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B OE. BAKRNE 2 HaETRRAKF MG AL, TAHMS0 JLEGE ARG RRFNHL,
B ARFEESS , KXRAXBTE AL &, 2 1967 £ A W3R =it F 4 2] 2017 £ B R 5T A &
RRHNGETHARALEREAOARAILFRAATRAGEES R SRANGHEL Aol L 424
L LMEL R RSP HRMENGERZRAL,

XER: M IER IR ZRHR

1. AR FRAOEEN

AP R 21 P EBEFRERAEREN—FH, 201042 A 28 HHFHLAH
FCERPRPAMEFUEMRBRANNE) (2010—2020) THEH #HIHEE HE“ R EREFH
M RBAERE”, HEHXSHET BHEF REFEARESFTHRSHRY “SBUFE
HEERIFMHE", ‘BB ENHFTREITTNER", " BB B EEITME . F7E 2001 4
RJGk 2011 FEFHEFH( XFHEREREFIRE) B IGERBIMMEREGT A TIEd ¥
HGEHETRINER, NOEEREMAZEHITY, B E8CE TR LUE BTN I E .

KERE RN % K2 EBRE BRI A IR EE M 2 P equitability B34 B
validity i BF4E , 40 Vonderwell £ (2007) ,Brookhart (2008) . Gikandi ££(2011) B8t fMigEiR
(2003 ) 555 (2004) X f 52 (2006) (2= 3E A1 IR (2008) (Z=3F 4 (2014) (LK TF (2011)
%, bR, B 1967 4 Scriven HER M B BMETEHT LR, B RIZEX B EIKE T BB E#
PP AICE AR EE R ARBEE EBSCO BB A%, XEKRFAHE B 1970 4£ 10 A £F
SETR M PG 4 /R 25T 10 BBl 170 2 BUTERIE B AR Ve S HEAT T 80U, 3R F 1971
RBET(EER: BEEARREREEFNARNERE) . ZERBRNEERT 1972 4,
MNEERT 1976 4, FHIRM T 1978 £, HEXERA S MK , S FFMER HHT FF
2 EE R EE EE VRS GEET RE HEE EE AR PEEBSIFEERM
HX TG T T B TR B2 3 ¥ (Fernandes,, 2009 ; Carless, 2007 ; Leung & Lewkowicz, 2006) ,

Sh, AL ETTIE RN IR O a2 R B SRR (FEH4,2012) . HIN7ZERR
il at FAF M PER, ST RKERE LT B B F L (The center for formative
assessment) ; A5 BHTFE ICFE% 51 T PRAE B9 .0 ( The Center for Assessment Studies) ; 32 B ETS

@ EL£WE: ZRHFH 2015 FAYPESTB(ET XX SEN PRAKFEIESERIFMPIEY (15YJA740040) £
FEEh; b LR R RE SN EEE SRR T I E T (XMW RME M B SN R SURIRE

X LBF R —— ARG % 3B T e ) M B B R s A 3CAR18“ 58 15 B ERSME IR " B X~ %%, BB UWETIE. )
(C)1994-2021 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved. http://www.cnki.
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M 2002 EFF IR FE 2 BRIBELF Y B TPAL € K, BF 5558 A TR RBUR BB UM VR4 330
H,B2F &k H“ R BZE"” (the ETS Formative Assessment Item Bank ) ,2006 4E, & E M
MEREBEEREBRS(CCSSO) FRET “REEAM 5% I EirEBMS/E” T H (SCASS)
M 2006 SFRIZE R ST RIEERHEB I BB, SFN SR BE I R FE N 2 BF T
fERBIT “¥IESHIFIE R4 & R 2 ( Formative Assessment for Students and
Teachers, fij#} FAST) , gt el 1L, B UMM O BCE B BRIA R

2. BEEEMHEBIERRLGR

H T #H—5 T R BAETEN IR MR IE R, & 4 HIK: R EBSCO 1 CNKI (48 £ , A&
B M 1967 ST AR PEM R HH LA 2 2017 4ER BT ML B R, 43 B LA formative assessment/
evaluation FIJE B (4G ) AR BHTRER, GRABIF=HET 2224 F12630 FXFE, X
A SR EHATRI S BT, AU 37 B X ER XTI RN SR M, F@E X 37
ROCER A AR EE ST, EEANEBEEN BN EEML R 5% HR
MEBREA - AIUAHEMBERRER, ¥IBRNWEBREF THANEL IMEL BEWE
X HEBEWEL HEEXEIANEEHER, SN ERNERE, &30 R E RS
Ee ] AR S E I OB B AT A E L GARFER EX e FE XRA=AE
BERYE.

2.1 SEMNEPATH LA T OB RRRNER

BHME B ITFH EIS EA R E T CEM BT 8 E U, LB LN A E R,
523 3B E .. I EN B E—FF B4 (summative assessment) , Scriven &
B, DE BN —FHF TS FRAERSMELBRPTYEERAR, BMRARE T BT
Hri98EE . Harlen(2005) A%, Scriven B3 FY 316 31 1A HIREE BB F S 21 A X
S3FEK , T R R B VE R 8 B IR RE M 5 5 —FpIhE. B ILEIT 4 Scriven i)
I HBAR WK GEINER, WRXE RS FEIZHh, FEMETH LT, BR
T A TR S A R R LT 5.0 B B BOR RGE , (HR , Stout (2002) 758 67 EXE.LHE S
F B R T AR R T O B SR FBEHRTEE EHT TR, il A TR
HIFM RS 5 F 45 B B B O I B S B
SRR S BAIE" . BIA Stout WA HLEHRH L i
R EE MR IS RAKIESR , A tbds i T 24
TR 5B A R R ) B2 W VR A TR R TR AS
FRHT 0 B S XA SR RSO A

7£ Skinner AT HEXREF T, ¥ I HFEZ/DENL
B, I RAERBRMSRE, BB R GRWL, RI-R A KA
NS5, 28—/ B 60 A8 5 B /T O A e
%, Ralph Tyler #1 Benjamin Bloom #E170 ¥ X BiE T &
TR VE 4 B 48 ( Taylor & Richards, 1985, 2 W& 1), @1 Taylor #= Richards ( 1985)
AR AT AN EREN, AN EETESHNEIR st Tyler %= Bloom # A M
AT T AR, M7 R E A GES T 20 it M ERGEZM

fiff o 2 2]
i




98 || HEREHFLEHAL(HO6H)

60 FERMENEXEHLE¥ER

ME 1 ATES ITAFESOARIEN A RA A E M BTN . Bloom(1988) 123
Tyler IAEHE—FFHHWRGIABEZLP, IHEERR BSNHE MK EER. BEY
B E #b2¥E I Westphal %5 (1972) ,Churchman % (1975) .Holleman( 1975) X} 7¢ B PEH FEIE B

BrEEERR AN, Churchman %5 (1975) LA Alkin § =NEH BLS ARV N Mt O T A DE MY O 22

WwEA, R T BN K CZHER] RN AR I R AT S R — R BT B
TMHEEHER, HHE X INHBEFTEANEFIUAZEISENARENEIER,
Holleman (1975 ) INAFEEARFI T A =R EELE: HELR NI BIREIE, BEH
Stufflebeam F1 Phi Delta Kappa fJ“ i iE—— i A—d FB—4 2" CIPP J¥EMBHIE BE T
BAETEN M EEEB, R RS I R HAE

MG ER BB AT, HE SN T m T a4 S8 8%, HEXH
AR R BN, IE0 Torrance (1993) FriRk B “ T BT ERFEE KB, BRI EIS LA
W nemE H BRI Ok, ARV — MR S RN Bk L RERE, WRRXHE
Wi, JE BRI I — RS R — R U AT 30, ZMER SR LR R B SR
fEEEA R RATTEIE N EE R R BRI HFAE RSN R EEF LML, Teasdale
1 Leung(2000) R T I 4.0 B 7 EA AT B T R0 R B K R, iR
B, DENE L SRR E NBEE IR (i, 8 £ SGE AN E) T8 & A EE
ALAELH . 4, DENETEEE S AE -SSR E LB EW SR, T 4535 58
W, ¥R R B AU —EB 4, FE XA ARKE SMERZER, B AEERT,
BJa, LEUEFEARRATYT A CRENERESTRE I HWEX, FEEFRERARGRHE
BTEMSEERK. HEER, BRRFEHIEBETEO AR LG & b 5 a f PR HiE
BRI R LR e ERA A0l S R 3, S WA R ER T 6 I R E MBS E R
3 #

2.2 KfAe M E XA T AR FHER

BN E AN — N EES XEHENH LN H Rk EWER. A
D EEE NN A BT B R4y B g, 40 Willis (1974) | Glaser % (1992) | Jacqueline %
(2007) ,Bennett(2010) \Baas % (2015) . #h E42(2006) LA K 3K & T F1 € (2011) , fBATTAAA
HAFRZ T 2R KRR SO0 T B VO MRS B AT T A5, LN Glaser
(1992) BRIFEBHNRES B A RBUO T RLERE , RHRIFZ RN A e M A RARH
TR E B, Baas % (2015) B35 T IR Z MWK P E2ENMATANR R BRI, SR
BRTE BN RN AR BB EEII RN B = S R A MR A RE MR E
¥, HE, ZETINERZ FNFIREEREERETFN EISKESR, RERIENFRIF
MABFY REFIHTT o Bennett(2010) 23432 i LT SIEIR B AT EE T A MM B MIE B A
BEHIH, FEEUTEPITFREEFE N R B 2 ZRME N & RERIZ 4K, Bennett
R T AR SRR BPFIRE, R il R AME R BT RN 46, R kMG £ 8
ARIRIH B, FREEE,

HEA L, TR AT MR B LU £ SO R . WITHEX BB E XS, &
R BIEA £ SRR R AT RIR T (B &) S8 T B0 ES AL, X
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R 5 A PO A S B £ L ETERH BN . KENERR W E HTRA X
M VE M 1T T BF 58 ( Nicol & Macfarlane-Dick, 2006; Carless, 2007, 2011; Brookhart,
Moss, & Long, 2008; Heritage, 2007; Nolen, 2011; Wiliam, 2006) , Nicol 1 Macfarlane-Dick
(2006) ZEMAT IR RS | BE SRS T T B VA 1 7 B 2 A e ) T 45 SR B B 9%
3, BB TEMRBOEEL, F, AT FEEN RSB P ESEH#T A RIFNTAR
RT , MRS RREE REMARBIRIN . WRF(2012) R T 5MKMRER, U
Erby 3 ORI RS S 0 M I BB S TR BS , A IR R E T — 1
WAR—AHEHR, XN SR FTA RS CGER. A ORE IR E S S ENR %
M) BN T REEI B EAE, BRGNS W A BohER , — B R, XMEM
REHB B

23 #HAIXAELAATHHRLFNER

escie AR TR R EAOHEFIELE, YN HIRME S B K2 SRR E U
X, KENP XBRLF¥AENH S XA EXRATRT B R IFH E L (Sanders H
Cunningham, 1972; Emihpvich, 1987; Gipps, 1999; Moss, 1996, 2005; Shepard, 2000, 2008;
Torrance,, 2007, 2012) , TR g5t A BT B 3 AT AR —F i T FIAR 2R 0%
B80T S XL EAKE W, Sanders Al Cunningham(1973) INATE BTN IR A&
BN, —RIEREVEM T A S, —RESHRIER, 7 EREQE AR SBMAEER,
Pryor 1 Crossouard (2008 ) LA T4 35 12 45 BB LBIRF 5T AE MO SEUERR 5T M R 4R 1 T BN 52
8T B PR A0 S SO RN (LR 2, Bl AZEH4E,2014) o M TAOBRRY LAFT S B0 O
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HRREEHFMRPHE I RARKNEKR . ZREE SR NAERK " WE” RIF, I L
EATEARITWE” , ANHF LR, FEESEMAR R SEFSEREIES, FH
WA R T LA “ TR R A" B3 BN e S T 45 R

Hickey(2015) N R#FEMAREFTHFSE RPN LR, AN HIRERFET
HEXUFFEZ P, HRAFETIARITASBEZF", AMBERF - KEIGHRGTLIE
FTRAE RBE RO, X HLRE SR, BRI X &R TS B TR
REFREAIRRE “TERME" WER, Hickey 31T B S “S5HWIAELR" , BRIERHF
BB BATE AL, 1H Hickey R T ACHBGTRE . EAaoBrm 4~ BrB, Ml i FiRER
BEMAMMEGF, XURHES AR NELX BiF, RIIFES BRER AR+
HENER, REHERHE, REERBOTE, KRN AFS A E.

3. B4

R IS B — TS E MBS R, LU S 0 8 B RE B T BB
., EFHSEEEIBLEFEIFNENABER PN B2 ZB. NBIFRXTE
3 914 AoL (assessment of learning, LUCEEM B 1T H £ L A HBIR #) , Bl/aR EIH
¥4k AfL(assessment for learning, DAEEM) 3 X h FE IS ) , BIRGL R A BE b2 S T4
AaL (assessment as learning, 5t &3CILMMATSI U RE N B %) AT LB B U WM S
52 BitHMEREYVIEK R . Berry(2011) 1A% AaL 5 AL W ARFTET AaL FERNEIE
Kt SERIEES T AL BIRFEIMIER S E S P ArEN A€, Dann(2014) #EJ Aal
IR, A AT AU R B A 5 #AH 8K, MM Z g — O, B— M EEERZ S
BB I it B, Earl (2003) 34 T Aal ML EIEBMETENZ . EENBENRENTY
BAEF I PRER, MU ZEISBAEN N TR, AR THE Z B EA L
&S

P BN A+ B ERHETTUE R HIIWFATREELRREPE IR M
HE2Z EIEBEEERERR—FME#FINFEMIESER. ERETENMHERS¥IHER
KR BEYIHX, [N 2R S ARFHH A, Y5002 IZREERE, ¥ Hie
FEEMEHEARWEALEBLRBEETE MBLRSIRBEEENHEARE, A T%3
(e-learning) BIETHENLKTE RAETEM B BB, T BHLEA EHE  BRob st A 2 Il R
IRAER BAE R, (B2 AT 3 A& B A BV R BV B8 RS 2 T it P
MBI RN S AREEF RN F B, o A EGESIRIKERIE—8—4 fE—
Bk, RER S XM BRERRBRA T ERBERETNHLEMROER. H¥5X
6, ZEBR—AH
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Literature Review of Formative Assessment Theory

Ya0 Juanjuan
( Shanghai University of Intemnational Business and Economics, Shanghai 201620)

Abstract; Formative assessment is the new research hit in language assessment and evaluation in the 2lst
century. However, there has been a marvelous insufficiency in the research of its theory. The paper is based on
literature review analysis, providing a diachronic picture of the development of formative assessment theory in the world
and categorizes all researches on formative assessment theory from 1967 when the theory was established to July 2017
into periods of behaviorism, cognitive constructivism and socio-cultural perspective.

Key words; Formative Assessment; Diachronic Study; Theory Research



