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ABSTRACT: This study investigated on the most used 

languages of Filipino youth in the family domain of language 

used and investigated on the relationship of gender and 

ethnicity towards language use. A total of fifty-three 

individuals participated in the study who were aged between 

15-24 and they were of different ethnicities. To gather the 

needed data for the study, a self-administered questionnaire 

was developed which was divided into two sections: (1) the 

first section of the instrument sought the necessary 

information as regards to the participants’ demographic 

profile which basically included the age, gender, and 

ethnicity; and, (2) the second section was composed of the 

twelve (12) different social events in the family domain to 

determine the language choice and its frequency of use in 

each of the social event. To analyze the data, SPSS software 

was used. describe the profile of the respondents and to 

determine the relationship of the variables. The study 

considered five under investigation languages, namely 

English, Tagalog, Chavacano, Bisaya, and Tausug. 

According to the results of the study, Tagalog was the most 

used language in the family domain of language use. 

Furthermore, in the family domain, both gender and 

ethnicity played no significant role in determining that 

language choice of Filipino individuals. 

 
Keywords: multilingualism, language choice, family domain 
of language use, ethnicity, gender.  
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INTRODUCTION 

Language is by and large recognized as an “organized medium of communication” distinct to 

human and is as much a system governed by rules (Okal, 2014). This system of communication 

then allows one to perform varied social functions such as conveying information (Hemat & 

Heng, 2012; Okal, 2014), expressing feelings, evoking response from others, making connections 

and building relationships, demonstrate authority over others, and empower a sense of identity 
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(Okal, 2014) which are all achieved through the manifestation of their individual lifestyles (Tong 

& Cheung, 2011). Thus, languages are an embodiment of one’s cultural and social identities 

(Tong & Cheung, 2011). 

Interestingly, there are instances when individuals would learn to perform some if not all of the 

aforementioned functions utilizing more than one language other than his own with as much 

competence and proficiency as that of a native speaker of the other language. This phenomenon 

contributed to the rise of multilingualism (Okal, 2014). The systematic use of more than one 

language in a multilingual context is widespread (Hemat & Abdullah, 2017) and inevitable 

(Caparaz & Gustilo, 2017). For some reasons, this phenomenon may have brought forth the idea 

of language choices which served as the focal point of this study. Language choice was defined 

as the language, variety or code employed by individuals to perform a communication function 

or purpose in a speech community (Fishman, 1972 cited in (Hemat et al., 2015)). Hence, it can 

be inferred that perhaps the code or language choice is what shapes and defines the purpose of 

communication.  

The concept of multilingualism and language choice is broad in context and because of the 

compelling prevalence of multilingualism and language choice, numerous researchers rendered 

their efforts to examine the rationality behind the phenomenon (Kang, 2013). Some researchers 

have narrowed down their investigations by referring mainly to the concept of Joshua Fishman’s 

(1972) domain analysis where he proposed different linguistic domains to determine the language 

pattern of multilingual individuals (Nugraheni et al., 2013). Many researchers attested to the 

correlation of language choice and the five linguistic domains, namely family (Abdullah & Leo, 

2014; Adams et al., 2012; Hemat & Abdullah, 2017; Kurniasih, 2006; Nugraheni et al., 2013), 

friendship (Abdullah & Leo, 2014; Lee, 2014; Nugraheni et al., 2013; Rahman et al., 2008), 

relationship (Greenfield, 1972 in (Nugraheni et al., 2013; Rahman et al., 2008), education (Hemat 

et al., 2015; Hidalgo, 1998; Kurniasih, 2006; Lee, 2014; Nugraheni et al., 2013), and transaction 

domain (Hemat et al., 2015Hemat; Hidalgo, 1998; Kurniasih, 2006). 

In addition to the above mentioned linguistic domains, some other factors were as well reported 

to be determinants of language choice, a few examples of which are the language style, that is 

language being formal or informal (Adams et al., 2012; Hemat & Abdullah, 2017; Nugraheni et 

al., 2013; Romaine, 2000), and factors such as age, gender, ethnicity, and social identity  

(Abdullah & Leo, 2014; Hemat et al., 2015; Hemat & Abdullah, 2017; Rahman et al., 2008). 

Furthermore, this may be influenced by various factors, for instance the competence and 

proficiency in language use, language policy, and linguistic domain (Rahman et al., 2008).  

Notwithstanding the wide acceptance of the domain analysis and the establishment of successful 

conclusions with regard the effects of different societal factors towards language choice, there 

were also arguments that posited otherwise to the concept. These criticisms created a gap in the 

research field suggesting that the linguistic domain may only partially if not totally determine 

language choice (Hidalgo, 1998; Rahman et al., 2008). Domains and the speech situations does 

not shape and neither does it play an important role in the choice of language use (Hidalgo, 

1998). In connection to what created a gap with regard this research study is the scarcity of 

literature of language choice and domain analysis within the Philippine context which would 

probably result in failure to build a strong foundation of the issue. 

In light of the problem, this research study aims to investigate more deeply on the relationship of 

the language choice and linguistic domains within the context of the pluralistic Philippines, as 

described by (Osborne, 2015), among Filipino individuals in connection to their gender and 
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ethnicity. Furthermore, this study is inclined to two directions. First, the preferred language of 

Filipino youth in light of family domain and secondly, the interplay of gender and ethnicity 

towards language choice of Filipino youth. 

 Research Questions: 

This study is inclined to contribute findings on language choice and specifically sought to 

determine two problems: 

1. What are the most used languages of Filipino youths in the family domain of language use? 

2. What is the relationship between Filipino youths’ most used languages and their gender as 

well as ethnicity in the family domain of language use? 

 

 Review of Related Literature 

a. Language Choice 

As an aftermath of the work authored by Fishman in 1972, language choice was defined as the 

language, variety or code employed by individuals to perform a communication function or 

purpose in a speech community (Hemat et al., 2015). This expression suggested that the code or 

language choice is what shaped and defined the purpose of communication. Interestingly, the 

idea is further echoed by (Abdulai & Owusu-Ansah, 2014) who suggested that some aspects of 

communication such as the participants involved in the communication, the subject matter, the 

situation, the distance between the speakers, and the locale of the communication are 

predominant determinants of language choice. This may indicate that the choice of language 

utilized in different communication may not be limited, generic, or static but may rather be as 

changing and dynamic as the context of its use.  

 

Language choice is occasionally distinguished by the choice of which language to use by a 

multilingual individual who possess a total control of the language (Torto, 2014). Also, it is more 

likely that the code may change whilst a conversation takes place, and so (Yildirim, 2020) 

suggested, that the choice of language itself is quite a telling factor which signals the shift from 

one communication code to another. 

 

Put forth, in a multilingual speech community, it may be challenging for one to instantly decide 

or desire what language to use in order to communicate. However, the desirability and one’s 

decision of which language to use is determined by a number of factors such as the choice of 

language itself, the speaker’s vocabulary and diction, the speaker’s attitude towards the language, 

as well as the motivation of the speaker to use the language (Abdullah & Leo, 2014). 

 

In light of the domain, some studies suggested that domains deemed effective to influence 

language choice. For example, in the seminal work conducted by Greenfield (1972) cited in 

(Rahman et al., 2008) reported that upon investigating the language choice of bilingual Puerto 

Rican community in New York, the use of English and Spanish languages varied in terms of 

domain and level of formality. The said languages were identified as high and low, the English 

language considered as the high language and commonly spoken in discourses involving 
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education and employment domain. The Spanish language, on the other hand, was considered as 

the low language and is mainly used in discourses or in domains where participants have intimate 

or close relationship with each other such as family and friendship domains. 

 

Another to add is the study by Parasher (1980) who shed light on the language use in India. It is 

reported that the English language dominated most linguistic domains such as the education, 

government and employment, friendship, and neighborhood domain although the language that 

is predominantly used in the family domain is the Indian, i.e., the mother tongue of the speakers. 

However, the domains of language use may not always entirely affect language choice of 

individuals (Rahman et al., 2008). Researchers objected on the influence of domains on language 

use as well as (Hidalgo, 1998) cited in (Rahman et al., 2008) that upon investigating the language 

choice of bilingual Filipinos, the domain and speech situations did not influence the 

phenomenon.  

Moreover, language choice is an interesting aspect that greatly defines the purpose of 

communication Fishman (1972) cited in and defined by the context of communication (Abdulai 

& Owusu-Ansah, 2014). Although contrary to that opinion, some researchers suggest that 

domains were ineffective and a failed determinant of language choice. This indicates that the 

choice of language is dependent on the speaker (Torto, 2014), and may vary from favorability, 

instinct, or unavoidability based on the speaker’s control over the language. 

b. Gender 

Gender is what distinguishes the identity of a man from that of a woman. For quite some time in 

the recent years, gender is regarded to be grounded on biological and physical differences. 

However, as time passed by, it was eventually perceived to be a pivotal variable in different 

disciplines such as psychology, economics, politics, as well as in the linguistic fields. In similar 

vein, Butler (1990) in (Eckert & McConnell-Ginet, 2013) adds to this by defining language as a 

transparent manifestation of ourselves although it is not something inherent to us (Eckert & 

McConnell-Ginet, 2013; West & Zimmerman, 1987). Societal ideologies, actions, and personal 

desires are by and large the bedrock of our gender identity and causes it to become or manifest 

as no less than natural.  

Interactions between communication where both men and women are participants would be 

dynamic and changing as the communicative styles of the interlocutors vary (Mahmud & Nur, 

2018). Hence, the ideas suggest that gender plays an important role in the communication. The 

different social activities and social context are important determinants of gender as a dynamic 

characteristic of language choice (Główka, 2014).  

In some notable sociolinguistic studies, gender and language has been for quite a time an 

interwoven aspect. Gender is reported to be a contributory factor with regard to individual 

disposition toward language maintenance of native languages and dynamic language choice 

(Hemat & Abdullah, 2017). In order to clearly see the perception of an individual, his/her 

background, such as gender is important to take account of (Baxter & Jack, 2015).  

Some characteristics of men and women contribute to some functions of language. The former 

suggesting that gender affects the phatic and expressive functions of language such as politeness 

and expression of opinions emotionally (Mahmud & Nur, 2018). The latter then suggesting that 

women have the tendency of getting or feeling more offensive than men upon hearing swear 
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words. Hence saying, that gender, is an important variable in language choice (Parangan & 

Buslon, 2020). 

Notwithstanding the statements of the prior mentioned authors, there were also some who 

posited otherwise. The language choice and use in Malaysia in light of family, friendship, and 

neighbor domains, determined that gender played no significant role or effect towards language 

choice (Abdullah & Leo, 2014; Hemat et al., 2015; Hemat & Abdullah, 2017; Rahman et al., 

2008).  

Further, upon investigating the Arabic-English code-switching, it was reported that quoting, 

interjecting, reiterating, message qualifying, personifying, and objectifying are the most common 

functions of code-switching among Jordan speaker, especially the females (Alhourani, 2018).  

Remarkably, gender is deemed to be an important aspect in the study of language choice. Some 

authors suggest that it may determine the versatility of the language (Główka, 2014), it 

contributes to an effective expression of language functions (Mahmud & Nur, 2018), and it 

appeals to emotions (Parangan & Buslon, 2020). However, with all the ideas gathered, gender 

being an important variable in discourse, linguists and experts have only focused at large on the 

female aspects towards language use (Hidalgo, 1998). This observation may have indicated that 

there is an unconscious bias in the study of gender and its effect on language. 

 

c. Ethnicity 

Ethnicity is suggested to be originated from a shared ancestry or genealogy. Hence, ethnicity 

amplifies the identity and the sense of belongingness of an individual in a certain ethnic group or 

community (Parangan & Buslon, 2020). It is as well shaped by different societal or cultural 

aspects relative to geographical boundaries which may include religion, beliefs, customs, and 

historical events that influenced the majority of today’s culture (Parangan & Buslon, 2020). In 

similar vein, in the field of anthropology, ethnicity is defined to be the demarcation between 

different cultural and social groups/identities which is in contrary to how ethnicity is defined in 

the everyday use as a “minority issues” and “race relations” (Chakraborty et al., 2015). 

In light of language use, determined three components of ethnicity of which language plays an 

important scheme, namely “being, knowing, and doing”. Hence, language is a key to perform 

social life and as contrary to the popular opinion, it is beyond from just being a mirror of an 

ethnicity’s perception (Hemat et al., 2015). 

It may be said that ethnicity is greatly intertwined to language more than gender as expressed in 

the earlier part of the literature. Several studies suggest that ethnicity does play an immense role 

to shape language choice. Ethnicity plays a significant factor in the choice of language of the 

study respondents (Abdullah & Leo, 2014; Hemat et al., 2015; Hemat & Abdullah, 2017; 

Rahman et al., 2008).  

There is an investigation about the Laz language, which nearing to extinction. It was reported 

that when the respondents are inquired about their ethnic identity, they defined to have a mixed 

identity as a result of being ground on two mixing cultures, namely the Laz and Turkish culture. 

Therefore, that when situations called for matters involving national values, the respondents 

respond in Turkish and when matters involved local interests, such as those limited in the Laz 

culture, respondents then naturally respond using the Laz language (Kavaklı, 2017).  
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Notably, ethnicity and language are two greatly interwoven aspects which would seem that it may 

be deemed as a reflection of each other that the lack of the other therefore bears a problematic 

case. 

 

METHOD 

The research problems being the focal point of an investigation serves as the basis of the 

selection of a research design (Alhourani, 2018; Creswell, 2017). Hence, in order to determine 

the most preferred language in the family domain among Filipino youth and the languages’ 

relation to gender and ethnicity, a descriptive-quantitative-correlational design was utilized. Since 

the current study aims to measure variables and to simply describe the intervening variables 

toward language choice, i.e., gender and ethnicity, it is hence regarded as descriptive-quantitative 

design (Cabangcala et al., 2021; Perez & Alieto, 2018). Additionally, the entire period of the data 

gathering procedure was comparatively short and thus suggests that the study is cross-sectional 

(Perez & Alieto, 2018). 

The data set of the study was supplied by a total of 53 participants who are Filipino individuals 

between the age range of 15-24 that has an equivalent mean score of 19.94 (SD-1.92). In terms 

of gender, the majority are female individuals which corresponds to seventy-three-point eight 

percent (73.6%). Also, majority of the population are Chavacano individuals which corresponds 

to forty-six percent (47.2%). The information about the age group, gender, and ethnicity of the 

respondents is presented in Table 1.0. 

Table 1.0 Profile of the Respondents 

Variables N* Pct (%) 

 
Age 

15-17 12 22.6% 

18-20 19 35.8% 

21-23 22 41.6% 
 
 

 
 
 

 

Gender 
Male 14 26.4% 

Female 39 73.6% 

 
Ethnicity 

Chavacano 25 47.2% 

Bisaya 14 26.4% 

Tausug 10 18.9% 

Others 4 7.5% 

    N* indicates the frequency of respondents 

A quantitative research tool was used in this study. To determine the most preferred language 

choice of Filipino youth in the family domain and to investigate the interplay of gender and 

ethnicity towards the language choice, a two-sectioned questionnaire was utilized to gather the 

necessary data which was adapted from the research instrument (Hemat & Abdullah, 2017). The 

first section of the instrument sought the necessary information as regards to the participants’ 

demographic profile which basically included the age, gender, and ethnicity. On the second 

section of the instrument, twelve (12) different social events in the family domain were presented 

to the participants where they were asked to determine their language choice and its frequency of 

use in each of the social event. The items were answerable using a 5-point Likert scale. 
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 Declared Reliability Results 

In order to perform reliability testing, the instrument was pilot-tested, and the data set were 

analyzed through Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) Version 20 using the Cronbach 

Alpha measure and the reliability test of the instrument had a score of .784. The score is 

relatively low compared to the instrument of the original study which garnered a Cronbach 

Alpha score of .945. Such occurrence is suspected to have been caused by the number of 

respondents who participated in the studies which was around 500 participants in the original 

study and only 65 participants in this current study, respectively. 

 Data Gathering Procedure  

The research instrument was digitalized using Google forms which is a method deemed to be 

most suitable to gather data considering the current situation of the society where close physical 

contact is discouraged (Cabangcala et al., 2021). The digital forms were forwarded to the 

respondents who were informed prior to participate in the study. Initially, the goal was to solicit 

responses from a hundred (100) individuals however, only 65 were received for the analysis of 

data.  

 Coding Procedure  

A coding strategy was utilized by the researcher to ease the analysis of data. As regards the 

student’s demographic profile that is gender (1 for male and 2 for female) and ethnicity (1 for 

Chavacano, 2 for Bisaya, 3 for Tagalog, and 4 for Tausug). Additionally for the language choice 

in the family domain, the responses were coded as 1=English, 2=Tagalog, 3=Chavacano, 

4=Bisaya, and 5=Tausug. Lastly, for the Likert-scale the responses were coded as 1=Never, 

2=Rarely, 3=Sometimes, 4=Frequently, and 5=Very Frequently. None of the items implied a 

negative statement, therefore there was no need for reverse coding. 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

 Most Used Languages in the Family Domain 

In order to examine the most used language in the family domain, there were twelve (12) social 

events that were presented to the participants as shown in Table 2.0. The participants were 

instructed to indicate their language choice for each social event for the five (5) under 

investigation languages (English, Tagalog, Chavacano, Bisaya, and Tausug) according to a five-

point Likert scale that ranges from 1=Never, 2=Rarely, 3=Sometimes, 4=Frequently, and 

5=Very Frequently.  

Table 2.0 

The Family Domain and its 12 Social Events 

Domain of 
Language Use 

 
SOCIAL EVENTS 

 
 

1. What language do you use when speaking to your grandparents? 

2. What language do you use when speaking to your parents? 
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Family 

3. What language do you use when speaking to your siblings 
[brother(s) and/or sister(s)]? 

4. What language do you use to express your happiness towards your 
siblings [brother(s) and/or sister(s)]? 

5. What language do you use to express your anger towards your 
siblings [brother(s) and/or sister(s)]? 

6. What language do you use to discuss a personnel matter at home? 

7. What language do you use to joke with your family members at 
home? 

8. In what spoken language do you prefer watching movies/television 
shows? 

9. What language do you use when speaking to a Chavacano 
relative/guest? 

10. What language do you use when speaking to a Bisaya relative/guest? 

11. What language do you use when speaking to a Tausug relative/guest? 

12. What language do you use when speaking to your family members 
in the presence of a relative/guest of a different race? 

After the responses were gathered, the frequency of use of each language choice was tallied 

according to each of the twelve (12) social events (see Table 3.0). 

Table 3.0 

Participants’ Language Choices in the Family Domain 

Social Events 

1. What language do you use when speaking to your grandparents? 

English Tagalog Chavacano Bisaya Tausug 

N* % N* % N* N* % N* % N* 

2 
 

3.77 12 
 

22.64 20 2 
 

3.77 12 
 

22.64 20 

2. What language do you use when speaking to your parents? 

English Tagalog Chavacano Bisaya Tausug 

N* % N* % N* N* % N* % N* 

0 0.00 15 28.30 21 39.62 9 16.98 8 15.09 

3. What language do you use when speaking to your siblings [brother(s) and/or sister(s)]? 

English Tagalog Chavacano Bisaya Tausug 

N* % N* % N* N* % N* % N* 

1 1.89 16 30.19 21 39.62 8 15.09 7 13.21 

4. What language do you use to express your happiness towards your siblings [brother(s) 
and/or sister(s)]? 

English Tagalog Chavacano Bisaya Tausug 

N* % N* % N* N* % N* % N* 

8 15.09 16 30.19 19 35.85 6 11.32 4 7.55 

5. What language do you use to express your anger towards your siblings [brother(s) and/or 
sister(s)]? 

English Tagalog Chavacano Bisaya Tausug 

N* % N* % N* N* % N* % N* 

3 5.66 15 28.30 21 39.62 7 13.21 7 13.21 

6. What language do you use to discuss a personnel matter at home? 
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English Tagalog Chavacano Bisaya Tausug 

N* % N* % N* N* % N* % N* 

1 1.89 16 30.19 21 39.62 7 13.21 8 15.09 

7. What language do you use to joke with your family members at home? 

English Tagalog Chavacano Bisaya Tausug 

N* % N* % N* N* % N* % N* 

1 1.89 16 30.19 18 33.96 12 22.64 6 11.32 

8. In what spoken language do you prefer watching movies/television shows? 

English Tagalog Chavacano Bisaya Tausug 

N* % N* % N* N* % N* % N* 

43 81.13 4 7.55 4 7.55 2 3.77 0 0.00 

9. What language do you use when speaking to a Chavacano relative/guest? 

English Tagalog Chavacano Bisaya Tausug 

N* % N* % N* N* % N* % N* 

0 0.00 19 35.85 32 60.38 2 3.77 0 0.00 

10. What language do you use when speaking to a Bisaya relative/guest? 

English Tagalog Chavacano Bisaya Tausug 

N* % N* % N* N* % N* % N* 

0 0.00 24 45.28 0 0.00 29 54.72 0 0.00 

11. What language do you use when speaking to a Tausug relative/guest? 

English Tagalog Chavacano Bisaya Tausug 

N* % N* % N* N* % N* % N* 

0 0.00 38 71.70 2 3.77 7 13.21 6 11.32 

12. What language do you use when speaking to your family members in the presence of a 
relative/guest of a different race? 

English Tagalog Chavacano Bisaya Tausug 

N* % N* % N* N* % N* % N* 

6 11.32 29 54.72 9 16.98 6 11.32 3 5.66 

Note: N* denotes the frequency of participants 

The responses were coded and analyzed. Descriptive statistics, mean, and standard deviation was 

utilized. Table 4.0 presents the analysis of the data which includes the mean average of each 

under investigation languages and their respective interpretation relative to the frequency of use 

according to the following range: 1.0-1.7 (Never), 1.8-2.5 (Rarely), 2.6-3.3 (Sometimes), 3.4-4.1 

(Frequently), and 4.2-5.0 (Very Frequently). 

Table 4.0 

Most Used Language Choice in the Family Domain 

Domain of Language Use Language Choices Mean Interpretation 

 
 

Family 

English 1.23 Never 

Tagalog 3.85 Very Frequently 

Chavacano 3.55 Frequently 

Bisaya 2.00 Rarely 

Tausug 1.1 Never 

It can be inferred from this data that the most used language of the total population is Tagalog 

(SD – 1.75) with a percentage of 83%, followed by Chavacano with a percentage of 71% (1.15), 
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Bisaya with a percentage of 40% (SD – 0.16), English with a percentage of ,24.4% (SD – 1.39), 

and Tausug with a percentage of 22% (SD – 1.69, 22%). 

As what the result shows, Tagalog is the most used language of Filipino youth. Intriguingly so, 

the Chavacano language could have also ranked as the most used language because the locale of 

the research study was conducted in Zamboanga City, Philippines and where most of the 

respondents of the study are currently residing. What could have influenced this phenomenon is 

the immense diversity of the city in aspects of ethnic identity, culture, and language. In addition, 

this could be a natural thing to occur or to expect since Tagalog and English are considered to be 

the official languages in the country. 

 Influence of Gender and Ethnicity on Language Choice 

To determine the relationship among the respondents’ gender, ethnicity, and language choice, 

the data set was analyzed using a test of relationship, the parametric test known as Pearson 

Product Moment Coefficient (also known as Pearson r). The participants’ gender and ethnicity 

were considered to be independent variable while their language choices were considered as 

dependent variable. Table 5.0 provides the analysis if the data. 

Table 5.0 

Relationship of gender and Ethnicity on Language Choice 

Domain of 
Language 

Choice 

 
Variables 

 
p-value 

 
r-value 

 

 
Interpretation 

 
 

Family 

 
Gender 

 

 
 

Language  
Choice 

 
0.000 

 
0.259 

 
Not 

Significant 

 
Ethnicity 

 

 
0.000 

 
0.212 

 
Not 

Significant 

*Significant at alpha = 0.05 (2-tailed) 

As what was presented in Table 5.0, gender has no significant influence on language choice of 

Filipino individuals (p-value = 0.259 > α=0.05). This means that the respondent’s language 

choice in the family domain is not associated with his/her gender. Also, it was found out that the 

ethnicity of the respondents had no significant influence of their language choice (p-value = 

0.212> α=0.05). Moreover, the correlations both has positive r-values which means that the 

relationship of gender and ethnicity towards language choice are both direct. However, even 

though the relation of both independent variables resulted as positive, the strength of the 

relationship is relatively indifferent which means that it may not be very accurate or reliable.  

CONCLUSION 
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The use of different languages or code is a common phenomenon to occur in the province of 

multilingualism. An individual’s choice of language is by and large influenced by social constructs 

and that their choices are varied, changing, dynamic, and may or may not be pre-determined 

(Hemat & Abdullah, 2017). 

The study at present is inclined to two directions. First, it aimed to investigate on the most used 

languages in the Family domain among Filipino individuals and an aftermath of the investigation, 

it was found out that most Filipino individuals preferred to use the Tagalog language in the 

family domain. Interestingly, the Chavacano language could have also ranked as the most used 

language in the family domain since the majority of individuals who participated in the study 

were of the Chavacano ethnicity. However, since Tagalog (besides English) was declared as one 

of the two official languages in the country, the result may be anchored on the concept that a 

language’s extent of use may be influenced by the official language policy (Hemat & Abdullah, 

2017).   

Secondly, the study aimed to investigate on the influence of gender and ethnicity towards the 

language choice of Filipino youth in the family domain. From the results presented, it was 

identified that both gender and the individual’s ethnicity were not a determinant of their language 

preferences. As regards to gender, the findings were incongruent to the studies of (Rahman et al., 

2008) as well as of  (Hemat & Abdullah, 2017). However, as regards to ethnicity, the findings 

were contrarywise to Fishman (1975) in (Hemat & Abdullah, 2017) who argued that language 

may be a strong determinant of ethnicity.  

In a nutshell, this study found out that social constructs such that of gender and ethnicity, may 

not be an excellent determinant of language choice in communication especially in light of the 

family domain. What seemed to be the focal interest of the interlocutors in the communication is 

universality and better expression as well as comprehension of ideas regardless of their personal 

background or social identities. Moreover, in the case of this study, it was found out that the 

concept of official language policy serves as a rule of thumb in communication. 
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