, J., Wallen, N.E., & Hyun, H.H. (2012). How to design and evaluate research in edu-

cation. 8th edition. New York, NY: McGraw-Hill. 

Gunn, C., Hearne, S., & Sibthorpe, J. (2011). Right from the start: A rationale for embedding 

academic literacy skills in university courses. Journal of University Teaching & Learning 

Practice, 8(1), 6. 

Hammill, J. (2007). Linking study skills courses and content: A joint venture between Student 

Services and Faculty of Health and Environmental Sciences. Journal of the Australia and 

New Zealand Student Services Association, 29, 3-20. 

Hattie, J., Biggs, J., & Purdie N. (1996). Effects of learning skills interventions on student learn-

ing: A meta-analysis. Review of Educational Research, 66(2), 99-126. 

Huerta, D., & McMillan, V. (2004). Reflections on collaborative teaching of science infor-

mation literacy and science writing: Plans, processes and pratfalls. In W. Miller & R. M. 

Pellen (Eds.). Libraries within their institutions: Creative collaborations (pp. 19-28). 

Binghamton: Haworth Information Press. 

Harper, R. (2013). From principles to practice: Implementing an English language proficiency 

model at UniSA. Journal of Academic Language & Learning, 7(2), A150-A164. 

Harris, A. J. (2013). Identifying students requiring English language support: What role can a 

PELA play? Journal of Academic Language and Learning, 7(2), A62-A78. 

Harris, A. J. & Ashton, J. L. (2011). Embedding and integrating language and academic skills: 

An innovative approach. Journal of Academic Language and Learning, 5(2), A73-A87.  

Harvey, A., & Luckman, M. (2014). Beyond demographics: Predicting student attrition within 

the Bachelor of Arts degree. The International Journal of the First Year in Higher Educa-

tion, 5(1), 19-29. 

IELTS Partners. (2009-2015). IELTS Task 2 writing band descriptors (public version). Re-

trieved April 4, 2017 from https://takeielts.britishcouncil.org/sites/de-

fault/files/IELTS_task_2_Writing_band_descriptors.pdf  

Independent Commission Against Corruption (ICAC). (April 2015). Learning the hard way: 

managing corruption risks associated with international students at universities in NSW. 

ICAC Report. Retrieved June 18, 2016 at http://www.icac.nsw.gov.au/media-centre/me-

dia-releases/article/4781     

Ivankova, N.V., Creswell, J.W., Stick. S.L. (2006). Using mixed-methods sequential explana-

tory design: From theory to practice. Field Methods, 18(1), 3-20  

Johns, A. M. (1997). Text, role and context: developing academic literacies. Cambridge: Cam-

bridge University Press.  

Johnson, N. (2012). The institutional cost of student attrition. Delta Cost Project at American 

Institutes for Research. Retrieved November 30, 2016 from 

http://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED536126.pdf  

Jones, J., Bonnano, H., & Scouller, K. (2001). Staff and student role in central and faculty-

based learning support: Changing partnerships. In U. Fischer, B. James, A. Percy, J. 

Skillen, & N. Trivett (Eds.), Refereed proceedings of the Language and Academic Skills 

Conference, Changing Identities. New South Wales: University of Wollongong. Re-

trieved June 21, 2016, from http://www.aall.org.au/conferences 

https://theconversation.com/the-slide-of-academic-standards-in-australia-a-cautionary-tale-40464
https://theconversation.com/the-slide-of-academic-standards-in-australia-a-cautionary-tale-40464
https://takeielts.britishcouncil.org/sites/default/files/IELTS_task_2_Writing_band_descriptors.pdf
https://takeielts.britishcouncil.org/sites/default/files/IELTS_task_2_Writing_band_descriptors.pdf
http://www.icac.nsw.gov.au/media-centre/media-releases/article/4781
http://www.icac.nsw.gov.au/media-centre/media-releases/article/4781
http://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED536126.pdf
http://www.aall.org.au/conferences


A-127 A.M. Maldoni 

Kennelly, R., Maldoni, A., & Davies, D. (2010).  A case study: Do discipline-based pro-

grammes improve student learning outcomes? International Journal for Educational In-

tegrity. 6(1), 61-73.  

Kennelly, R.M., & Tucker, T. (2012). Why do “at risk” students choose to attend or avoid spe-

cific support programs: A case study of student experience at the University of Canberra. 

Journal of Academic Language & Learning, 6(1), A103-A116.  

Kift, S. (2009). Articulating a transition pedagogy to scaffold and to enhance the first year 

learning experience in Australian higher education; Final Report for ALTC Senior Fel-

lowship Program. Australian Learning and Teaching Council. Retrieved March 3, 2018 

from http://fyhe.com.au/wp-content/uploads/2012/10/Kift-Sally-ALTC-Senior-Fellow-

ship-Report-Sep-092.pdf 

Kift, S. M. & Nelson, K. J. (2005). Beyond curriculum reform: Embedding the transition experi-

ence. In Brew, A. & Asmar, C. (Eds.), Higher Education in a changing world: Research 

and Development in Higher Education (pp. 225-235). Milperra, NSW: HERDSA. 

Kift, S., Nelson, K. & Clarke, J. (2010). Transition Pedagogy: A third generation approach to 

FYE –A case study of policy and practice for the higher education sector. The Interna-

tional Journal of the First Year in Higher Education,1(1), 1-20. 

Knoch, U. (2012). At the intersection of language assessment and academic advising. Com-

municating results of a large-scale diagnostic academic English writing assessment to stu-

dents and other stakeholders. Papers in Language Testing and Assessment, 1, 49 

Komarraju, M., & Nadler, D. (2013). Self-efficacy and academic achievement: Why do implicit 

beliefs, goals, and effort regulation matter? Learning and Individual Differences, 25, 67-

72. 

Lea, M., & Street, B. (1998). Student writing in higher education: an academic literacies ap-

proach, Studies in Higher Education, 11(3), 182-199. 

Maldoni, A., Kennelly, R., & Davies, D. (2009). Integrating discipline-based reading to improve 

intercultural and international learning. International Journal for the Scholarship of 

Teaching and Learning. 3(1), 1-18.   

Maldoni, A. (2017). A cross-disciplinary approach to embedding academic literacies: an embed-

ded, integrated and team-taught approach. Journal of Academic Language & Learning, 

11(1), A104-124. 

Mallman, M., & Lee, H. (2014). Stigmatised learners: mature-age students negotiating univer-

sity culture. British Journal of Sociology of Education, 37(5), 684-701. 

doi:10.1080/01425692.2014.973017  

McWilliams, R. and Allan, Q. (2014). Embedding Academic Literacy Skills: Towards a Best 

Practice Model. Journal of University Teaching & Learning Practice, 11(3), 1-20. Re-

trieved from http://ro.uow.edu.au/jutlp/vol11/iss3/8   

Mitchell, S. (2010). Now you don’t see it; now you do. Writing made visible in the university. 

Arts and Humanities in Higher Education, 9(2), 133-48. 

Moodie, G. (March 23, 2016). Which students are most likely to drop out of university? The 

Conversation. Retrieved May 2, 2016 from http://theconversation.com/which-students-

are-most-likely-to-drop-out-of-university-56276  

Mort, P., & Drury, H. (2012). Supporting student academic literacy in the disciplines using 

genre-based online pedagogy. Journal of Academic Language & Learning, 6(3), A1-A15. 

Murray, N., & Nallaya, S. (2014). Embedding academic literacies in university programme cur-

ricula: a case study. Studies in Higher Education, 41(7), 1296-1312. doi: 

10.1080/03075079.2014.981150 

http://fyhe.com.au/wp-content/uploads/2012/10/Kift-Sally-ALTC-Senior-Fellowship-Report-Sep-092.pdf
http://fyhe.com.au/wp-content/uploads/2012/10/Kift-Sally-ALTC-Senior-Fellowship-Report-Sep-092.pdf
http://ro.uow.edu.au/jutlp/vol11/iss3/8
http://theconversation.com/which-students-are-most-likely-to-drop-out-of-university-56276
http://theconversation.com/which-students-are-most-likely-to-drop-out-of-university-56276


A-128 Embedding academic literacies into the disciplines  

Murray, N. (2011). University post-enrolment English language assessment: a consideration of 

the issues. Ergo, 2(1). Retrieved November 18, 2016 at http://www.ojs.unisa.edu.au/in-

dex.php/ergo/article/view/1062   

Newman-Ford, L., Fitzgibbon, K., Lloyd, S., & Thomas, S. (2008). A large-scale investigation 

into the relationship between attendance and attainment: a study using an innovative, 

electronic attendance monitoring. Studies in Higher Education, 33(6), 699-717. 

O'Donnell, V., & Tobbell, J. (2007). The Transition of Adult Students to Higher Education: Le-

gitimate Peripheral Participation in a Community of Practice. Adult Education Quarterly, 

57(4), 312-328.  

Olsen, A. (2008). Staying the course: Retention and attrition in Australian universities. Strategy 

Policy and Research in Education Ltd. Retrieved July 3, 2017 from 

http://www.spre.com.au/download/AUIDFRetentionResultsFindings.pdf  

Palmer, L., Levett-Jones, T., Smith, R., & McMillan, M. (2014). Academic literacy diagnostic 

assessment in the first semester of first year at university. The International Journal of the 

First Year in Higher Education, 5 (1), 67-78. 

Percy, A., Moore, J., & Mitchell, A. (2001). Mapping the tertiary literacy skills of the Bachelor 

of Commerce: a step towards inter-disciplinary dialogue and cohesive skills development 

in a degree program. In P. Little, J. Conway, K. Cleary, S. Bourke, J. Archer & A. Kings-

land (Eds.), Learning Partnerships: Proceedings of the 2001 Annual HERDSA Confer-

ence, University of Newcastle. 

Probert, B. (2015). The quality of Australia's higher education system: how it might be defined, 

improved and assured. Office for Learning and Teaching Discussion Paper. Retrieved 

April 2, 2017 from http://www.hes.edu.au/assets/HECQN-2015/Probert-Quality-Aust-

HE-2015.pdf  

Ransom, L. (2009). Implementing the post-entry English language assessment policy at the Uni-

versity of Melbourne: Rationale, processes and outcomes. Journal of Academic Language 

and Learning, 3(2), A13-A25. 

Read, J. (2008) Identifying academic language needs through diagnostic assessment. Journal of 

English for Academic Purposes, 7, 180-190.  

Read, J. (2015). Issues in post-entry language assessment in English-medium universities. Lan-

guage Teaching, 48(2), 217-234. 

Rezaei, A. R., & Lovorn, M. G. (2010). Reliability and validity of rubrics for assessment 

through writing. Assessing Writing, 15(1), 18-39.  

Skillen, J., Merten, M., Trivett, N., & Percy, A. (1998). The IDEALL approach to Learning De-

velopment: A model for fostering improved literacy and learning outcomes for students. 

Paper presented at the AARE conference, University of Adelaide.  

Skillen, J., James, B., Percy, A., Tootell, H., & Irvine, H.J. (2003). From integration to transfor-

mation, Proceedings of the National Language and Academic Skills Conference 2003, 

Adelaide. 

Tarrant, J. (2014). Recorded lectures: an opportunity for improved teaching and learning. Ergo, 

3(1), 37-42. 

Tertiary Education Quality and Standards Agency (TEQSA). (2011, 2015). Retrieved October 

4, 2017 from http://www.teqsa.gov.au/  

Thies, L. C. (2012). Increasing student participation and success: Collaborating to embed aca-

demic literacies into the curriculum. Journal of Academic Language and Learning 6(1), 

A15-A31.  

http://www.ojs.unisa.edu.au/index.php/ergo/article/view/1062
http://www.ojs.unisa.edu.au/index.php/ergo/article/view/1062
http://eprints.hud.ac.uk/1300
http://eprints.hud.ac.uk/1300
http://www.spre.com.au/download/AUIDFRetentionResultsFindings.pdf
http://www.hes.edu.au/assets/HECQN-2015/Probert-Quality-Aust-HE-2015.pdf
http://www.hes.edu.au/assets/HECQN-2015/Probert-Quality-Aust-HE-2015.pdf
http://www.teqsa.gov.au/


A-129 A.M. Maldoni 

Tinto, V., & Pusser, B. (2006). Moving from theory to action: Building a model of institutional 

action for student success. Washington, DC: National Postsecondary Education Coopera-

tive, Department of Education. 

Thompson, B. (2006). Foundations of behavioural statistics: An insight-based approach. New 

York: The Guilford. 

Universities Australia. (October 23, 2017). Submission to review of registered nurse accredita-

tion standards. Retrieved November 23, 2017 from https://www.universitiesaus-

tralia.edu.au/Media-and-Events/submissions-and-reports/Submission-to-review-of-Regis-

tered-Nurse-Accreditation-Standards/Submission-to-review-of-Registered-Nurse-Accred-

itation-Standards  

Wilson, K., & Devereaux, L. (2014). Scaffolding theory: high challenge, high support in Aca-

demic Language and Learning (ALL) contexts. Journal of Academic Language & Learn-

ing, 8(3), A91-A100. 

Wingate, U. (2006). Doing away with ‘study skills’. Teaching in Higher Education, 11(4), 457-

469. 

Wingate, U. (2015). Academic literacy and student diversity: The case for inclusive practice. 

YUK: Multilingual matters.  

https://www.universitiesaustralia.edu.au/Media-and-Events/submissions-and-reports/Submission-to-review-of-Registered-Nurse-Accreditation-Standards/Submission-to-review-of-Registered-Nurse-Accreditation-Standards
https://www.universitiesaustralia.edu.au/Media-and-Events/submissions-and-reports/Submission-to-review-of-Registered-Nurse-Accreditation-Standards/Submission-to-review-of-Registered-Nurse-Accreditation-Standards
https://www.universitiesaustralia.edu.au/Media-and-Events/submissions-and-reports/Submission-to-review-of-Registered-Nurse-Accreditation-Standards/Submission-to-review-of-Registered-Nurse-Accreditation-Standards
https://www.universitiesaustralia.edu.au/Media-and-Events/submissions-and-reports/Submission-to-review-of-Registered-Nurse-Accreditation-Standards/Submission-to-review-of-Registered-Nurse-Accreditation-Standards

	1. Introduction
	2. Models of embedding
	3. The Unit Specific Model
	4. Methodology
	4.1 Methodological framework
	4.2 Data collection and analyses

	5. The Unit Support Program
	5.1. The workshops
	5.2. Identification of students ‘at risk’

	6. Primary results
	6.1. The initial language diagnostic revealed relatively high proportions of potentially ‘at risk’ students in each cohort
	6.2. USP attendance
	6.3. Possible impacts of the USP on unit retention rates
	6.4. Pass-fail rates
	6.5. A comparison of final results for USP attenders and non-attenders

	7. Secondary results
	7.1. Results controlling for possible differences in initial diagnostic performance
	7.2. Evaluation of the initial ‘at risk’ criterion
	7.3. Comparison of pre- and post-test diagnostic results

	8. Discussion
	8.1. Benefits of embedding
	8.2. Study limitations

	9. Conclusions and recommendations
	Acknowledgements
	Appendix A. Writing rubric
	Appendix B. Additional Data
	B.1. Additional pass-fail rates
	B.2. Comparison of pre-test and final marks for USP and Non-USP attendees
	B.3. Comparison of pre- and post-tests for ITM

	References

