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Abstract

This study aims at investigating the relationships between Language Learning 

Strategies, grades and achievements of Spanish learning. The paper reviews the 

overall level of language learning strategies employed by the first-year and the 

third-year Spanish major undergraduates. The data come from the Oxford SILL 

questionnaire survey with a statistical analysis of the correlation between language 

learning strategy use and the achievements of Spanish courses in the first and the third 

academic years. The study addresses the differences and the preferences of the choice

of strategies between successful students and less successful students. The findings 

from this empirical study might be of great help to develop the Spanish language 

learning strategy teaching and training.
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