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F1#H % 4 BV : Fairness and justice in language assessment
AR : Tim McNamara 5G4 (The University of Melbourne)
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Abstract: Current debates on validity theory in language assessment have focussed on the role
of social values and social policies in the use of language assessments, what McNamara and
Ryan (2011) refer to as the question of the justice of the assessments. Another aspect of the
validity of an assessment is its technical quality, the capacity of the assessment to produce
reliable and meaningful information about candidates based on their test performance. This
aspect of test validity is what McNamara and Ryan (2011) refer to as the fairness of the
assessment. In this talk I explain this distinction, giving examples of threats to fairness which
can be avoided by good test design, and discussing the rather limited extent to which

language professionals can influence the justice of their assessments.
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Abstract: This talk first discusses theoretical issues involving different types of written
corrective feedback (CF) and their overall effectiveness in acquisition. It explores
empirical studies examining the effects of different types of written CF. It also presents a
discussion of the mediating factors that influence the effectiveness of and methodological
issues in written CF research. Providing written CF serves two purposes: improving
learners’ writing and supporting L2 learning. My talk particularly focuses on the latter
aspect of the written CF. I will consider studies investigating the comparative effectiveness
of various types of written CF. Examining the pedagogical and theoretical underpinnings of
each type, I will explore the research findings involving the effectiveness of different

feedback strategies on accuracy development and learning new language features. I will



then focus on factors other than feedback type that might influence learning, including
language-related, learner-related, task-related and context-related factors. The conclusion
of my talk will suggest future considerations for written CF research to provide a more
holistic picture of learning mechanisms resulting from receiving and processing feedback

on writing.
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