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Abstract: Sociolinguistic competence is the understanding of social and cultural usage and discourse norms that apply to various 

languages. The study aimed to assess the respondents’ level of social and cultural awareness to know their level of 

sociolinguistic competence. The descriptive correlational research method was used to determine their level of social awareness, 

cultural awareness, and their sociolinguistic competence awareness. The result revealed that there is a significant difference 

between the respondents’ sociolinguistic competence awareness in year level and age, however, no significant difference in terms 

of course, there is a significant difference between the respondents’ level of social awareness in year level and course, however, 

no significant difference in terms of age, and it is indicated that there is a significant difference between the respondents’ level of 

cultural awareness in year level and course, however, no significant difference in terms of age. Hence, the level of sociolinguistic 

competence awareness depends on the level of awareness to social and cultural aspects of language. With this, there is a need for 

the students to be aware of their differences in social and cultural aspects of language to develop their level of sociolinguistic 

competence awareness. Students have to recognize how they use language, adjust their linguistic terms to connect with different 

culture, and address others with socially appropriate language. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

Learning how to utilize language for a variety of purposes, such as getting situations done in varied circumstances, is a necessary 

component of developing sociolinguistic competence. This is why it is important to be able to communicate efficiently and nicely. 

People from a variety of groups seem to follow their own set of rules when they get together. In the area of language learning, being 

able to use the target language for communicative purposes has been considered as a prominent factor for successful communication. 

According to Gioiosa and Kinkela (2019) as cited by Al-Alawneh (2019) in achieving goals that include personal, interpersonal, and 

social abilities communication skills are required.  

In order to give successful communication with respect to their sociolinguistic competence, AB ELS and BAC students’ abilities in 

having communication and in producing engagement should be open to being conscious of the social and cultural language rules. 

Stated by Canale and Swain (1980 & 1983), sociolinguistic competence is described as using the language appropriately in various 

social context. Even for students who have never lived in the target culture, it can be quite challenging to learn because what is 

permissible to say in one culture might be entirely inappropriate in another. In order to comprehend and internalize the target 

language and its distinctions from their native language and culture, it is crucial for the students to be aware of social and cultural 

disparities.  

By becoming culturally aware, communicators can develop meaningful connections with those who they have to talk with, and this 

influences the way they interact with everyone else. Developing this awareness enables the speakers to be conscious of what may be 

offensive or unsuitable to others that could be easily prevent unintended misinterpretation. This awareness counts because people 

engage with diverse individuals on a daily basis. By understanding their backgrounds and cultures, one can have the ability to assist 

this group feel more at ease, forge positive relationships, and have a greater effectiveness in their interactions. In an inclusive 

society, cultural sensitivity can improve communication among cultures and reduce the possibility of misinterpretation and 

misunderstanding (Tomalin & Stempleski, 2013).  

Understanding the dynamic social setting in which language is used, including the rules of the people involved, the information they 

communicate, and the purposes of the contact, is necessary for this type of competence. The capacity to employ the entire system of 

grammatical rules, linguistic etiquette for successful and effective communication, and understanding of the culture, traditions, 

history, and notable figures of the culture where the language is acquired come first. Without this capacity and this type of 

competence even the most perfectly grammatical statements can communicate a meaning that is quite different from that which the 

speaker meant, it is necessary to adapt one's speech to match the situation.  
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Meanwhile, a substantial body of work examined the connection between linguistic proficiency and societal awareness. The impact 

of sociocultural awareness on language proficiency and other characteristics of competence has been the subject of numerous 

research. However, none have evaluated the social and cultural awareness of AB ELS and BAC students. Hence, the goal of this 

study is to determine if the respondents have acquired a developed level of sociolinguistic competence.  

In essence, this aligns with Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) 4, known as Quality Education. SDG 4 aims to break down 

barriers and develop communication skills. It creates an educational environment that fosters sociolinguistic competence by 

promoting inclusivity, multilingualism, effective communication skills, and intercultural understanding. It encourages multilingual 

education, allowing students to learn and communicate effectively in their mother tongue and additional languages. This expands 

their ability to understand different social and cultural contexts by using language appropriately.  

The study delimits to probe differences in the respondents’ level of sociolinguistic competence when they are assessed according to 

their social and cultural awareness. It did not consider anymore the respondents’ linguistic competence but only those aspects 

relevant to the assessment of their sociolinguistic competence such as their profile in terms of their year level, age, and course.  

  

This study aimed to assess the level of sociolinguistic competence of AB ELS and BAC students to achieve communication goals.  

Specifically, the study aimed to: 

1) Determine the sociolinguistic competence awareness level of the respondents; 

2) Determine the level of awareness of the respondents in the following areas: 

a. Social 

b. Cultural 

3) Determine the difference in the respondents’ level of sociolinguistic competence awareness when grouped according to their 

year level, age, and course. 

4) Determine the difference in the respondents’ level of social and cultural awareness when grouped according to their year level, 

age, and course. 

  

II. MATERIALS AND METHODS 

Descriptive-correlational research method was used in this study. The study aimed to make a assess the awareness of the 

respondents as well as a survey and description of the level of their sociolinguistic competence. The goal is to ascertain the extent to 

which a significant difference can be established, which serves as the foundation for further interpretation. 

This study aimed to determine sociolinguistic competence of AB ELS and Mass communication students. The respondents of this 

study are the 93 AB ELS and 88 Mass communication students of Isabela State University-Echague campus from the first year up to 

the fourth year students enrolled during the first semester of school year 2023-2024.  

The instruments of this study presupposed the use of a test questionnaire. The instruments are stipulated and described in the 

foregoing discussion. The questionnaire was adapted and revised from Rutter et al. (2003) The Social Communication 

Questionnaire (SCQ) with ten (10) questions, Special Populations and CTE Illinois Leadership Project (2016) Cultural Diversity 

Self-Assessment with nineteen (19) questions, and another ten (10) questions from Wellness Council of America (WELCOA) 

(2011) adapted from the thesis of Mendoza (2019) lifted from the handbook3.com (2006) from its original form introduced by the 

researcher and duly consulted with the research panel as a matter of validation. The questionnaire focused into the Social awareness 

of the respondents which consists of ten (10) items.  

The next part inquires into the respondents’ Cultural awareness which consists of nineteen (19) items. The last part of the 

questionnaire inquires into their level of sociolinguistic competence with ten (10) items. The respondents will be asked to answer 

the following by putting a mark in every scale.  

In order to select the respondents for the current study, the researcher employed random sampling. Since random sampling 

procedures provide unbiased, representative, and equal probability of the population, the researcher was able to draw meaningful 

results from the full population of AB English Language Studies and AB Communication students. The study focuses on the 

sociolinguistic competence of Isabela State University’s AB ELS and BAC students during the academic year 2023-2024. 

The respondents’ level of sociolinguistic competence awareness, social awareness, and cultural awareness and its difference to their 

year level, age, and course was examined using F-test and T-test. The respondents used a 5-point Likert type scale with 5, 4, 3, 2, 

and 1 signifying Very aware, Aware, Moderately Aware, Fairly Aware, and Needs Improvement. 
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III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Table 1.  Respondents' Level of Sociolinguistic Competence Awareness. The table 1 shows the respondents’ level of sociolinguistic 

competence awareness. The data shows that majority of the statements were rated as “Aware” except for the items 7 “I choose 

language that is appropriate for social situations.” with a mean of 4.26  and 8 “I choose language that is appropriate for cultural 

situations.” with a mean of 4.23 rated as “Very Aware.” This indicates that the respondents are very aware in choosing the language 

that is appropriate for social situations and even for cultural situations. Moreover, according from the data, item 1 “I am sensitive to 

differences in dialect or variety when communicating.” got the lowest mean of 3.72 or “Aware” implying that the respondents are 

aware when it comes to being sensitive to differences in dialect.  

Based on the result, the respondents are very aware in choosing what language to use in a situation and  they are sensitively aware to 

the differences in dialect. They are very aware of what to use and aware of the differences. With that, the level of sociolinguistic 

competence awareness of the respondents is “Aware” with a grand mean of 3.98. In learning a language, it is an advantage if the 

speaker knows when to use it and how it is delivered, that way it will develop the level of sociolinguistic competence.  

As defined in this study, sociolinguistic competence is a skill in which someone knows the social and cultural aspects of diverse 

linguistic communities to be able to communicate effectively. According to Mede and Dalilitas (2015) sociolinguistic competence 

played a role in communicative competence, thus includes awareness to the level of sociolinguistic competence. The study of Yang 

and Rehner (2015) states that sociolinguistic competence is constitutive of communication and social relations, the respondents 

being aware of their level of sociolinguistic competence are good in social and cultural interaction.  

Table 2.  Respondents' Level of Social Awareness. Table 2 presents the statistically processed results of the respondents’ level of 

social awareness. The data show that statement 10 “I respond positively when others approach me.” got the highest mean of 4.26 or 

“Very Aware” this means that when someone talks to them their response is in a positive way. On the other hand, the rest of the 

statements were rated as “Aware” except for the items 3 “I use socially inappropriate questions or statements.” with a mean of 3.13 

and 4 “I ask personal questions or make personal comments at awkward times.” with a mean of 3.11 rated as “Moderately Aware.” 

Meaning to say, when they communicate they are not fully aware that they are already using socially inappropriate questions and 

asking personal comments that makes the conversation awkward.   

The result implies that they can socially communicate since they are very aware that in responding to others it is done positively, 

they are moderately aware when it comes to inappropriate questions and personal statements, and they are aware in terms of using 

phrases, aligning facial expressions to particular situation, showing interest to engage attention, and they are aware of their 

intentions why they talk to others. With that, the level of  social awareness of the respondents is “Aware” with a grand mean of 3.75. 

Having this qualities and social practices makes someone to easily understand and learn the language of others which can lead to not 

just developing the level of social awareness but also to be very aware of how language works to different speakers and in different 

context of linguistics.   

As stated by Amideevna (2021), teaching the basics of ethics of communication allows people to participate in intercultural 

communication in the social, cultural, educational and professional aspects. In a way, the respondents’ level of awareness regarding 

social skills in terms of having communication are relevant to their level of sociolinguistic competence.   

In achieving communication goals, Gioiosa and Kinkela (2019) states that social ability is required and this ability or social 

awareness is present to the respondents implying that in terms of level they are socially aware. 

Table 3.  Respondents' Level of Cultural Awareness. Table 3 presents the statistically processed results of the respondents’ level of 

cultural awareness. It can be seen from the table that all of the 19 statements were rated as “Aware” with a mean ranging from 3.54 

to 4.20. Statements 7, 5, and 19 obtained the top three highest means. Statement 19 “I know and accept that people’s experiences 

and background impact how they interact with and trust me.” has the highest mean of 4.20, followed by statement 5 “I realize that 

people of other cultures have a need to support one another and connect as a group.” with a mean of 4.14, and lastly a mean of 4.13 

for statement 7 “I’m interested in the ideas and beliefs of people who don’t think and believe as I do, and I respect their opinions 

even when I disagree.” In terms of the lowest, statements 4 “I do not participate in jokes that are derogatory to any individual group,” 

3 “I challenge others when they make racial/ethnic/sexually offensive comments or jokes,” and 6 “I connect easily with people who 

look different from me and am able to communicate easily with them” obtained the spots with the means of 3.54, 3.55, and 3.74, 

respectively. This implies that the respondents were aware of people’s experiences and background in terms of cultures and beliefs 

and were aware of the derogatory jokes that must be avoided to be able to communicate effectively which is an important aspect of 

sociolinguistic competence. 
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Based on the result, their level of cultural awareness is “Aware” since every statement that describe cultural awareness was rated as 

aware showing that the respondents are aware that people’s experiences and background impacts interaction and they are aware in 

terms of jokes that are derogatory to any group. With that, the level of cultural awareness of the respondents is “Aware” with a 

grand mean of 3.93.  Thus, the respondents are aware of the cultural practices which is good in language learning and in developing 

competence considering that being aware to how the language works means you know how to use and apply it to conversations.  

This corresponds with the study of Kidwell and Triyoko (2021) that cultural awareness is an important aspect of the learning 

process since without this awareness in the case of having communication especially with the involvement of other cultures who 

have their own languages, the communication process may lead to misinterpretation given that there is a lack of familiarity with the 

proper use and meaning of the language spoken. 

The students are aware of their level in cultural aspects of language showing that they are culturally competent. Cultural competence 

emphasizes abilities from diverse cultures and backgrounds in an effective way (Hanover Research, 2019). 

Table 4.1. Differences in the Respondents' Level of Sociolinguistic Competence Awareness according to their year level. In table 

4.1, F-test was used to determine the significant difference on the level of sociolinguistic competence awareness of the respondents 

when they are grouped according to their year level.  

The table revealed that in statement 8, having 3.009 as its f-Test and .032 as its p-value and statement 1 with 3.547 as its f-test 

and .016 as its p-value that the hypothesis which states that there is no significant difference between the variables is rejected. It 

shows that there is a significant difference between the respondents’ level of sociolinguistic competence awareness and their year 

level.  

Based on the result, it suggests that the respondents have differences in their level of sociolinguistic competence awareness. The 

results are more on differences in choosing a language in communicating. Like statement 7 and 1, which states that they choose 

language that is appropriate for cultural situations and they are sensitive to the differences in dialect when communicating. They 

have different level of awareness when it comes to sociolinguistic competence, which implies that the respondents, as to their year 

level, choose language for cultural situations and are sensitive to differences in dialect differently.   

Students have differences on how they develop sociolinguistic competence since their learning environment in which they encounter 

a language can be satisfying or not and so their awareness needs to have assessment. Similar to the idea of Ahmed et al. (2018), 

there is a need to assess the learning experiences of the students to know why they have different level of awareness to the language 

that they encounter. How they choose appropriate language and their sensitivity to dialect is not the same.  

The respondents have differences in sociolinguistic competence in a way that they accept social cues and cultural knowledge in 

language differently. Social norms of language choice vary from different situations and communities (Martinez & De Vera, 2019). 

Table 4.2. Differences in the Respondents' Level of Sociolinguistic Competence Awareness according to their age. In table 4.2, F-

test was used to determine the significant difference on the level of sociolinguistic competence awareness of the respondents when 

they are grouped according to their age.  

The table revealed that in statement 8, having 3.356 as its f-test and .037 as its p-value that the hypothesis which states that there is 

no significant difference between the variables is rejected. It shows that there is a significant difference between the respondents’ 

level of sociolinguistic competence awareness and their age.  

Based on the result, it indicates that the respondents have differences in their level of sociolinguistic competence awareness. The 

result is more on the appropriate use of language. Just like in statement 8, which states that the respondents choose language that is 

appropriate for cultural situations, this means that the respondents, as to their age, choose the language that is appropriate for 

cultural situations differently since generations involve in language learning and studying a language have different ways of using a 

language and in dealing communication. 

Similar to the idea of Amideevna (2021) that each must be able to correctly translate cultural vocabulary   into   their   native   

language indicates that the age of the respondents has their own awareness on how to understand and use cultural vocabularies.  

Table 4.3. Differences in the Respondents' Level of Sociolinguistic Competence Awareness according to their course. In table 4.3 , 

t-test was used to determine the significant difference on the level of sociolinguistic competence awareness of the respondents when 

they are grouped according to their course.  

Result revealed that the hypothesis stating that there is no significant difference between variables is accepted. It means that the 

respondents have the same level of awareness on sociolinguistic competence when grouped according to their course. It implies that 

there is no disparity between the course of the respondents and their level of sociolinguistic competence awareness.  
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As stated by Yang and Rehner (2015) the similar beliefs regarding the development of sociolinguistic competence may improve the 

learning opportunities of the students to the languages that they encounter and their level of awareness. The respondents, as to their 

course have the same level of sociolinguistic competence awareness which is helpful for them to learn languages.  

Table 5.1. Differences in the Respondents’ Level of Social Awareness according to their year level. In table 5.1, f-test was used to 

determine the significant difference on the respondents’ level of social awareness when they are grouped according to their year 

level.  The table revealed that in statement 3 having 2.978 as its f-test and .049 as its p-value and statement 2 with 6.218 as its f-test 

and .000 as its p-value that the hypothesis which states that there is no significant difference between the variables is rejected. It 

shows that there is a significant difference between the respondents’ level of social awareness and their year level.  

Based on the result, it shows that there are differences in their social awareness. It is revealed in statement 3 and 2, stating that the 

respondents use socially inappropriate questions and odd phrases in almost the same way which is not a good practice in terms of 

having communication. They use statements over and over again. They have differences in social awareness, which implies that the 

respondents, as to their year level, use socially inappropriate questions and use odd phrases or say things over and over again 

differently. As mentioned in the study of Fariha, Anwar, and Maruf (2023) comprehensive skills and competencies are needed in 

order to have effective communication within the different and various social contexts. It is a skill helpful in adapting language to 

suit social situations and interactions in a speech community.    

Social challenges and opportunities of the respondents were handled differently. According to Alhamami (2020), human 

experiences affects social implications to languages in a way that they understand social context in different way.  

Table 5.2. Differences in the Respondents’ Level of Social Awareness according to their age. In table 5.2, f-test was used to 

determine the significant difference on the level of social awareness of the respondents when they are grouped according to their age.   

Result revealed that the hypothesis stating that there is no significant difference between the variables is accepted. It means that the 

respondents have the same level of social awareness when grouped according to their age. It implies that the respondents’ age is not 

a manifestation that there is a difference in their level of social awareness. They have the same level of awareness. 

Having the same level of social awareness conforms to the study of CASEL (2018) as cited by Chin (2019) that perspective-taking, 

empathy, appreciating diversity, and respect for others contributes to the level of social awareness of someone. It means that having 

these practices builds the same level of social awareness to the students.  

Table 5.3. Differences in the Respondents’ Level of Social Awareness according to their course. In table 5.3, t-test was used to 

determine the significant difference on the respondents’ level of social awareness when they are grouped according to their course.  

The table revealed that in statement 8 having 6.356 as its t-test and .013 as its p-value and statement 3 having 6.428 as its t-test 

and .012 as its p-value that the hypothesis which states that there is no significant difference between the variables is rejected. It 

shows that there is a significant difference between the respondents’ level of social awareness and their course.  

Based on the result, it suggests that these two statements have similarities. The results are more on getting attention during 

conversations. Like item 8 and 3, which states that the respondents show things that interest the person to catch their attention and 

they also use socially inappropriate statements. They have differences in social awareness, which implies that the respondents show 

things to catch attention and use socially inappropriate statements differently.  

As mentioned in the study of Fariha, Anwar and Maruf (2023) comprehensive skills and competencies are needed in order to have 

effective communication within the different and various social contexts. It is a skill helpful in adapting language to suit social 

situations and interactions in a speech community.  Personal and situational antecedents also impact how students develop social 

awareness. According to Wegner and Giuliano (2017), their way of thinking to different things are based on their own perspectives 

and so they are not the same on how they face social encounters.  Table 6.1. Differences in the Respondents’ Level of Cultural 

Awareness according to their year level.  In table 6.1, f-test was used to determine the significant difference on the respondents’ 

level of cultural awareness when they are grouped according to their year level.  

The table revealed that in statement 17 having 2.711 as its f-test and .047 as its p-value and statement 6 with 2.882 as its f-test 

and .037 as its p-value that the hypothesis which states that there is no significant difference between the variables is rejected. It 

shows that there is a significant difference between the respondents’ level of cultural awareness and their year level.  

Based on the result, it is more on appreciating and communicating with others who have different cultures. The statement 17 and 6 

imply that the respondents try to learn about and appreciate the richness of other cultures and honor their holidays and events and 

they connect easily with people who look different from them and are able to communicate easily with them. With this, it means 

that there is a difference in their level of cultural awareness. They have different reasons and experiences that is why how they give 

importance and understanding to cultural things are not the same and their way of interaction with in the culture is according to their 

own awareness.  
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To achieve the same level of cultural awareness the idea of Frank (2013) can be considered which is to incorporate cultural activities 

in order for the students to become culturally aware of the different properties of language.  

Mentioned in the study of Wegner and Giuliano (2017), ways of understanding interactions is predominate for a person who 

experience different circumstances. In line with this, people develop their social awareness at different times or level.  

Table 6.2. Differences in the Respondents’ Level of Cultural Awareness according to their age. In table 6.2, f-test was used to 

determine the significant difference on the level of cultural awareness of the respondents when they are grouped according to their 

age.  

Result revealed that the hypothesis stating that there is no significant difference between the variables is accepted. It means that the 

respondents have the same level of cultural awareness when grouped according to their age. It implies that the respondents’ age is 

not a manifestation that there is a difference in their level of cultural awareness. They have the same level of awareness. 

Having the same level of cultural awareness conforms to the study of CASEL (2018) as cited by Chin (2019) that perspective-taking, 

empathy, appreciating diversity, and respect for others contributes to the level of cultural awareness of someone. It means that 

having these practices builds the same level of cultural awareness to the students. For the respondents to achieve good level of 

sociolinguistic competence, the level of cultural awareness no matter what their age is part of the developing process.   

Table 6.3. Differences in the Respondents’ Level of Cultural Awareness according to their course.  In table 6.3, t-test was used to 

determine the significant difference on the respondents’ level of cultural awareness when they are grouped according to their course.  

The table revealed that in statement 8 having 7.632 as its t-test and .006 as its p-value that the hypothesis which states that there is 

no significant difference between the variables is rejected. It shows that there is a significant difference between the respondents’ 

level of cultural awareness and their course.  

Based on the result, it suggests that the respondents make sure that people who are different from them are heard and accepted as 

revealed in statement 8. With this, it means that there is a difference in their level of cultural awareness in terms of making other 

cultures feel accepted. It is in a way that the culture that they encounter are understood differently and so how they use language 

with in that culture is different to how they use the language in other cultures that they are familiar with. These differences in 

cultural awareness impacts how they apply the language in cultural situations.  

Related to the idea of Koika (2015) that if cultural elements will be integrated in teaching language and value the use of culturally 

sensitive tasks then students regardless of their courses will experience cultural and linguistic stimuli. Exploring languages with the 

involvement of sociolinguistic competence also promotes awareness of the language learners regarding social and cultural aspects of 

the language that they used in interaction.  

The differences that are found can be understood through the idea from the study of  Creese and Blackledge (2015) that limited 

exposure to cultural situations creates different understanding on how language is used to cultural context and conversations. 

 

IV. CONCLUSION 

According to the result of this study, differences in the awareness to social and cultural properties of a language contributes to the 

competence of the arts students to properly use the language in having conversations in different context. In  various fields of 

learning especially in linguistics and other aspects that involves languages, learners learn in different ways and styles and so in 

dealing with their different competencies particularly their level of sociolinguistic competence a broad exposure to social and 

cultural understanding of a language must be provided to acquire and apply the language in context and to attain “Very Aware” 

level of competence and awareness. Therefore, the level of sociolinguistic competence awareness depends on the level of awareness 

to social and cultural aspects of language. Thus, the result of this study implies that there is a need for the students to be aware of 

their differences in social and cultural aspects of language in order for them to develop their level of sociolinguistic competence 

awareness. These differences of the students affects their formal and informal way of communicating. Students have to recognize 

how they use language, adjust their linguistic terms to connect with different culture, and address others with socially appropriate 

language. Based on the results and conclusions of the study, the following recommendations were made. As to the profiles of the 

respondents, further research can explore on other set of variables or factors to assess the level of the students in the context of 

developing awareness to which this awareness may be related to their level of sociolinguistic competence and other areas of 

linguistic competence. The results as to those variables found to be significantly related to the level of sociolinguistic competence 

awareness, social awareness, and cultural awareness should be noted as factors to consider aimed to enhance the students’ level of 

sociolingustic competence, social awareness, and cultural awareness. Determine other factors aside from social and cultural 

awareness that may contribute to the level of sociolinguistic competence of learners, know the reasons why learners are aware of the 

social and cultural aspects of language for the development of their competence.   
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VI. TABLES 

 

Table 1.  Respondents' Level of Sociolinguistic Competence Awareness. 

SOCIOLINGUISTIC COMPETENCE Mean Description 

7. I choose language that is appropriate for social situations.   

4.26 

 

Very Aware        

8. I choose language that is appropriate for cultural situations.   

4.23 

 

Very Aware       

 Grand Mean     

    3.98 

          

  Aware 

 

Table 2.  Respondents' Level of Social Awareness. 

SOCIAL AWARENESS Mean Description 

3. I use socially inappropriate questions or statements. 
 

3.13 

 

Moderately Aware 

4.  I ask personal questions or make personal comments at 

awkward times. 

 

3.11 

 

Moderately Aware 

10. I respond positively when others approach me.  
 

4.26 

    

Very Aware         

                                                               Grand Mean 
 

3.75 

 

Aware 

 

Table 3.  Respondents' Level of Cultural Awareness. 

CULTURAL AWARENESS Mean Description 

                                     Grand Mean       

3.93 

     

Aware 

 

Table 4.1. Differences in the Respondents' Level of Sociolinguistic Competence Awareness according to their year level. 

 Year level 

SOCIOLINGUISTIC COMPETENCE F-test 
p-

value 

1.I am sensitive to differences in dialect or variety when communicating.  3.547* .016 

8.I choose language that is appropriate for cultural situations.  3.009* .032 

 

Table 4.2. Differences in the Respondents' Level of Sociolinguistic Competence Awareness according  to their age. 

 Age 

SOCIOLINGUISTIC COMPETENCE F-test 
p-

value 

 

8. I choose language that is appropriate for cultural situations.   

3.356* .037 
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Table 4.3. Differences in the Respondents' Level of Sociolinguistic Competence Awareness according  to their course. 

 Course 

SOCIOLINGUISTIC COMPETENCE t-test p-value 

1. I am sensitive to differences in dialect or variety when 

communicating.  

1.512 .132 

2. I know how to use and respond to the language of someone 

I am communicating.  

1.270 .206 

3. I can express a specific attitude (courtesy, friendliness, 

annoyance) when interacting with others.  

-.800 .424 

4. I adhere to cultural expectations when using the language.  -.689 .491 

5. I interpret the social meaning conveyed from the language 

of someone I communicate with.  

-.439 .661 

6. I interpret the cultural meaning conveyed from the language 

of someone I communicate with.  

.565 .573 

7. I choose language that is appropriate for social situations.  1.671 .096 

8. I choose language that is appropriate for cultural situations.  1.517 .131 

9. I interpret cultural references and figures of speech. .849 .397 

10. I think of what to say then utter it if it is not offensive 

socially and culturally.   

.819 .414 

 

Table 5.1. Differences in the Respondents’ Level of Social Awareness according to their year level. 

 Year level 

SOCIAL AWARENESS F-test p-value 

2. I use odd phrases or say the same thing over and over in almost exactly the same 

way. 

6.218* .000 

3. I use socially inappropriate questions or statements. 2.978* .049 

 

Table 5.2. Differences in the Respondents’ Level of Social Awareness according to their age. 

 AGE 

SOCIAL AWARENESS F-test p-value 

1. I talk using short phrases or sentences. .529 .590 

2. I use odd phrases or say the same thing over and over in almost 

exactly the same way. 

2.162 .118 

3. I use socially inappropriate questions or statements. 1.139 .323 

4. I ask personal questions or make personal comments at 

awkward times. 

.886 .414 

5. My facial expressions usually seem appropriate to the 

particular situation. 

.948 .390 

6. I talk with others just to be friendly rather than to get 

something. 

.978 .378 

7. I look at others directly in the face when doing things with 

them or talking with them. 

1.855 .159 

8. I show things that interest the person to engage their attention.  .249 .780 

9. If I want something or want help, I look at them and use 

gestures with sounds or words to get their attention. 

1.203 .303 

10. I respond positively when others approach me.  1.309 .273 
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Table 5.3. Differences in the Respondents’ Level of Social Awareness according to their course. 

 Course 

SOCIAL AWARENESS t-test p-value 

 

3.I use socially inappropriate questions or statements. 

6.428* .012 

 

8.I show things that interest the person to engage their attention.  

6.356* .013 

 

Table 6.1. Differences in the Respondents’ Level of Cultural Awareness according to their year level. 

 Year level 

CULTURAL AWARENESS F-test 
p-

value 

6.  I connect easily with people who look different from me and am able to 

communicate easily with them. 

2.882* .037 

17.  I try to learn about and appreciate the richness of other cultures and 

honor their holidays and events.  

2.711* .047 

 

 

Table 6.2. Differences in the Respondents’ Level of Cultural Awareness according to their age. 

 AGE 

SOCIAL AWARENESS F-test p-value 

1. I talk using short phrases or sentences. .529 .590 

2. I use odd phrases or say the same thing over and 

over in almost exactly the same way. 

2.162 .118 

3. I use socially inappropriate questions or statements. 1.139 .323 

4. I ask personal questions or make personal 

comments at awkward times. 

.886 .414 

5. My facial expressions usually seem appropriate to 

the particular situation. 

.948 .390 

6. I talk with others just to be friendly rather than to 

get something. 

.978 .378 

7. I look at others directly in the face when doing 

things with them or talking with them. 

1.855 .159 

8. I show things that interest the person to engage 

their attention.  

.249 .780 

9. If I want something or want help, I look at them 

and use gestures with sounds or words to get their 

attention. 

1.203 .303 

10. I respond positively when others approach me.  1.309 .273 

 

 

Table 6.3. Differences in the Respondents’ Level of Cultural Awareness according to their course 

  Course 

CULTURAL AWARENESS t-test p-value 

 

8. I work to make sure people who are different from me are heard and 

accepted. 

7.632* .006 
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