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Distinguished
Language Function: Communicates with precision and
nuance on a wide range of complex topics, including ab-
stract and specialized domains, in a culturally appropriate
manner. Ability to tailor language to specific audience,
persuade, negotiate. Deal with nuance and subtlety.
Careers: Foreign Service: Diplomat, Contract Negotiator,
International Specialist, Intelligence Specialist

Superior
Language Function: Speaks and writes fluently and ef-
fectively on most topics, including unfamiliar ones, with
strong control of language and the ability to support opin-
ions. Discuss topics extensively, support opinions, hypoth-
esize. Deal with linguistically unfamiliar situations.
Careers: University Language Professor, Financial Services
Marketing Consultant, Foreign Area Officer, Lawyer, Judge,
Court Interpreter

Advanced
Language Function: Handles a variety of communicative
tasks with connected discourse, narrating and describing
in major time frames with good control. Narrate and de-
scribe in past, present, and future. Deal effectively with an
uncomplicated complication.
Careers: Physician, Financial Advisor, Broker, Military Lin-
guist, Translation Officer, Account Executive, Medical In-
terpreter, Court Stenographer, Court Interpreter, K–12
Language Teacher, Nurse, Social Worker, Police Officer,
Legal Secretary, Legal Receptionist, 911 Dispatcher

Intermediate
Language Function: Manages simple conversations about
familiar topics using sentences and some connected lan-
guage, though with limited complexity. Create with lan-
guage, initiate, maintain, and bring to a close simple con-
versations by asking and responding to simple questions.
Careers: Fire Fighter, Utilities Installer, Auto Inspector,
Aviation Personnel, Missionary, Tour Guide, Cashier, Sales
Clerk (highly predictable contexts), Receptionist

Novice
Language Function: Communicates using isolated words
and memorized phrases focused on basic needs and fa-
miliar contexts. Communicate minimally with formulaic
and rote utterances, lists, and phrases.
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• This is a very informal comparison chart of different language assessment tests in languages other than English.
• The ACTFL Proficiency Guidelines are used as the basis for the comparison because I am most familiar with them as a certified OPI tester.
• The comparisons between ACTFL and ILR and between ACTFL and CEFR have been discussed in various studies, but no official comparison has been published.
• Very little about the College Board’s assessments (i.e., CLEP and AP) has been studied. The comparisons are mostly based on my somewhat limited knowledge of AP and CLEP

and on the analysis of their test specifications.
• See the bibliography for a list of referenced studies/reports. This chart is still in draft and is being revised. Contact Tomonori Nagano (tnagano@lagcc.cuny.edu) for inquiries.
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