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Abstract

The enaction of New Curriculum Standard and the deepening of English test reform has put high re-
quirements on English writing. There is an urgent need to improve students’ English writing abilities
and assess their writing in a more scientific way. Previous assessment methods can only provide us
with simple grades which cannot reveal the features of students’ writing and the cognition levels be-
hind their writing. As a qualitative assessment method, SOLO theory can offer us a possible choice to
analyze students’ writing in more details. This study is going to use SOLO classification theory to es-
tablish assessment scales for middle school English writing so that we can analyze 8th graders’ cur-
rent English writing more carefully. We hope to find the shortcomings of present English writing as-
sessment standards and provide useful suggestions for future English writing classes.
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Table 1. Five hierarchical structures of SOLO classification theory
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Table 2. Assessment standard for 8™ graders’ English writing based on SOLO theory
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Table 3. Hierarchical structure distribution of students’ writing
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