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[Abstract] This study is based on quantitative research investigating rela-
tions among communication apprehension and related variables in the Chinese
context using the WTC model as a framework; A Chinese communication model
was constructed and tested using AMOS version16. 0, with a sample of105 for-
eign students in China. The study shows that the setting, participants, language
proficiency and the stay in China are the main factors which affect communication
apprehension. The age and gender of foreign students don't affect communication
apprehension. In the model, self-perceived communicatiol competence and com-

munication apprehension both influence WTC in Chinese. WTC and communica-

tion apprehension both affect the frequency of communication in Chin]O JOAc-
SEM
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