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Theorical framework
In relation to second language acquisition (SLA), the concept assessment is considered an important issue in the teaching and learning process. Since, it implicates a sort of activities and tasks which are utterly essential to use at the moment to evaluate student process and their daily growth. (Coombe et al. 2007)
In order to comprehend what assessment is about; Brown (2004), Coombe, et al (2007), and Bachman and Palmer (1997) provide and agree on the conception of assessment. Nevertheless, Brown (2004) and Coombe et al. (2007) suggest a distinction among concepts, such as assessment, teaching, testing and evaluation; in order avoid misconceptions that seem to be similar for training teachers.
On one hand, Brown (2004) in “Language assessment principles and classroom practices” distinguishes the definitions of assessment, testing and teaching. The author defines assessment as an “ongoing process that encompasses a much wider domain” it covers assessing all student-learning process. The same author emphasises that the concept is a continuous process, because the teacher never stops assessing students incidentally or intentionally. Testing is considered part of the assessment; while teaching involves all the educational process in which assessing and testing are included. On the other hand, Coombe et al. (2007) make a distinction among assessment, testing and evaluation, in which evaluation is the all-inclusive concept (course program and collection of the sources are included); whilst assessment is part of the evaluation, it concerns the student and his/her achievement, testing is part of the assessment and measures learner’s achievement. However, Bachman and Palmer (1997) highlight that usefulness (purpose) is the most important issue to take into consideration when designing and developing language tests. The authors highlight that a test must be developed with a “specific purpose, a particular group of test takers and a specific language use domain” In addition, Bachman and Palmer (1997) declare that tests are an important part of assessment and a well-designed test provides students become more competent in the second language acquisition.
Brown (2004), Coombe et al (2007), and Bachman and Palmer (1997) agree on suggesting a variety of principles/cornerstones/qualities, in order to develop useful and accurate tests. However, they differ in the number and in the names of the principles.
Firstly, Brown (2004) considers five principles of language assessment: Practicality, Reliability, Validity, Authenticity and Washback. Secondly, Coombe et al. (2007) points out the existence of eight qualities (cornerstones), which include the qualities mentioned by Brown (2004) such as: Reliability, Validity, Authenticity, Practicality, but also adds new ones: Usefulness, Washback, Transparency and Security. Finally, Bachman and Palmer (1997) propose six other qualities, which are determined in the overall of the usefulness of the test: Reliability, Construct Validity, Authenticity, Interactiveness, Impact, and Practicality.
In the following paragraphs a revision of the qualities of language assessment will be presented.
Coombe et al. (2007) declare that validity is to measure what it requires to measure in a test. “Test what you teach and how to teach”. The author classifies three types of validity. Content validity. The test assesses the content and the format that was taught in class. Construct validity. It is related to the consistency between theories and methodologies that a teacher uses in class. Face validity. It refers how students react to the text considering that it measure what students think to measure. 
Following this line, Brown (2004) considers validity as the most important and complex criterion of an effective test. The author categorizes five different types of validity, already mentioned by Coombe et al. (2007) such as content validity, construct validity and face validity. However, Brown (2004) adds the other categories such as criterion-related validity and consequential-related validity. According to Brown (2004) content-related validity, measure student’s performance; Construct-related validity, theories and hypothesis that explain observed phenomena in our universe of perceptions; Face Validity, Students’ impression of the test as relevant and fair; Criterion-related validity, when criterion of a test is accomplished; and Consequential validity, the importance of the consequences of using an assessment. Bachman and Palmer (1997) consider one concept of validity, recognizing it as construct validity which is referring to the design and the right interpretation of the score. Construct validity deals with the domain of generalization that the score interpretations generate.
The next term reliability refers to the consistency of the score; that is to say, if a test is applied to different groups in different setting or times, it will offer similar results among the test takers (Coombe, et al. 2007 & Bachman and Palmer, 1997). There are a number of factors that determine whether a test is reliable or unreliable. These factors are a fluctuation of the learning (Student–related reliability). Temporary illness, fatigue, a bad day, anxiety may affect the performance in taking a test. Fluctuation when scoring (Rater reliability). Factors, such as human errors, subjectivity and bias may take part of the score. Fluctuation in test administration (Test administration reliability). Testing conditions may affect the administration of the test. Test reliability. The test may present errors, such as extensive tests or poorly written tests. (Brown 2004 & Coombe et al. 2007)
Regarding authenticity, Coombe et al. (2007) explain that real-world tasks provide authentic use of the target language. Tasks are based on real-life situations and context, so that students feel motivated to perform them. Bachman and Palmer (1997) indicate that authenticity is the “degree of correspondence among the features of the language test tasks to the features target language use”. This means how the tasks allow students to use the target use domain in a real context. . In the following lines, Brown (2004) provides a list of how authenticity is presented in a test, including the language in the test in natural, contextualized items, meaningful topics, thematic organization to items (through story or episode) and real-world tasks.
Another important quality is practicality, which refers to the way a test is implemented, developed and used according to the resources available (Human, materials, time resources) (Bachman and Palmer, 1997). A test is considered to be practical when it is not too much expensive, it is not time consuming, it is easy to administrate and it has specific scoring/evaluation process. (Coombe, et al. 2007 & Brown 2004)
Bachman and Palmer (1997) refer impact as another quality of tests. The authors state that impact is the way in which test use affects individuals (micro level) and educational system and society (macro level). Also, Bachman and Palmer (1997) indicate the concept Washback as an aspect of impact. However, Coombe et al. (2007) and Brown (2004) consider Washback as one more quality, defining it as “the effect of testing on teaching and learning” (Hughes, 2003 cited in Brown 2004). This means, the feedback that the teacher gives to the students will affect (positively or negatively) both students’ learning and students’ methodology. Brown (2004) states that a way to improve Washback is not only to give a grade or numerical score, but also to provide comments on the test performance, so students have access to discussing the feedback and evaluation given.
Bachman and Palmer (1997) introduce the concept of interactiveness, which is not considered to the other authors (Coombe et al.2007 and Brown 2004). Interactiveness refers to the involvement of test taker’s individual characteristics, in order to accomplish the test tasks. These features involve test taker’s language ability, topical knowledge and affective schemata. (Bachman and Palmer 1997) 
Coombe et al. (2007) add a new quality which the other authors (Bachman and Palmer 1997 and Brown 2004) do not take into consideration. The concept of transparency defined by Coombe et al. (2007) as “the availability of clear, accurate information to students about testing” This means that all the information of a test (outcome to be expected, format, weighting of item, time to complete the test and grade criteria) should be given in advance to the students. Moreover; Coombe et al. (2007) include the term security (not mentioned by the other authors) which is related to reliability and validity, because if a teacher spends time and energy in preparing a good test, it provides reliable and valid information. Then, the instrument is applicable a second time or can be shared with other teachers.
The authors mentioned above, Coombe et al. (2007), Brown (2004) and Bachman & Palmer (1997) provide qualities that have to be taken into consideration at the moment of designing and developing a proper test for students. Although the authors differ in the number of features, and in some categories, they emphasise the importance of considering testing in a second language acquisition and in the educational system. People involved in the educational system are bound to know and apply these qualities when teachings, due to these concepts have a great impact on both student’s learning and society.
It can be said that testing in a second language is a complex issue, due to the necessity to consider a variety of principles/qualities/cornerstones, in order to provide usefulness.  As Bachman and Palmer (1997) state that usefulness is the most important consideration at the moment of developing and designing a language test. From my point of view, Bachman and Palmer’s vision of usefulness is quite relevant and necessary for testing, because it involves the essential criteria to provide a good test; However I consider that Coombe’ perspective is more detail and practical, due to the fact that the author presents eight qualities which are clearly defined; Furthermore, Coombe et al. (2007) present the concept of usefulness as one more quality. The concept of transparency is also important to considerate, because it involves students in the process of testing, and they may feel less anxious and stressful, because they know in advance how they will be evaluated. 
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