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An Innovative Target Oriented Graduate Level English Learning Approach
—A (Case Study of USTC Public Service Platform for Graduate English Learning

SUN Lan', CHEN Jrliang', XING Hong fei', LIU Haiqing’, WAN Hong ying’
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Abstract: The goal of graduate level English teaching is to help students acquire an effective communication ability that is
suitable in todays pluralistic society. Rather than a better teaching method, English educators should seek a teaching and
learning strategy that meets students needs and is commensurate with their learning experiences. For this purpose, it is
necessary to establish a public service platform for graduate level English teaching to facilitate close academic advisement and
customized assistance. This approach attaches more importance to the effect of English teaching and learning on actual student
grow th and social service.
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