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Abstract

Language testing is an important field in linguistic research and a significant step in language
teaching. Researches on language testing play a vital role in the contents and forms of testing. This
article, based on the researches theoretically and empirically in validity of language testing, sum-
marizes the research results during 20 years in order to help more researchers who are interested
in this field to better understand validity of language testing and provide practical uses for future
teaching and scientific researches.
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fet: Validation must therefore consider, in addition to the test’s content and method, how test takers perform.

Validity, on the other hand, is concerned with identifying the factors that produce the reliable variance in test
scores. That is, validation addresses the question, what specific abilities account for the reliable variance, in test
scores? The process of validation is a continuous one, involving both logical analysis and empirical investiga-
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