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Appendix A

Perception Data Sheet



Perception Data Sheet (Thai)

1) Personal information

Name Age
Profession Sex
Mailing address & telephone oremail

Education
no formal schooling [ 4-year compulsory primary education

1 6-year comf)ulsorx/lpnmary education [ Lower-level secondary level (M. 3)

1 Secondary level (M. 6) [ Bachelor degree from higher institution

7 Master or post graduate degrees from higher institution

1 Phd. degree from higher institution ¢ Others (specify)

) Language & driving abilities
. 1) Foreign Languages

I 1 111 1 1 Ranksofability
Excellent Fair Poor

2 2) Driving

22.1) The subject 1 can / T can not (skip 2.2.2) drive a car
222) Slhe has been driving for 1 lessthanayear [ 1-3years [ 3-5years
[ 5 Yyears up

3) Perception of spatial relation

s.1) Experiment | Date Time spent




32) Experiment n Date

Tree §lip | Subspice '
0) (3)
1BV

4) Experimenter & Researcher’s note

Time spent

Car Subspace
L]

B ii (3)

86



87

Perception Data Sheet (Japanese’)

1) Personalinform ation
Name Age

Profession Sex

M ailing address & telephone orem ail

Education O no formal schooling O Juniour highschool
O Highschool O 2-year college
0O 4-year college (University) O Master or post graduate degrees from
higher institution
O Phd. degree from higher institution O Others (specify

3) Language & driving abilities

2.2) Foreign Languages

Languages Ranks ofability
Excellent Fair Poor
VAR N IVEY
23) Driving

223)The subjectd can / 0O can not(skip 2.2.2) drive a car
224) S/he has been driving for O lessthan ayear 0O 1-3 years O 3 -5 years
O 5 years up

3) Perception ofspatial relation

3.1 )Experiment| Date Time spent
Tree: m sn Subspace A Car Subspace f||p
Yy () 3) e m i Aaar - @)
mae mae
H 8 ik Y, H
usiro ggg - NIV {2//°@\.‘ ujjiro | 7 | I~ - WEKR

Toe Tod



32) Experiment 11 Date

(@)

Sbspace

3)

mae

ufiro

Total

4) Experimenter & Researcher’s note

Time spent
Car Subspace
(1) (3)
mae
us$iro
Total

88
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Subjects and their inform ation



%

Subjects and Their Information

The subjects or the subjects of this study consisted of 61 people: 15
Thai males, 15 Thai females, 15 Japanese males, and 16 Japanese females.
All Japanese subjects were in Bangkok. Most Thai subjects came from
various parts of Thailand and stayed in Bangkok during the time of data
collection. Some lived in Lamphun, a small northern province 24 km south
of Chiang Mal.

Thai male subjects aged between 15-44 years. They were from
several areas of career. 33.33 % was students, 20 was freelance traders,
13.33 % was security guards, and 33.33 % was from other professions.
Among these 15 subjects, only 20 % stated in the Perception Data Sheet
that they could not drive. 40 % stated they had driven for more than 5
years, 20 % for 1-3 years, and 13.33 % for 3-5 years. 48.89 % do not speak
any foreign language. Among those who can speak foreign languages, no
one speaks excellent foreign languages. English is the foreign language that
most Thai males stated that they were able to speak with an equal number
of 26.67 % who speak English poorly and fairly. Concerning their
educational background, 20 % completed their 4-year primary education
following the national curriculum of the old days and 6.67 % completed 6-
year primary education. An equal number (13.33 % each) of subjects
completed lower-secondary education and Master Degrees while those who
finished upper-secondary level and Bachelor Degrees was 20 % each.

Thai female subjects aged between 18-48. They have different
professions which comprised mainly students, office workers, traders, and
maids plus a nurse, a housewife, an operator, a government officer, and a
non-permanet employer. 40 % of all Thai female subjects interviewed
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stated that they did not speak any foreign languages. 33.33 % speak fair
English as foreign language while other 13.33 % speak poor English.
German, Chinese, French, and Korean are other languages stated by some
subjects that they could speak either fairly or very little. There were only
two female Thai subjects who said that they spoke excellent Cantonese.
53.33 % said that they did not know how to drive. People who could drive
and have driven for less than one year and for 1-3 years are made of 6.67 %
each. 13.33 % has driven for 3-5 years while 20 % has driven for more than
5 years. For the subjects’ education, 33.33 % finished 4-year primary
education and 6.67 % finished 6-year education. 20 % completed upper-
level secondary education. 13.33 % was the figure of the following groups:
lower-level secondary education, Bachelor Degrees, and Master Degrees.

Japanese male subjects’ ages range from 21 to 62 years, in which 60
% of them was under 30 years of age.  dents were 26.67 % and
engineers, businessmen , and teachers each made 20 % of all the people
participated in the experiment. The rest was from other jobs and those
who did not disclose what they did. Only one male participant said that he
did not speak any foreign languages despite having lived in Thailand for
some years already. 66.67 % of the subjects in this group chose “fair” for
their English ability. 53.33 % told the researcher that they spoke fair Thai,
but, from two-time pre-experimental and post-experimental interviews, it
seemed they could have outperformed the language ability they had stated.
Other languages that the subjects stated as “fair"and “poor” levels include
German and Chinese. 93.33 % of the subjects in this group can drive with
13.33 % having 1-3 year driving experience, 20 % having 3-5 driving
experience, and 60 % having 5 year up driving experience. One Japanese
male did not want to reveal his educational background, but works as an
editor for a Bangkok-based Japanese newspaper company. He only stated
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his responsibilities involved editing news stories and checking on the news
translated from the English language newspaper. The researcher assumes
that he must have at least completed a junior-high level because he would
not have been able to take such responsibilities if he had been an
uneducated person. This makes him eligible to be included in the group.
Most Japanese male subjects (73.33 %) received Bachelor Degrees.

As for Japanese female subjects, their ages range from 23 to 54
years old. Similar to their Japanese male counterparts, 60 % of them was
below 30 years of age. 73.33 % was students and the rest included those
with other jobs such as editor, writer, and housewife and those who did not
reveal their professions. Like Japanese males, most have been living in
Thailand for less than 5 years. Some traveled frequently between Thailand
and Japan. English and Thai were the only two languages this group of
subjects could speak. 60 % spoke fair English and 26.66 % spoke fair Thai.
The rest stated they both fair Thai and English or spoke poor English or
Thai. 20 % of all subjects in this group cannot drive. 6.67 % had 1-3 year
driving experience, 20 % had 3-5 year experience, and 40 % had 5 year up
driving experience. The rest was those who stated they could drive, but
failed to give the information concerning the period they have been driving.
Graduates and post-graduates were made up of 40 % each. 13.33 % was
Ph.D. subjects while only 6.67 % finished 2-year college and another 6.67
% gave the information in “other” for educational background.
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