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INTRODUCTION

The Proto-Southwestern Tai vowel systenm,
reconstructed by Li (1977: 259-261) and by Sarawit
(1973: 97), shows the length distinction of all high
vowels and mid-low vowels as follows:

* ., *» . . »* * * »
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»* »*
e o

“ee “a “aa “20

When compared to the vowel system of the
daughter languages in Southwestern Tai group, it is
found that in all the daughter languages except Thai
only the mid-low vowel a-aa possess the length
distinction. The vowel system of the Thai language is
different from those of other Tai languages in that it
consists of nine pure vowels all of which contrast in

length. Thai vowel system can be shown as follows:

i ii i i u uu
e ee 2 99 o oo
€ €€ a aa 0 290

Li (1977:260-261) claims that the vowels ee ¢
oo 9 might have been introduced into the Thai vowel
system through borrowing or secondary developments.

In order to prove Li’s claim, the documents of
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the Sukhothai period (the InscriptionI) and of the
present period(the Royal Institute Dictionary B.E.2525)
are investigated. It is found that in the Sukhothai
period only two written types are found to represent
the vowele or ee:<1-> nia"sea";;<i1-#> 1au "full", four
written types are used, however, in the present period:
L= 1304 "pagoda"; <L-#> Lna “cause"; GZ#> 1 "to
pluck"; <i1-¥> 1@ "to kick". It is hypothesized, there-
fore, that the 1length distinction of the vowel e-ee
emerges at some time between the Sukhothai and the
present period. The study to locate the more specific
time of the emergence of length distinction of mid and
low vowels in Thai is thus very interesting.

This study attempts to investigate the time
when length distinction of mid-front vowel (e-ee)
emerged, and to find out whether borrowing is the

significant factor for such emergence.

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
In this study, the written forms used for the

vowel e-ee (Ki1->;3 <1-#>; <lf!>; <i1->, vwhich may be
accompanied with each markers : ' voer s l) are drawn
from ten selected documents during five periods ( the
Sukhothai, Ayudhaya, Beginning of Bangkok, Middle of
Bangkok, and present period). After that the data are
compared with lexical items in other Tai dialects and
also in other 1languages in order that the types of
words can be specified. Finally the emergence of length

distinction of mid-front vowel e-ee is hypothesized.

THE OCCURRENCE OF WRITTEN FORMS USED FOR e-ee
The data are grouped according to 2 factors:

forms and types of words.
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First the data are put into 5§ groups accord-
ing to different forms of vowel e-ee. This is to study
the development of these written forms which are as

follows: 1. <1-> Y "to incline"
2. <L-®> : 1ad "trick"
3. <1-#>~12#>: 1w~iiu "to be"
4. e : L1a "ball of cotton"
5. <t-¥> s nE "short"

The third type above shows the variation of
written forms <i1-#> and <;§a>.

The following table shows the count of
different written forms of vowel e-ee in 5 periods.

PERIOD B.E. | DOCUMENTS |WRITTEN FORMS USED FOR e - ee
<=5k -85k 1 -85 1 S5 1 - )TOTAL
21f3)
Sukhothai| 1835 |Inscrip.I 2 9 - - - 11
1884-1910 |Srichum 27 - - - 31
Ayudhya 2229 |Kosa Paan 12| 27 3 3 - 45
2271 |Pamok 1 11 - - - 12
Begin.of |2347|3 Laws 33| 101 14 2 - 150
Bangkok 2368-70 Rama III 23| 77 11 2 1| 114
Middle of| 2397 |Dict.Ling | 200| 263 5 97 12 | 577
Bangkok 2434 |Dict.2434 | 191] 336 6 75 41 612
Present 2470 |Dict.2470 | 233| 350 - 130 17 | 730
2525 |Dict.2525 | 222 409 - 137 20| 790

TABLE 1: Occurrence of Written Forms Used For e-ee
< <
L=, 1=#>,<1=-1>TC1L =8>, <L %>, L ->

It is shown that only 2 forms <i1-> and <i1-#>
occur in the Sukhothai period. During the period of
Ayudhya and Middle of Bangkok, there is the variation
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of forms <l-t>"<t:#>. And at the same time, there is
the occurrence of the forn(l:t>. The form <i1-r> appears
last in the Beginning of Bangkok period.

Second, in order to find out whether different
written forms are dictated by different types of words,
the data are grouped into 3 groups according to types
of words as follows:

1. Cognates : the Tai cognates specified by
Sarawit (1973) and Li (1977), for examples:

138 [cet] "seven"
1182 [pleewl “flame"

2. New Formations : the words which are non-
cognate or non-loanword, for examples:

dslﬁa Csa-ket]l "fragment"
Lan Cleek] "man"

3. Loanwords : the words borrowed from other
languages, for examples:

L%u [sen] "to sign"
in?1 [thee-vaal "angel"

The table 2 (next page) shows the counts of
types of words in different forms of vowel e-ee in 5
periods.

The data show that the form<i-> was first used
for Pali and Sanskrit loanwords and 1later for new Thai
words. The form <i1-#> is used for cognates, new
formations and loanwords. But at the time during the
Ayudhya period and the Beginning of Bangkok period some
cognates , new formations and loanwords gradually
changed their written forms of vowel from <i-#> to
<ti#>. There was a time when <L:#> occured in free
variation with <i-#>. However, between <i1-#> and (l:#>

the form <i1-#> increases in more and more occurrences
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till the present period. It seems that the form <(i1-¥>
abruptly appears at the Middle of Bangkok period.
However, there is only a little amount of the words in

this form.

WRITTEN FORMS USED FOR e - ee
DOCUMENTS | <i-> G- |a-»| afm fa-s
?tfi)

C| N| L C| N L |[CCNL| C| NI L |C| NL
Inscrip.I |-| - 2| 6| - |-~ =| =| = - |- -|-
Srichum -1 1 3|10 2|1 15{~l =l - = ={ = | =1 -1~
Kosa Paan |-| 1| 11|14 4 9|11 -2 1| 1| 1 (-] -|~-
Pamok - - 1] 1 3 TI==1=-| - = - 1|-1 -|-
3 Laws -1 9] 24|16 31| 54|7|1(6| 1| -| 1 |~-| -|-
Rama III -1 2| 21)10| 20| 47|6|-|5| 1| -| 1 |-| 1|~
Dict.Ling |-|99 |101| 8 |107 {148 |-|2|3|28|50 |19 |- (102
Dict.2434 |-/43 (148 | 8| 69 |259(1(4|1|26|32 |17 |-| 4| -
Dict.2470 |-|80 (153 |11 ({128 |211|-|-|-|37|60 |33 |- |14]3
Dict.2525 |[-(92 |130 | 8 |182 |219(-|2|-34|72 (31 |- |15]5

TABLE 2 : Occurrence of Written Forms Used For e-ee
<l—>,<l—#),(t—#)”(lf#>,<Li#>,<l—z>
in Cognates, New Formations and Loanwords
in 5 Periods

(C=Cognates;N=New Formations;L=Loanwords)

THE OCCURRENCE OF DISTINCTIVE FORMS

In considering whether the different sounds are

different phonemes,the principle of phoneme analysis is
used, that is the minimal pairs(for examples:l&m [phenJ
"full" - twa C[p eenl "noon") must be found. Since the
research is based on written forms, minimal pair used

in this article is a pair of written forms which are



1299

similar in initial letter, final letter and tone marker,
but different in vowel letter. For examples:

(au  "white louse" - 1au "mud"

lﬂa "to wipe" - 1¥#3 "older brother"

All pairs of distinctive written forms are

grouped according to types of words in each pair. The
capital letters C, N, L, will be used as abbreviations
of cognates, new formations, and loanwords respectively.
(The abbreviations used for any group consist of two
capital letters which convey meanings, for examples:
C-C = both forms are cognates ;3 C-L = one is cognate,
another is loanword). The seven groups of pairs of
distinctive written forms are c¢-C, C-N, C-L, N-L, N-N,
L-L, and L-N. All of them are shown in table 3.

Types of Pairs Pairs of Documents
of Distinctive Foras Dict.|Dict. |Dict.|Dict.
Written forms (lfi>—<l—t) Ling.| 2434 |2470 | 2525
1. C-C L [$717} + - - -
2. C-N iMAY  ivau |+ - - -
Lan %1 + + + +
i L2y + + + +
Lan Lan - - - +
3. c-L iWe Ltwn + - - -
Liie Lud + - - -
Lau Lau + + + +
tfa ine + + + +
Lua LUn - + - -
\an L8 - + - -
130 L34 - + - +
l§a Loe3 - + + +
;éa %7} 1 - + + +
LA %31 - + + +
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Table 3 (continued)
Types of Pair Pairs of Document.s
of Distinctiv Forms Dict.|Dict.| Dict.| Dict.
Written foras <t:t>-<l—t) Ling.| 2434 | 2470 | 2525
3. C-L LI iow - - + -
T P - - + -
Lﬂsa LNad - - + +
l:ﬂ LURT - - + +
l;ﬂ Laa - - + +
Liia LuUd - - - +
tf]a Lia - - - +
4. N-L Y + - - -
Laa Loy + + + +
l;ﬂ LUR + - + +
Lﬁ? \nd - + + +
Ny L AR LNHAT - - + -
tsﬂ Lwe - - + +
LnTe LN - - + +
astﬁo AT LU - - + +
<
lg‘l lﬂ‘: - - - +
Lan LUA - - - +
5. N-N LARY  teau |+ - - -
l;u [ 2% + + + +
LT 199 - + - -
75£§\1 T L UN - + + +
6. L-L \WET Lwn + + - -
L;m LEU + - + +
-3 4
L9 LIAT + - + +
ti?ﬂ LAY + + + +
Lﬁa Lne + + + +
139 ¢} 1 - + - -
t?u (%17} - - - +
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Table 3 (continued)

Types of Pairs Pairs of Documents
of Distinctive Forms Dict.| Dict.|Dict.|Dict.
Written forms <lft>—<l-t> Ling.| 2434 | 2470 | 2525
7. L-N Lau 13U - + - -
Lﬁm LWA - + + +
Lo L8 - + + +

TABLE 3 : Occurrence of Distinctive Written Forms

Grouped by types of words

From table 3, it is shown that there are 46
pairs of distinctive written forms. 80 per-cent of them
are the pairs which consist of loanwords. This reveals
that borrowing is, most possible, the important factor
for the emergence of 1length distinction of mid-front
vowel in Thai.

CONCLUSION

The development of length distinction of mid-
front vowels e-ee may be concluded as follows:

I: The presence of form <i1-#> and absence of
form <Lf#> in Sukhothai period reveal that Proto-South
-western Tai "e might be pronounced long or short. The
variation of “e might be free variation (*e can be
freely pronounced as long or short vowel)or conditioned
variation (“e can be pronounced long or short depending
on syllable structures). Such variation may be in a
long process and may stay until the Beginning of Bangkok.

II: During the Ayudhaya period and the early
of Middle of Bangkok period, the occurrence of written
forms <l—#>"<kf#> and of <Li#> manifest the fluctuation

of the vowels /e/-/ee/. The written form <lf#> is



finally used for short vowel /e/,

vowel /ee/.

III:
an increase
<CL-#> <l:1t)

distinctive

Sukhothai :

Ayudhya H

Beginning :

1302

while <1-#> for long

In the Middle of Bangkok period,
of
and <iL-z>.

there is
written forms <i->
that there 2

formations in
This

phonemes /e/ and /ee/.

new

mean is

DATA SOURCE
caa-r;k phga-khﬁn raam—kham—hzen (The
Inscription I)
caa—rgk wét s%i—chum(Srichum Insription)
pra—wat koo—sga—paan 16?2 cot-m¥ai heet
kaan dssn thaap pai fa—rao seet
(Autobiography and Letter of Kosa Paan)
caa—rik wét p;a—maok (Wat Pamok
Inscription)
kat—mgai traa s;am duap (The Three

Sealed Laws)

of Bangkok 6. cot-maii heet rgt—cha-kaan th?i s;am
(King Rama 3 Records)
Middle : 7. Dictionarium Linguae Thai Sive Siamensis
of Bangkok 8. Dictionary B.E.2434, The Ministry of
Education
Present : 9. Dictionary B.E.2470, The Ministry of Educs
10. The Royal Institute Dictionary B.E. 2525
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