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Abstract

This study aims to explore the application and impact of the process writing approach in senior high
school English writing teaching. The research subjects were students from two classes in grade two
of a senior high school. During the three-month teaching practice, both classes underwent the same
writing tests and questionnaire surveys. However, the experimental class adopted the process writ-
ing approach, while the control class used the traditional product writing approach. Quantitative
data were statistically analyzed using SPSS, and qualitative data were collected through interviews
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with some students from the experimental class. The results showed that the application of the pro-
cess writing approach in senior high school English writing teaching can not only effectively change
students’ attitude towards English writing, but also significantly improve students’ writing ability.
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Table 1. Descriptive statistical results of writing performance of experimental and control classes in pre-test
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Table 2. Independent samples T-test of writing performance of experimental and control classes in pre-test
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Table 3. Descriptive statistical results of writing performance of experimental and control classes in post-test
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Table 4. Independent samples T-test of writing performance of experimental and control classes in post-test
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Table 5. Descriptive statistical results of writing performance of experimental class in pre-test and post-test
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Table 6. Paired samples T-test of writing performance of experimental class in pre-test and post-test
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Table 7. Statistical results of questionnaire on students’ views on English writing
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