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Abstract: Thispaper uses Patri'sw ay of self-assessnent and peer-assessnent in the evaluation of oral presentation
performance of non-English major graduates Through one-tem long study and qualitative and quantitative data
analysis, the paper finds that the mplenentation of self-assessnent and peer-assessnent raises the students
metacognitive av areness, boosts their self-confidence, enables then to self-monitor and self-evaluate and mproves
their oral presentation performance T he study indicates the mpleamentation of self-assessnent and peer-assesgnent is
an effectivew ay of developing learner autonomy.
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