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Effects of brainstorming training on the development of

Chinese English learners’ writing competence

Huang Liling

(School of Humanities, Fujian University of Technology, Fuzhou 350118, China)

Abstract; Based on current college English writing classes in China and the pre-writing stages in

process approach, an empirical study is conducted at certain Fujian university by designing an Eng-

lish writing brainstorming training program in qualititive and quantitive manners. It aims to explore

the effects of the brainstorming training strategy on students’ writing competence and to clarify the

students’ perceptions towards the classroom activity. The results indicate that the teaching strategy

can effectively enhance the students’ writing competence. Moreover, the students are positive to-

wards the classroom activity. The findings of the study have certain pedagogical implications to col-

lege EFL writing teaching in China.

Keywords: brainstorming; writing training program; teaching strategy; writing competence in for-

eign language; classroom activity
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Tab.1 Pre-test and post-test results of experimental

group and control group
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Tab.2  Survey results of questionnaires about brain-

storming strategy in writing class
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