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Furthermers, the fact that a certain utterance has =
not been actually heard may be aceidental. It is impossible
for any one person to hear all the utterances uade by all the
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Thus, although these twe linguists have approached
the analysis of Thai from different peints of view, there are
certain areas in which they would agree. They weould agree
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are compeund, The difficulty lies irn the large area between
these two points im which there is no agreesent,
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Ume peosiballty is to set up a series of utterances based on
tha itezs and frames of this study. The native spsakers
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