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ABSTRACT

Presenting authorial voice is important in academic writing due to the nature of
academic discourse which was always established from one point to another
making every academic text is heteroglossic in nature. This study examines how
Indonesian undergraduate students studying in Australia for an exchange
programme who came from non-linguistics and language studies background
performs appropriate linguistic choices in their academic essay. The present study
examines 12 texts produced by 6 students responding as an expert to a scenario
given to them as an assignment in an intercultural communication unit under the
Engagement heading of the Appraisal system (Martin & White, 2005). This paper
also considers the existence of context of situation and context of culture as this
paper considers the approach to tenor and genre in professional context and as a
cultural practice. This paper found problems in how dialogic expansion resources
are excessively used throughout the students with several contributing factors
namely attempts on negotiating identity, failure in recognising power and
solidarity, as well as problems regarding lack of familiarity with genre writing and

English academic text in general.

Keywords: Academic writing, Systemic Functional Linguistics, Appraisal,

Engagement analysis, undergraduate essay
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