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Formative Assessment and Language Learning

LIU Ping
( Department of Public Foreign Language Teaching, Hunan Institute of Science and technology, Yueyang 414006, China)

Abstract ; Formative assessment gives priority to the process of language learning and to the active partic-
ipation of the learners, which is beneficial to the process of continuous observation, evaluation, monitoring and
adjustment, so as to promote their autonomous learning and comprehensive languagecompetence. Moreover, it
puts more emphasis on learners’ progress and ability, whichassists tolower their anxiety of language learning,
arouse their motivation and interests and develop their life — long learnig.
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