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Abstract

Writing plays a very important role in cultivating students’ core competences. As students enter the
senior grades, they begin to face reading and writing difficulties, which are mainly manifested as
insufficient reading volume; the article content is not specific; the organization of the article lacks
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logic; there are many language errors in the use of sentences and they cannot express clearly. Based
on the theory of integration of teaching, learning and evaluation, this paper adopts research meth-
ods such as classroom observation method and classroom teaching content analysis method to try
to explore how teachers carry out the integrated English writing teaching design of “teaching-learn-
ing-evaluation” and the difficulties encountered in the design process and the reasons for the diffi-
culties.
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Table 1. Classroom observation chart
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Table 2. Chart of classroom evaluation
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Table 3. Writing evaluation criteria
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Table 4. Teacher H’s classroom evaluation statistics
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Table 5. Writing evaluation criteria
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Table 6. Teacher G’s classroom evaluation statistics
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Table 7. Chart of evaluation contents
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Table 9. Chart for the presentation of evaluation results
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