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Face Validity Analysis of Revised English Proficiency Test for Aviation (EPTA)

- Based on the Pilot’s Flying Experience -
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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to analyze the face validity of the revised EPTA (English
Proficiency Test for Aviation) to see if the tests actually contribute to the enhancement of
aviation safety and achieve the purpose of the assessment. In order to reach the above

objectives, 103 pilot test takers were surveyed, and nine in-depth interviewees were selected
and interviewed. In addition, detailed research results were derived by dividing the participants
into the pilot's flight experience (31 captain pilots, 42 first officer pilots, and 30 general
commercial pilots). As a result, pilot participants were generally aware that EPTA was more
reasonable because the revised EPTA properly implemented the aviation situation and gave
participants motivation to learn aviation English. It was also seen that first officer pilots had a
higher face validity of EPTA than captain and general commercial pilots. The reason was that
first officer pilots considered air traffic control job was more important than other pilots did.
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Table 6. Face validity results (N=103)

Table 7. Specific questionnaire results
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Fig 1. Face validity results (N=103)

HEFAEAIGoI19E UutgolE Hrbel| WiEe= &
A=t

Al ol 3 b el HAsAE tha B
Ql S 7T QUQATh. Part 2= SHAITO] I,
HP/AE A ol#Z o & QIsf dol=rt of#f& vhd
o Part 12 7]|22Q1 39| #EFASAYAE B
7¥s7] wlzoll dol=7t okl st &, AtiA e
2 Part 2= @ol&7} o¥1L, Part 12 47] di=ol
ol dAo] AHskA] itk QA4S E3t
AN BrHATe BRE B BE "Heto] gl
ol B7HATE A= 4 glon, AHIES] AIFE
12} ICAO LPRs 77|l g<s] LA|sh=Al &
S EAlSHITE.



Rty e F3FolTEsHAHEPTAY] B E 24 17

Table 8. Interview results

Table 9. Face validity results (pilots’ experience)
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Fig 2. Face validity results (pilots’ experience)

Table 10. Interview results (pilots’ experience)
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