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The investigation and analysis of status quo of medical students intercultural

communication competence at college level

CHU Hong-rui
(Foreign Language Teaching Department, Jining Medical University,Jining 272067 ,China)

Abstract: Objective To learn the status quo of intercultural communication competence of medical students at
college level and then to provide the basic information and direction for college English teaching. Methods The in-
tercultural sensitivity scale(ISS)is adopted to divide the final scores of intercultural sensitivity(ICS)of 589 partici-
pants and analyze the five factors of intercultural sensitivity. Results According to the order of great high,high,
ordinary, low and great low the detection rate of the ICS of medical students at college level in turn is 2. 04% ,
4.24% +30.56 % ,53. 65% ,9. 51 % . Medical students in different universities are greatly different in the aspect of
intercultural sensitivity,and have systematic significance in the four factors of interaction engagement, respect for
cultural differences,interaction confidence,and interaction attentiveness( P<Z0. 05). Conclusion On the basis of
the investigation, the ICC level of medical students is low and it has some relations with the following points: Medi-
cal majors’ recognition and attitudes toward ICC, cultural knowledge being grasped and current teaching model and
purposes. And it is suggested that all the teachers and students should have the correct recognition and show the
proper attitudes toward ICC,learn systematic knowledge and follow the appropriate teaching model and purposes.
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