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Perspectives of the Nature of Validity in Language Testing
FENG Ju-lan, SONG De-yun
(a. College of Foreign Language; b. Research Center of Language,
Cognition and Language Application, Chongqing University, Chongqing 400044 , China)

Abstract: Different understanding of the nature of validity leads to diverse validity theory and validation prac-
tice. The positivistic paradigm focuses on certainty and generalization. The naturalistic paradigm emphasizes the de-
gree to which the evaluator and evaluation audience can agree on, and feel confident about, an interpretation of the
evaluation findings. The challenges of validity research are: reliability and validity, the unitary and the divisible,
and validity and validation, etc. The key notion is that although it is clear that important differences remain be-
tween positivistic and naturalistic perspectives on validity, validity is establishing what counts as evidence. We
have seen that the criteria for doing this can differ depending on the research perspective being used.

Key words: language testing; validity; perspective of the nature of validity; paradigm
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