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Abstract

In our country, English teaching focuses on the delivery of English language knowledge, as well as
the cultivation of listening, reading and writing skills involved in exams, but often ignores the pre-
sent situation of spoken English ability cultivation. As the developer and guide of classroom teach-
ing activities, teachers play an important role in the improvement of students’ oral ability, whether
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it is to talk with students or to evaluate students’ answers. This paper mainly discusses how to im-
plement formative assessment in junior high school oral English teaching, how to make formative
assessment effectively promote the development of junior high school students’ oral communica-
tion ability, and how to make formative assessment promote the further development of junior high
school oral English ability. This paper takes formative evaluation as the teaching model to carry out
experimental teaching in Jin’an Road Middle School. The author took 41 students from Class 2 of
Grade 2 as the research objects. Before the experiment, the author conducted a questionnaire sur-
vey on the students to understand their interest and attitude towards learning oral English. During
the implementation of the experiment, the formative evaluation teaching model was adopted, in
which students and teachers carried out oral practice in class through the use of classroom activity
evaluation, and peers and teachers made evaluation. After the experiment, the students were sur-
veyed again. Through the analysis of the questionnaire data, it can be seen that compared with the
traditional evaluation method, formative evaluation can improve the interest and enthusiasm of
junior middle school students in oral English learning. And at the end of the experiment, it can be
seen that the students’ interest in oral English has improved significantly.
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Table 1. Students’ interest in learning spoken English before the experiment
1 SWAIFE N EIEOEF SRR

i R H %
N Et 1 NE Et il N Et 451 N Etfi
Il 1 6 14.63% 21 51.22% 13 31.71% 1 2.44%
i)l 2 7 17.07% 7 17.07% 20 48.78% 7 17.07%
i)l 3 7 17.07% 7 17.07% 22 53.65% 5 12.20%
i 5 4 7 17.07% 16 39.02% 16 39.02% 2 4.88%
IF] & 5 5 12.20% 5 12.20% 20 48.78% 11 26.83%
IF] 1 6 6 14.63% 1 26.82% 19 46.34% 5 12.20%
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PG . ol 65.850% 1] 2\ A E OB RIS R NS AR Z . M= R ER, F 70.73
PIFAAR R AR P A JAE G . RN R ER, RA 17.07 B4R E 3 3) s A A 2258
Mo MR EIR, 7 12.2%0) %45 5 S A E EHHT 0B JE, 4 26.83 A AE AN SR EHE Ek4T
FUEEYE. BN RSN, A 41.46% 1) E X B R BN U SR, T 12.2% 2 A IR LT
W7 AR

RS BT, BATR IR T 0 E B AR, K2Hee A ERg
JE AR UTE . R ZHFAERERE P RIMARIBIFIK, AT EBRSEFAERNIGENAE, BR%
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Table 2. Students’ interest in learning spoken English after the experiment
2. IREFEFENIIEOEF SRR

@
I =] i %=
N Et 1) N e N E 5] N e
o] 1 15 36.58% 15 36.58% 10 24.39% 1 2.44%
i 5 2 17 41.46% 13 31.70% 7 17.07% 4 9.75%
i 3 16 39.02% 15 36.58% 5 12.20% 5 12.20%
7] 5 4 17 41.46% 16 39.02% 6 39.02% 2 4.88%
5] 7 5 20 48.78% 15 36.58% 3 7.31% 3 7.31%
] 5 6 21 51.22% 11 26.83% 8 19.51% 1 2.44%
(b)
i) 5t WERT R A B C D
SEI0 I 6 21 13 1
A R 1
SEIG JE 15 15 10 1
S0 I 7 7 20 7
I R 2
SEEG A 17 13 7 4
SEIGRT 7 7 22 5
n) /8 3
SEEG A 16 15 5 5
SIS A 7 16 16 2
i) 2 4
SEIG A 17 16 6 2
SEIG I 5 5 20 11
n) /g 5
SEIR A 20 15 3 3
SEI0 I 6 11 19 5
] 2 6 ‘
SEIG A 21 11 8 1
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Figure 1. Comparison chart of students’ interest in learning spoken English before and after the experiment
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Table 3. Students’ feelings about the teacher’s evaluation before the experiment
3. ZWATFENZIFTENHRZ

1 2 3 4 5

NEC o weB o A wf A bl AMc tBl A% Bl

i) fit 7 3 7.32% 10 2439% 15  3659% 10  2439% 3 7.32%
IF] /i 8 4 9.76% 12 2921% 13 31.71% 7 17.07% 5 12.20%
IF] /i 9 11 2683% 13  3171% 15  36.59% 1 2.44% 1 2.44%
Ii i 10 9 21.95% 14  3415% 16  39.02% 0 0% 2 4.88%

AP A DIEH “ WAL 37, -G, 24.39%IR] F i\ N IETE BOM ) SATRHE #5152 2] A2 IR 2L,
MIEN S Ju AT BLE R 2 8 2 AN 45 52 2 I AE [F] 2 [ 25 1) j 2 JE AT VP A . T F s SR
K, REZHCFAARIBERAAERE EXEMULSETE, Bz B MRNRRIEGEE D18 R,

HXS LR T DAE Y “ L3 47, A S0 A R BOR B v EAN A R TR B R K 5 T 961l 1, LEFIZAT
X Z M PN 77 N SO A 0« LIS 27 o SIS AR 43 [F) 2 2 AN e oG i L, AER7E SR a0 5
Wa, RKZHFSBEFEIZIMPAN 72 X R B S AT B 8 L 2 I AE 5 A 2 ST B2 R AR — N AR
I

DOI: 10.12677/ae.2024.14122304 552 HEHRE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2024.14122304

BEICIR

Table 4. Students’ feelings about the teacher’s evaluation after the experiment
2 4. TWEFETEITTNHOEZ

(@)

N Bl A% tef A EAi7] N EAi7] N# =a

I | 7 3 7.32% 0 0% 5 12.20% 21 51.22% 12 29.27%
I 4 8 1 2.44% 0 0% 8 19.51% 19 46.34% 13 34.71%
i) 5 9 1 2.44% 1 2.44% 5 12.20% 15 36.59% 19 46.34%
i) 8 10 2 4.88% 1 2.44% 6 14.63% 19 46.34% 13 31.71%
(b)
iry) 7 WAEAE 1 2 3 4 5
1 7 %%% 3 10 15 10 3
SR 3 0 5 21 12
— SEIHT 4 12 13 7 5
T 5 1 0 8 19 13
— SEIHT 11 13 15 1 1
T 5 1 1 5 15 19
1 10 SEIHT 9 14 16 0 2
T 5 2 1 6 19 13
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Figure 2. Students’ feelings about the teacher’s evaluation before and after the experiment
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Table 5. Pre-experimental students’ perceptions of evaluation methods
2 5. LWETFEIIENFENEE

& — 1t A%

A¥ L b AH el A¥ L

i 2 11 11 26.83% 25 60.98% 5 12.20%
[REH LA FUTVE

ji] @ 12 16 39.02% 19 46.34% 6 14.63

KA AT EER T VR Y, AR A E VO RPEVE R A S AR 0B B SE S . W
TEERET LA 1, 39.029% 1A R A T H BT, R 14.63%( A AR FEBUTEAN “ WK 57 . Bk,
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Table 6. Students’ perceptions of the evaluation after the experiment

6. IRFFEITNHEX

& 1t A%

N Ll A Ll A¥ L)

fi e 11 29 70.73% 11 26.83% 1 2.44%
AR I SOV

i 8 12 11 26.83% 9 21.95% 21 51.22%
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