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A naïve assumption often made by the public is that if a language test, or any other test
for that matter, has been created by a reputable institution and if their test is widely used to make
decisions about examinees, then the exam offered to the public constitutes, by attribution, a valid
instrument for use in decision-making. If further probed, the public would assume that the
creators of the exam would have an empirical basis for making such claims, and that if needed,
they would be able to provide scientific evidence to justify not only score interpretations
resulting from the exam, but also the real-life decisions made on the basis of these interpretations.
While no accrediting body exists to vouch for validity of language exams, as one might expect
with other products in society that affect people’s lives, the public generally trusts the quality of
exams since any evidence to the contrary would present considerable risk not only to the
reputation of the exam, but also to the brand of the institution producing the exam.
Although the public might have blind faith in the quality of assessments and the evidence
supporting validity claims, language assessment researchers are only satisfied when claims made
about assessment instruments for high-stakes decision-making can be justified by rational and
empirical argumentation. This concern has prompted considerable research and theory in the area
of language test validation. In fact, over the years, several language assessment researchers have
provided comprehensive reflective reviews of the current thinking and best practices in the
methods used to provide evidence to justify test score interpretations and score-based decisionmaking (e.g., Palmer, Groot, & Trosper, 1981; Anivan, 1991; Douglas & Chapelle, 1993;
Alderson, 1991, 1994; Cumming, 1996; Bachman & Eignor, 1997; Hamp-Lyons & Lynch, 1998;
Kunnan, 1998, 1999; Chapelle, 1999; Bachman, 2000; Alderson & Banerjee, 2001, 2002;

Lumley & Brown, 2005; Chalhoub-Deville & Deville, 2005, 2008; Xi, 2008; Purpura, 2010).
These reviews have generally described validation methods used in published research,
explained ongoing refinements to the methods along with examples of their applications, and
revealed advances in both validation theory and educational measurement, with reflections of
how new research methods might be applied to questions in language assessment and practice.
These reviews have also discussed the types of validity evidence needed to support or refute
claims of particular meanings or uses of language assessments. In this regard, as theories of
validation and understandings of language constructs have evolved, so have the methods and
associated technologies used to provide evidence of validity claims.
In this presentation, I provide a brief overview of the test validation frameworks that have
guided validation theory and practice in language assessment. Then, drawing on Kane (2013),
Bachman (2005), and Chapelle, Enright and Jamieson (2008), I demonstrate how a validation
framework can be used to support (or question) multiple claims in making certification decisions.
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