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m S. Messick (1989)
Validity

m S. Messick (1995)
Validity of Psychological Assessment

® C. A.Chapelle (1999)
Validity in language assessment

m AERA/APA/NCME (2014)

Standards for Educational and Psychological Testing
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The earlier trio of validities (60-705F4X.)

a3 A
Criterion
-related

A

Construct

Content

Robert Lado (1961): Language Testing
John Oller (1979): Language Tests at School



Expansion on the earlier trio (805/X)

BN [5) 2R 2 I 2B
Response Concurrent Predictive
validity validity validity
1 R )G 3X i
Affect Washback Ethics

Grant Henning (1987): A Guide to Language Testing
Arthur Hughes (1989): Testing for Language Teachers
Michael Canale (1987): The Measurement of Communicative Competence
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(social consequences of score use)
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MBI SSAANB & (distinguishable aspects)

— BN A (content)

— ¥ (substantive)

2E#) (structural)

— %3 (generalizability)

— 49F3f (external)

Validity

— B % (consequential)
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Facets of validity as a progressive matrix
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C. A. Chapelle (1999) Validity in language assessment

1. BREL:
I M IR
A G E X AE F A

2. XIFFIRAE 69
KE TR A8 X575 A48 B 691838
AR T 8918 A VA IE 2 1A R

3. XEHELWEIREZER:
SRR % R R A0 O T 1R
HEF A B F IR AE R E A IAE B HE R



Modern Language Testing at the Turn of the Century:
Assuring What We Count Counts

FFRZEAI, RiEHBALM

(test validationthat
ethical test use

Bachman (2000, p. 1)

“a strong program o

includes considerations of
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S. Messick (1996)
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#3447/ (native speaker norm)

® McNamara & Roever (2006): £ % AT % &5 5 AR BT 153 F fo
URER: R N3

m Wang & Hill (2011): 3=iEARRAR S W& A JFH 155 Z ] 3R T A,
TR 69 ZIERF RS H X —IEH X

® |.D.Brown (2012): #2 % 5World Englishes#F 52 B PA&-4F 89 £ 37 32
L, ERATHEE LT AR
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2000 2008 2013
® A ® B ® C ® D @ E
2005 2009

AJEEHLZ (CB-IELTS)
B.4#& M=% (TOEFLIBT)
CW. &M= (IB-CET)
D.}&: 4 #£1X, (PTE-Academic)
E.w9. s<Z8 X (CB-CET SET)
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21 3R A A & 3 (local construct definition)

EHPNESTERARSD:
(abilities — in language users - in contexts)

FEMROBAZ LR TR ETRAE R 5k, &
& B 2 0 R BR RS F AR A Ao 75 A £ S iR Aol ) RS
£ RIS

(Chalhoub-Deville, 2003: 378)
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= MU 21X, 7T Ak = 4 89 )5 3L

— TR _EIRAZARAE (the De Facto curriculum)

® FENIRHF FoF 3
— FEAE . Phie Rk AED

® FREREBEANFAENR, FARXE/E
—> F R F ek ROTREE

¢ LYREWIAMMATHRIRRSE, THRRIBRMAT TALHF
R RACHE S SN 3

(Campbell, 1975, in Madaus et al., 2009: 155)
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(B. Spolsky, 1995: 358)

& REAR., REF RO R &: F XL A A ERB 8 (Bp
A ) , RERZTFRET@mER (GeFXfE L) .

(Bachman & Palmer, 2010, p. 429)
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BTN RAXEN AN ZFHA
Three concerns have dominated language testing since the 1960s (A.
Davies, 2014 )

1. /& 242%7? (How to test)
2. %Fr 2?7 (What to test)
MR FE 69 8% 50? (Who are the testers)
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1997—-2006: 52 56 VA B X,
X AR A P é’j;f,—l—_/\ iy
1987-1996: VA B T 45 X,
= 1K A A= 49 52 5o A HE S
AT IX T VAR
AR R ZE IR
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% XA
Fr Bt % 1R H 89
YRR Ha X
F & AT BUR

(Bachman and Palmer, 2010; Davies, 1997, 2004)
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