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Language is built of sounds, intonation, stress, morphemes, words, and arrangements of words having

meanings that are linguistic and cultural . . .. Each of these elements of language constitutes a variable
that we will want to test.  (Lado 1:25)
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The question of language testing is not so much whether the student knows such-and-such a pattern in
a manipulative or abstract sense, but rather, whether he can use it effectively in communication. (Oller
2:198)
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If we limit ourselves to testing only one point at a time, more time is ordinarily allowed for reflection
than would occur in a normal communication situation, no matter how rapidly the discrete items are
presented. For this reason I recommend tests in which there is less attention paid to specific structure
points or lexicon than to the total communicative effect of an utterance. '
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