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Overview

• About us and the project

• Conditions of collaboration

• Practitioner’s journey into the disciplinary language 

• Challenges & reflections 
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Collaboration mapped. Factors of effective team-

collaboration by Newell&Bain (2018, 2020) 

Personal Professional

Social/ 
cognitive 

Organisational

Catalyst  AHEP4 C18 Lifelong 
Learning 

Pete’s role: able to bring about 
change in content + mode of 
delivery at school level.

In-sessional support established 
at MSc level

1st collab: L2 Literacy tutorial

Academic Literacy Officer 
and APT Lead  interest 
in Student Education

Education innovation 

Desire to 'add value' to a 
mature programme of 
study

Anna: Writing support, reflective 
practice, PebblePad

Pete: tutorial system, L1 
curriculum, professional values & 
skills

Intellectual curiosity 

Openess to explore 
problems / propose 
solutions from alternate 
viewpoints



Practitioner’s journey 
into the disciplinary 
language: choosing 
MATLAB for students’ first 
reflection. 
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Wolf (2022)

Monbec et al. (2021:1164)

Maton (2013:13)
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• “Disciplinary empathy” (Driscoll, 2023)

• Guided by students’ interest
• Context specificity (SG+)
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• Module description + reading
• Endorsed by the faculty
• Moving towards abstract concepts 

(SG-)
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• Feasibility check
• Beginner’s mindset + “disciplinary 

empathy” (Driscol, 2023)

• Grounding in the module, programme 
of study (SG+) and engineering 
practice (SG-)
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• Conversations & comments turning 
into the task brief, and PebblePad 
activities
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• Marking catch-ups & informal 
exchanges 

• Reflections overly technical and 
narrow at times (e.g. focus on syntax)

• End of year review: focus on skills 
preferred   

• Moving forward: subject lecturers’ 
input to refine the materials 



Challenges 

• Time & timeline 

• Communicating with a range of stakeholders: students, C18 
Lifelong Learning Tutors, STSEC (School Taught Student Education 
Committee), student education interest group

• Forgetting “home” – limited focus on language, and developing 
reflective writing 

• Excessive “technicality”? 



Reflections, lessons learnt & unexpected 
insights 

• importance of learning each other’s language

• collaboration as “a relationship, style or approach, process, capacity, 
and learning opportunity” (Newell&Bain, 2020:750)

• EAP “practitioner reconstructed” (Driscol, 2023) 

• reality check: “humanities vs STEM divide” (Wolf, 2022:209) did not 
materialize

• “Shifted away from being firmly glued in the sciency part of things, 
where you have rigid boundaries around your area, moving you 
somewhere where the boundaries are a bit more flexible, because you 
have the freedom to change your language. You can become less 
formal, use different words, add a bit of colour to what you’re saying.” 
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