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This study aims to compare two approaches, that is Processabilit{
Theory (PT; Pienemann, 1998; 2005; Bettoni & Di Biase, 2015) and the Common European Framework of
Reference for Languages (CEFR) for measuring second/foreign language (L2) development. The
participants® English performance was analyzed using a proficiency rating, i.e., the CEFR while
their grammatical development was examined based on PT.

The results of the analyses showed that there was a statistically significant correlation
between the CEFR levels and PT stages but only in their spoken production. The Japanese learners of
English at the higher developmental stages as found in the PT analysis were not found to be
necessarilK considered as "independent " or "proficient” L2 users according to the CEFR assessment.
Further, this study revealed that the discrepancies between the two approaches were evident, notably

in the L2 written production.
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