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Validity and Fairness in Language Assessment
Jiang Xiu-uan
( Qufu Normal University Qufu 276826 China; Beijing Foreign Studies University Beijing 100089 China)

Validity has been regarded as the key element of any assessment and faimess plays a very important role in achieving high
validity. Based on the conceptual changes of validity and changes in the modes of validation this paper deals with the evolution
of fairness studies in language assessment over the past 50 years from the following three perspectives: categorized unitary and
argumentative validity concepts. It reveals that the methods and contents in the study of fairness are nearly the same as those in
the study of validity and validation and the assessment experts have different views towards the necessity of the fairness exploration
in language assessment. According to the analysis above the paper summarizes the relationship between the two and points out
what the further studies should explore thoroughly in the future.
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