H bR = 2025 4B T 5 5 W

International Journal of Education https://ije.oajrc.org/
RE/NFREBFRITESTENZFIBE: IREBT
FNFTI

EHEISEERFFEF L L&

[HE)] REEHFT LA “0FXAB FN L R, sSMEF N @GS “% TFshiEss]
BGIPN7 B A AR INEF S OGN 9T XA . MEHA T, SMERIFEE T BN F IR RN R F R AR
PO, A FRCARIZE E @I AAE, 24 TR FRIERFES FNEROFIEARMIRL, AFRE
Rikd ik, ARABE R EAir ik XiAE T AENE T D FIEHTHKRGETIFNERT N LA, I F
FEFIFHRET PN A REATL; BAHTOETIINERALLF 257, 2B BF L2 EEF 009 1F &
HEk; FRSFHRBEHITGETIENERGAML, PHRAHKTE P EFARTRANERZFRAS. AT, &
B eF L TAE S R B AR D FEIERITIE T RN E SR, AR AEILSH KT A F N BN EHT
MABARME T A%,

[X88A]) shE#F, BTN E 5, DFEBHIF

[(E€mB] LsstAERFELR “FIMFRFAMAXAE” CGAB%%5: 2024DSYL025)

(WS HEA) 2025 %4 A 8 A [EFIHEAY 2025 %5 A 10 B [DOI] 10.12208/j.ije.20250189

A survey of Language Assessment Literacy (LAL) of elementary school English teachers: Status quo and

implications

Xinrong Sun
School of English Studies, Shanghai International Studies University, Shanghai

[ Abstract] The landscape of foreign language education in China is currently undergoing a cultural transition from
a predominant “exam culture” to an emerging “assessment culture”, along with a paradigm shift from “assessment of
language learning” to “assessment for language learning” within the field of foreign language assessment. In this dual
transition, the Language Assessment Literacy (LAL) of foreign language teachers has emerged as a crucial topic for
scholarly investigation. While existing literature has proposed a series of domestic theoretical frameworks of LAL,
empirical studies on LAL of foreign language teachers across different educational stages remain limited. The present study
adopts a mixed-methods approach, incorporating a large-scale questionnaire and group interview methodology to examine
the LAL status of elementary school English teachers from eight provinces across China. Descriptive statistical analysis,
independent t-test, and Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) are utilized for quantitative data analysis. Content analysis is
employed for qualitative data analysis. Findings of the study demonstrate a general inadequacy in LAL among elementary
school English teachers. Compared with male teachers, female teachers are found to place a particular emphasis on the
emotional function of language assessment in class to promote language learning. Notable variations in LAL among
different age groups of teachers are identified. Building on these findings, this study proposes targeted professional
development interventions such as structured workshops to cultivate language assessment literacy (LAL) among
elementary school English language teachers. The research contributes to scholarly discourse on fostering pedagogically
robust foreign language teacher competencies in primary education contexts.
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