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Comments on main approaches of college written English teaching

LI Jie

(Foreign Language College, Yanshan University, Qinhuangdao, Hebei, 066004, China)

Abstract English writing is the weak point of college English study for students, as well as the difficult part of college English
teaching for teachers. Thus, teaching approaches of written English play a fundamental role in college English study. This paper
introduces and comments on the main teaching approaches in China, including: the product approach, the process approach, the
genre approach, the task-based approach, the length Approach. After analyzing their advantages and shortcomings, an conclusion
is drown that one single teaching approach is not sufficient, and all effective parts of these five approaches should be utilized in
written English teaching in order to improve students' writing skills.

Key words college English, English writing, product approach, process approach, genre approach, task-based approach,

length approach.





