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CHAPTED III

ANALYSETS

The Corpus aand Informants.

The sampling grour of informants consisted of psrsons who
had stayed various lengihs of time in Thailand. Some of the
in{erwants had had formal instruction in Thai, and.some had rot.
The longest length of stay was 10 years and ihe shortest was three
months. It turned out that. out of the corpus of 250 Thai werds and
expressiorns (shovn in the appendix), the following werc known to all

the informants:-

'
1. farang / faréng / '
2. stang / satang / anan
3. bzht / bazt / Ik
4, klong / ¥hlssng / TRRY
5. wat J wit / 5
6. samlor / 55am153 / BIUED
7. 501 /sy / oy
8. Loi Kratong / 133y krothong / AREHT =14
o r
9. Sarit Tanarat / sarit thanarat / AnMA TUES N
10. Phibul Sorgkram 4 ph{huun s;ngkhraam / Egﬁﬁaﬁiﬂﬂ
p
11, Chulzlongkorn Vi cﬁlaalangk):n S iﬂﬂﬁdﬂim
12. Fhumiphol / phuum{phon S ﬂﬁﬁﬁ
13, sirikit / sirixic / W ian
14, #at PFo / wat phoo / lud
5. ¥at Arun / w;t a run / {%ﬂﬂm



16.
17
18.
19,
20,

2%.

Don “uang
Travan
Lugphini
Shelernkhate
Chalermkrung
Chalerrthal
pangkapi
Sulkkhumwit

Geysorn

Surivong

.- Hua Hin

Bangsaen

. Fateya

Thonburi
Chniangnal
Lampeng
nuerg
song

Sain

. 51

he

hok

= ¢chot

pact

. ]'(EJ W

dran mitang /

geraawan [/

% 0%
beangkapl /

b o I’
sakhanit /
X 4
heesaan

n Fa
gurivong /

gy i
siilon /
e
hua hin /
oty

Ty
baang s#an /

;.. .

photnzyas /

thonburii /
%

chinngoey /

lampaang /

atng [/

w

zaong /

shas 4

A

511/

hfa r

hok /

Fug phi nii /

LA 3

chalaam klicet /
LY

chalsan krung /

b ]
chazlaam thay /

T

AU LD ]
LBF A0

Ikl
AT
1

. &
Lo AL ng
lﬂahﬁad
vean L

1 anz

=
LEi LRy
AU

]

o
T

RED

L
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- r ‘l =
4. sip S osip / &l
. A, e
43, yisip A oyii sip / kgl
o * c:.y
44, ¢kingchok / cingcocok [/ TIM
L&, ma Sy naa / 1A
L6, zavatdi / sawat dii / Arda
47, khopkhup i kh;Jp khun / ﬂaﬂqm

tio word 1n the list woo unknown to all the informarnts token

25 & wholc grourp.

Fhorclogicel Analysis

With a few exceptions (which were duc to non-linguistic
foctors ¢.g. interruptions, outside noizes ote,) the following
phoneres were prorourncoec with ornly =slight divergonccs froi the
usual Thal phoretic patterrns ond arc therefore not included in
thiz study:

EihiﬂiéIJEMdinﬁ! Dental & glveslar Pzlatal

/ b~/ Sa- s S/ ly/

;I -Ea

/m/ /S n/

A% tin Be expectod, the plonemes that were ﬁronuuuced
differently [ros the (hoi phonetic patterns are thosc phencwes
thal do rot ogeur in the sound syster of Zreglish ond French,  The
cnalysis ol these phonemes is presented hoere or both the thonenie

ar.d phernictic levol,



12

Fhonenie Tevel

Thal gphonenie conirests witich do rnot occur in English wnd Froncl,

/- / / pa~ [/
;-7 / th~ /
/ k- / / e /
S/ /oek= /f

In Thai the aspiratizn of woicelezss staops Sph, th, kk / is
phenenig, while in English sepiration ic only on zllephenic feature
of the phonewcs / p, t, & /o In French the phonzues / p, t, k / are

] i
rearly always uncsplroted.

The Thail veolceless affricuios / chy, ¢ / contrast with each
oiner by “eans of sopiroticn but the contrast detweon the Inglish
Jochoznd § / which are oiten substituted for Thal / ¢k, ¢ / lics in
"the guality of buine voiceless ond velcod) not a#pirated and

: P B . e A NPt oL
unaspirotedV o gontrast of thacsc palatsl oifricates eccurs in
Fronch.

Tith these didfercrces aoong tae threo langusses it is obvicus
that the Thzi phenenes fp, sh-/, /t-, th-/, /k-, kKh-/ will caucc
different probleas for Lile Engliosh ond Freach speakers, Toe findings

froa the dota will be showrm in the follwing tables:

COEEES

9

Eruastrachue, p. 93

c._ . e . )
Rooert L. relitzoer, Teoching Freonch:  Ar Introduction to

Anplied Linguistics, { UYew York, Ginn and Coupany, 1960 ) p. 48

11Kruatranhuc, P ol

BB GIADY
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THE FIOSUCTIOY G° THE INITIAL YOICELELS STOFE

oYy JRD BUGLISE INFGIL.NTS,

S wak

Sctizfactory

Urnzatizsiactery

Phenaenes

He.ol Occuronces

rorcentage |

No.of Ccourcnces) Fercantage

9335

28

1
i
1
I

/
/- 173 8B.72 j 22 11,28
/ th- 357 [ 25,20 18 ' L, 80
-/ 1G5, J 79,70 27 201, 50
/ kb= / 408 L 98,99 5 FEX
/- [/ 2hz { 8653 38 T5.57
I NG 7. - AN
TLEL: 2 THE FRCDUCTION CF THE IRITIAL VOICSILOSS STCI: oY
THD FRWHCT THFOSTANTE,

B S;;;sf;ctorg - [ “ ﬁgsmtisfactcr;
Thonelcs e —— .

Hea.cf Qecursncoes|Fercentage: Howol {Jocurcneos| Fercentago

S oph- /
;e /

S th-
/ t-
/ khe

/ ke

/
/
/
/

158

52.24%

169 905,57
]
200 57.58 ‘

108
309

254

—

90.75 j
75455 |

95.13

47 .75

6 Bol3

11

1040

15

L2 .19
G.25
2h 4t

! 4,57
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Table 1 siows that the zZnglish produced fewe} unsatisfnctory
productions of the initicl ospirated stops sirce those phoroies also
oceur in Engliss in the sase position. Eigher fregquercy of unsatis-
factory preducticon of initizl unespiraled Swops was rnode becazusce in
Erglisl ron-zspiration of these phoneites will oecur only - .- 7, in
initial congorant clusters.densecuently the Erglish inforsants
substituted the zspirated steps for the Thai wnaspirated stops.

Or toe otacr hand table 2 shows that the freguency of unsatis-
factory production of the French group in pronouncing the aspirated
stops wos higher than in Erovocunczng the unospirated oncs sinceo
there is no aspiration for those phicncncs ir Frerch. 211 of the
ungatisinctory / pi—, ti—, ki~ / werce the substitutes of the
vazspirated [/ phe, thy kb= /.

However the percentages of the sotisfactery cspirated stops
produced by the English group and of the unaspirated stops produccd
by tiae Frerch crne are not onc hundred though such phonees are not
problens in their owun languages. This iz duc te the probiesn cf the
travscription of Thai werds into Reouan alphabets, For examyle, "ph
is used to substitute shomcwe / p- / in soue words and olso / ph- /
in other words. This ¢onfuscs the Zpglish and FTcnéh Speakers in
recognizing whether it iz zspiratced or not when they resnd the
tronscription. Herctheless thiz nnalysis.ahows that there is n
dofinite tendency lor English-speakers o substitute osplated stops
in place of unaspirated stops, and for frerchsponkers to do tha
aprogite,

This could lead te difficulty in rronuvincing werds such os

a ] 4 . . " R - . .
/ phaasia / and / nam plaz / os wes peinted out in the introduction.



It snould be noticed that although the =Zno

substitute zspiratsd siozs for anaspirated
tFE tendency «f zhe Frerch speckers to rev
strenzer, Sor exsiple, %7.76 % of the Fren
unsatisfactory / ph- / ¢ompared wilh only

speakers wlo produced &n unsnt.siactory /

RS

the scope of the thesis te investigrnice the

ainec

-1

pesitior is olwest tetzllysbsent in the Fr

tresent as an sileophonic variation in Engl

Z t

speziters had less difficuity in hondlin
betwewn agpirated and whospirated siops in
ing cxanple of how z2lliopliones can hkelp non

" phengitie contrasil which are not prossat in

TABLE 3 COFAISCT OF THE FIN L VOTCIL

BY TLz BREGLISE AMD FIENCH GRCU

18
liza syeakers tended to
stope in iritial jposition,
crse the process wis muci
2h spealiers produced an
11.23 % of the Drglish
p- /.

reascns Sor this type of

It wors rot within
g acpireticn irn initinl
ercn storp systewm whilgt
ish, that the Znglish -
isg phonenic g¢ontrast
Thai. this iz a interest-
-notive speokers to Lz

their own lanmusres.
LS55 SU70FE FRQDUCED

I,

. _-_vqﬂrm-Sﬁtiﬁfa;£0r#“Pr;£;;;i;;T_?-ma;;atisfabtory Frod;ctiun
TPOMONSS I%5IoF occurencs | Fevaentags| Hesaf Oncirence | Fercentags
- 3 | |
IRLZ 83 95 & E' 4.6
Bnglishf-t]] 27k L8726 ho P 12,76
[k 93 ; 91,18 ? 9 Pog.82
I‘PJ £2 ; 80,52 ; 15 é 19 48
Fronch -t 163 ; 57,60 | 120 E Lo, 4o
-3 55 | 51,89 ; 51 48,11

A T 7 A MM ¥ Carws T LRk BT TR
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The voicclesa stops alsc cause a problem in final pesition
since they are alvays unaspirated.and unrcleased in Thai. Table 3
shows thet the Fronch speakers produced iarger nurber ol unsatlis-

£ . .

factory final stops than tle English speaicrs becauge they tend to
relgase tin finaltstcps as in TFrench. .5 regords the Ehgliah spookera,
thoupgh aspiraticn is rot phonemic for thea they did not find it
difficult Lo wncspirate the finzl stops because this follows the usual
English patterrn thie 4cble siows that the Boglish inforuants usually
wade a seiisfactery production of the Thal finel stens sincc the

percentspe of Lhe nunber of unsetliszinctory occurcnces was vorfy low.

T.BLE 4 COHFARIZON OF TUE FRODICTLION OF THZ AFFRICATLES

SETHZEN THE ERGLISH LD FRzMCH GROUE.

Sotisfaciory Unsatisfactory Substitutien
Fhoneiies —_— a= = —_
Mo.of Ocgl FPerc. | No.of Ogc.y PFere.
Englisk Jea=/ 250 0% .20 7 1 2.27 e/
- Se= f 164 7699 Ly f23.01 Jen/
. Jen=/ [ 110 L3.57 116 n 51433 feh/y Jzh/
French
fo= 7 £7 1 38,50 107 61,50 | Jel/f,/sh/, feh/

The percentapc of the nuouber of unsetisfactory cocursnce of
tine affricetes presented in table % shows that the fhonumes Jo/ onad
Jfeh/ arc real problei:s for the French speakers since these pheneies
do noi occur in French. The French infornants terd o sguate the

Thal contrasis fol, ¢/ with the fricatives /sh, zh/ in French. The

preylen of the fnglish greup is erly the substitutien of Jeb/ fuor
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fefe lowever, alfhough the Englisk affricates fchy, J/ are not the
satie phonetically as thac Phal Jek, ¢/, Shey do rot cause @ serious
protlem, on the phorcoic level at leost.,

Thai phoneties which do not oeccur in EZpglizh and French

Sericus protlens will oceur with these phonenes that deo not

oceur ir the sound sysien of the sstive Jangusge®el the infarmants.

4. Phonenmes which do net ocgur in either Znglicgh or ¥French:

Vowels: ;S &
Tenes: All tonemes
Phonesic contrasts which do not cccur ir either English or

Frerch:; A2l eontrasts of vowel Jornzii.

ET

B, phonewmes which are restricted in their disiribution in

both Englisn and rrengh;

/ ng /

/ ng / does not occur initially ir either Inglisn or Frenci,

<

o+ Thai Pﬁgnemes which 4o not gceur ia Frendh:

Corsonants: / h- /, /v /v fw /[ r]_

Thoi vowels gre paired by contrast in lergth e.g. f_j-/aaf,
S u /=7 wu / but these kinds of pairs do net cccur.in French and
English. In Engiishk the two scts of vowels are ditfercsnt from each
othor oot bg lengsth only but by the gualiity of being Slided,
However, on the phonemic level trose Znplish gljdeﬁ vowels can D8
accepted as substitutions for ihe Tholi long vcﬁels;

The high central vowel / i / does nobt occur iln cither English

or French. This necans that the phoneme / § / constitutes a problem
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Tor “rplisk and TFrench speakers not only when 1t cocurs sloug but

elso in combination with other voucls c.g. //-/44/, Jda/-/ike/.

TABLE -5 CUNPGRISON OF TR PRODUCTICH OF THZ VC.JZL BdC#EhES

Al dd kks/ DY TN ZHGLISH . HD FHOMGCH INFRE:ELHTS.
- T - .-'-'-'.'.':'.-T-a-a.—-.r.; g T T T o L A A T T A T T T T T e T e e e i -u.ﬁ-
Satisfactery ; Unsatigfactery |

J L L ; Typ2 ond Nusber

Fhonemes ———— e oo — !
- No.of Qcc. iPercentage

Howof Dcﬁ.Perccnt;ge;of Substitutions

— — . E i .
) : t
i : |
/ot /28 | 73.68 | 10 26,32 y/u/ - 10
St e /) 2 BN P e
snglish i/ 31 | 75.61 | 10§ 2% lfun/-6,0ug f
i _
) I f ! !Er’{u)”"qlffaf'ga
j | y g /-1
.._._ ...... f= = e = = - : _______ I o o e m — ; _______
silay 21 63,64 12 36,36 [asmie, /-2
] = 5 F
— | ? ,- - _
st/ k2 9 U 52098 A2, S/
ywiadnsoll 1,/ 2 /-3
- """ -A - _ ...- - - ...l _____ i ....... ; ---------
French i/t{/ 13 . 39.4 f 26 . BC.BG  l/¥/-12, /uu/-3
.5 | | | | u&r=3, /071
TR R b SR VEvC R
Sias 9 320 19 1 67,86 f¥a/-17, fua/-2
! |

HOTE: The eowmbinalien / #a/ did rot occur in tlie corpus.
. P . )
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Singe the High central vowel /¥ / does net cceur in Frpglish,
table 5 shows that.fhu Ln;lisa informants tended tosubstitute / u /
for the high central vowel /# / as well as to confuse ikc long
contrast /¥t / and the dipthong / fa / with / uc / ard / uz /
respectively.

_#s rogards the French apeakers, tihey tended to zsubstitute the
high front rounded / ¥ / for ihe bigh central / 4 /. The hi b back
/u / and tae wid conirzl /J@® / oand /3 / were also sonetines
substituted for f i £+ The Frﬁnch hipgh front reounded /F f owas
aiso mostly substituted for the Thai ftk/ sinee thcore is no contrast
of vewel length in French. In the saie way the /ya /or /fua /
were substituted foé féfa i | |

It can beo noted frqmitablc 5 btioi ths preducfion of the freont
contral vowels f-{,i [ ifa fﬁof the Erglish inforuants was better
than the Fronci: sinca ths percentage of tho unsétisfactoryrprcduction

nede by the English was lower than the Trerch.

{onsonants

Thevelar nasal / ng / vhich occurs beoth initially and finally
in Thai does not nccur-phoncmically in French and occurs only in fina;
Position in Enﬁlish. It con be assuméd Lict the initial fng-/ is a
problem for heth English and French speakers while the final /-ng/
iz = problem only for thc Fresch.

It should be noted herc that there is no word with initizl

/ng=/ in the corpus to show the production of this problem phonoic.
L.
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=T B 1T —ee. L . v -a N m— o - 4—s  mmiapan o s = T, wuem
ToBL. & TRE FRRDULTIN: OF THEZ FInal / -ng / BY TWE FRESQ0 IHFQTR: MUS.

L AT ST TP R Ty & -""i" ST LRSI i :.-':.-.E—_—;.-—..-.T.-:w
! Satisfactory f Unsatisfactaryi .
Fhonenes | L | ' | |
5 :
owof Cce. Ferc. J Mo.of Occ..Pcrc.!Eubstitutibn}HoJmf Qce.
— —f - H !
5 i |
J-ng /| Sk $8.93 64 11.07; -ngk |35
E 4. : '
! I en [ 23
| 1. |
| ' -ng ! 6
| ! i
; - |
| |
; | !
i 1 |

Froti toble § it is moticeable that theush /ng/ docs not occur
phenenically in French, the percentage of the sstisfactery producticn
uas ratier high., Thisg lics in the fact that the French vowel phoneies

- a bl
FE S S/ /2 S and SRS can ceeur also in nasalized forn: fE/
. . —t ' 7 a - r‘# ! ' N
as in vin, /o / as inan, / 2/ az in on,ané /¥ / as In un. On the
phonciic level, 1t wos no trouble Tor the French speakers to sronounce
fing} Tool Jf2, aa /, /& ,&%/, /2,2 / with finzl /-ng/ ss in lbe
. LR, =4 ) Lt '? : "
words [/ congeat /-WIWN ./ hamnpkoapl /- TRRLEN y  /pudkng ST
o , , .
/ samg /- B84 though they are nuot phenetically the sane ss the
.t s L ’ .
French S a /fy J &/ and /2 /0 lHost of the unsotisfactory produc-
tions of / -ng / result vwien / -np / follows other vowels such as
I v
L A 7, S v - ALY
in the words: [/ phrung niti f-haau y /7 lumanp /- 98I,/ phuuying/-

1

N ete.

A

a

The french spealers tonded te add the relvased velor step S kS

after the velar ncsal / -ng [/ or substitute the Jdental poszl /o-n f.



24
i few srecuced a gyllobic n foliewed by £-/ ﬁﬁ /
Utler comsonunts tiet do not occur in French ond constitute
vrobleiiz for the French speakers are: Su-/y  /h-/. The preduction
of /r-/ will be treated on the phonstiz level cince it is wet a

cai oprobles 1n the ochoneidec leovel,

T.OLE 7 T iTODUCTIZT G T INITIAL f - /BN /o w-/ DY TUL

CLOnCL ZFIN ERIFTS,
el . L3+ S e My o e, R TR EUm s T Seamemeope s, we ——— ST S LTI LMo I-' S —— - =
/ |
! Satisizctory Jnsotisfactory:
Fhoneueuf___+_v_. s = MO \ ! ucstifution
| 1
¥o.ol Geel Tercentige Me.of Oco. Fercentarme .
N LN | _
i J i
S L=/ B5 P 7727 | 25 | 22,73 ! 2810
| f | J'
S f 13% | he, 02 | 156 i 53.98 | W
f i : | i
H | i i
| | ! !

Fany of the Irench =peakers 414 not pronounce / h- / us this
' v
1 . ’ A
phonere does not oecur in French., So such words as / hoa /- WA

(B

/ Lok /= un / haar c}}t A= WNTIRH  were pronourced os [/ ac Sy Ek !
and / 2o G;Jt / eto. Hovever tho percentosne of the aetislocory
productian (7 77.27 § )} was rather hijglh. This mey lie in the
irfluence of Hnglish seczuse 21l o Lhe Frengh infa;uuntﬂ conld
zheak Englisi.

The ipitial bilsbizl / uv- / does ret cccur in French so Liuc
French inforuacts hwed =2 tenfency o sulstiiute the Iabio - dental

frictive / v~ / for it.
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Thel iz slac differeat from Znglish ond French by the froet
that it is o teone lunpuage while sonplish and Freneh pre clioricterized
.as intonation luongusgea. In Thai, s in other tone lenguages,
“toneltes are inteprel perts of the words heﬁselveﬂ"q? The fivae Thai
tonenes are: mnid bore, low tone /~ / [olling tone / * /, high tone
/ ©/ and rising tone / ¥ /.
| Sponkers cof Erglish 2zd French find it difficult to jesr and
produce thesce toneves since this systen of lexicel cohtr-st through
pitch vhonenes ig totzliy nLsent intheir angueges, woreover the
ariety of giteh in their own intenation systeus tends to blur the
lexical pitck contrasts. Table £ will -kow the production of zach
tonese by the informants.
Table & shews thot the vroduction of all topemes by the French
ang Si{,ilsh speakers are unsatisfoctory scecause oi the stated roasen.
It car oe seen that there is o considerable confusicn of itoneics with

ench other,

. P . . . .
? Kenneth L. Fike, Tone languages { Ann' Arbor lniversity

of iilchigan Fress,: 1948 ) p. 18
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T:.BLE & TYFE AND QUANTZTY CF TOUZRIC SUBSTITITION 3Y ERGLISL

MDD FHEFCH THSGE AETS.

M. JJ o MY — - T

Fossible Totzl of | Toneies actually wrocucced aid

Cérrcct tonomes Percontaygs of Goourcinoe

English

sid S SN L v
2356 1701 116 139 28~ 147
o ;. ?1.3?%L L, A4 5,80%  11.85% 6. 13%

low ;Y I/ S SYNANRESE S T
1285 384 ok 4G 176 21

76.57%%  4.90% 2% 13.65% 1.63%

falling / */ VAV A S Y A L A A Y

588 EE ) 59 78 30
o gaumsm 3 10,005 13.26 5.10%
liigh AR ! f_"f AV A S PRV A S 4
Bob : BL3 51 149 33 18
| | sisen somm eces em 2,01
vising S Y/ SV S 4 SN LS S

205 ;I 432 23 10 N 119
o 671.27%  R.260 Ah,32% 0 hu25% 16.57%
Erench ;
S Y A A A A S A
2313 | 1286 147 117 365 238
55.59%  5,35%  5.06%  15.78%  17.21%
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e e o e T e R Y S L i e
Fongibls Total of tanoenes actun!lly produced ang
Gorrect toncoes j Lercontnge of Qecurence .
Low A ! A A A A A A A
1287 x ! 854 hg 30 295 L8
i 66.66% 3.7 2.95% 22,928 .73
falling / * / AR AN A A A A A
55¢ 332 ¢ 98 78 45
59.39%  1,07%  17.53%  13.95%  0.0%%
e A BV A S Y A R A A
855 555 g 177 o2 - 42

Ghoot  5:93%  2D.M0%  BEE 4.9
riging /Y / RS AV R R
675 269 25 145 43 165

39,85% h.29% 22.07% f437% 27.40%

= L T

FPhogetis Level

Some of the phonemes produged by the English znd Freneh
epeckers though eorresponding on a purely phonemis level to Thoi

pPhonenes ure phonetically so different that they azn be elussificd
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as probleus for purpcses of languzge teaching. N’i:'?_'?’a:bIe”_'ﬂ.ra:r'n-'rt)l'qs' of this
tazt siould be Genticned here are thu Feglish glidsd vewels [ ilﬂ,

S LA s , , |

Le Jo Ao} and Afu] end the French uvular / R /.

The glided vovels /1 /, /f e /y /0 /y, / u / cre often
substituted for the Tial lons vowels / ii /, / ee /oo / ond / ua /
respectively. Tiese prirs of Enxiish ond Thai vowels: [/ i-ii /s

1 L) I
foevee/f, /o-oc fy / u-uu / are comporable. T.e Erglish vowels
/ 1y ey o, u / are tease, slightly Gipthongized or glides and fairly
leag but the Thai / i1, ece, oo, uu / hove & vefdy proncunce length,

The ¢ifference between the / r / in Thai znd the French / R/
lics in tae {ect that Thai / r / iz alvecler but Frenci / R/ is
uvular,. Tho French infaorniants had o teondency to substilute thoeir

veler / %/ for the Thal wlveeclar / r- / cs showvn in teble 9

TaBLE 9 TEE FRODUCTICHN OF THZ ALVEOL:R / r- / 3Y i

FR2ICH THPQIELHTS, -

Lo L — _:.-‘_-—-.__ i = —TE
E] . : -
! Satisfactory E Unsatisfactoryi fubstitution
Phﬂnemasi . : j ;
iNo.of Dec. Percentagceilel.of Occ,: Percentage
? ' B i —
B | |
fe- /o k26 57.57 . b bp,b3 R~ 41,62 %
| f i 1- .81 %
l' |
: | |
- . 1
X ' ;
' |
| J
I
| ! |
: |
, I
! : [
. 1 |
! N | e
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It is intercsiing to nobe here thoat there are a fow words that
/ r- / uas substituted oy / 1- /., Tnis occurs zlso with sciae of the
English informants; This problcﬁ g, 1n fact, not o oroblew of
substituting o difficult phkonede by a closest one becauéu /r/is
not o problem in English. DThis substituiion ocours bf teans of
inikating tﬁe vroductlor of the navive Thai cpoeckers thoenscives.
The fact is that / r- / is 2 prcolem for many Thail speokers especially
the uneducated people. They nearly slwoys substitute / 1- /. Most
of the English ard French spgakers who deo sot heve formal instuction
uf Thai learn many Thezi wﬁrds by zuitating tiigir servents whe tend .
to substitute / 1- / for / r- /. 5o such words or expressions as

. R Iy / t . v )

/ wéy riu /- lys / wdy per ray /= luiduls o / roy /- 5ay ete.
Were found produced as / még ldu /v / tay pen lay.f znd / 133y /
oy some of the irformania.

From the datzo obtained by the inforsants obtlier problams ot the
phonetic level are not sericus in teaching Tihwi to French and Erglish
speakers since the substituticons ol these paonemes do rnot constitute

distinctive features and were weil intelligihkle in Thai.
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