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The study of “Process and Experience” approach in English writing class

ZHU Li-gang
(School of Foreign Languages, Tongji University, Shanghai 200082, China)

Abstract: How to do effective English Writing has been the focal point those days. This research is a empirical

study based on the author’s English writing Module’s teaching practice, in hope of exploring the validity in the

transition from product-focused approach to the “Process and Experience” approach. By means of experiment test,

it is attested that the “Process and Experience” approach is more necessary and innovative. The students in test get

improvement in writing practice.
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