1 5
1 2 3
4 5
21
(2532)
3 L 1
2 2
3 3
(2515) ?
3 1 12
23 3

Nesfield (1922)3

"A pronoun is a substitute word if instead of mentioning or
reporting a noun. We use some other word, which will show what noun (express or
understand) we are referring to, that word is a pronoun.”

(2528)

3Nesfield (1922: 33-34) Angkab, Palakornkul. 1972. A sociolinguistic study of

pronominal strategy in spoken Thai. Ph.D. dissertation. University of Texas at Austin, p. 9.



3 1
2
3
3 1
2 3
2.2
(1972)
i L (Pronoun Proper)
3 1 2 3
2. (Kin Terms) ;3
(Pseudo - Kin Terms)
4, (Teknonymy)
o) (Given name) 6.
(Friendship Terms) 7. (Occupation Terms) 8.
9
(Titles as Pronouns) 10. (Words and Phrases Specially
Employed to Refer to Spouse) 11 (Special Vocabulary

Used in Speaking to and by Monks)
(Pronoun Proper)



(feature) (Person)
(Human) (Animate) ~ (Number) (Near sender)
(Gender) (Monk)
(2530)

(Campbell, 1969)

Campbell
(Noun Substitutes)

1 attribute

1 (Pronoun Proper) 2



2.3

231

(2533)



10

1 \
b,
5
@
@)
8)
@
(5)
(Givon, 1984)
(Lexical or Inherent Noun
Features) (Person) 3 1 2
3 (number) 3
(Inclusion/Exclusion)
(Class/Gender) (Spatial Deixis)
(Agent)
(Patient) (Subject)
(Direct Object) (Indirect Object)
2 (Definite - Pronouns)

(Indefinite  Pronouns)
(Preceding Discourse Context)



232
(1972)
i 2.2
2
1 8
11 (Power and Status) 1.2
(Age) 1.3 (Kinship and Family Relationship)
14 (Friendship) 15 (Ethnic-Religious Groups) 1.6
(Occupation) 1.7 (Sex) 1.8 (Genealogical Distance)
2 9
(Social-Cultural Factors Conditioning Role Relationships) 2.1
(Intimacy) 2.2 (Respect) 2.3 (Solidarity) 2.4
(Formality) 2.5 (Presense of Child) 2.6
(Presense of Non-Acquaintances or Persons with Power and
Status) 2.7 (Length of Time of Acquaintances) 2.8
(Condescension) 2.9 (Emotional Manifestation)

16



3-16
17-27
(Cooke, 1968)
(Kintype Noun) (Title)
(Status Term) (Vocative Topic)

! (Personal
Relationship) (Age)
(Rank) (Kin Relationship)

(Non-Restraint)
(Freedom)

(non-restraint)
(Emotional Manifestation)



(2545) (2532)
(2532)

(2545)

(Brown and Levinson, 1978)

(Positive face)
(Negative face)

13



24

(Diacronic  Studies)

(2531)

2507 )

(2535)

14



15

1-3

47 o
3 1 2 3
94
30 2 13
3 47 64
:
1 2 3
2 3
1
(2535)
4 1 (.85 ..
1892) 2 (. 1893 - 2324)
1 - 5 (.. 2325 - 2453)

6-  (..2%4- )



16



17

1

2
235 - (. .2544)
219
4 L
(201 - . 2474) 2 (. 2475 -
. 2500) 3 (. 2500 - . 2515 4
(. .2516- . 2544)

3

2.5

(2529) (Brown and Gilman, 1960)



14

200

2516

18

(2529)

.. 2325 - 2525
157



19

(2475)

(Brown and Gilman,1960) "The Pronouns of
power and Solidarity 2
2
2 Vv
2 VOUS T 2
TU 2
(Power) (Solidarity)
(2533 100) 1l
(Power)
2
(Solidarity)
2 T
2 Vv
2 V



20

(Power) 2 v

(Asymmetrical/
non-reciprocal relationship)

(Symmetricalireciprocal - relationship)

V-V T-T

TT
Y



1
(. .2475- . .2500) 3
(. 2516 - . .2504)

(. 2011 - . 2474)
(. .2501 -

2.
. 2515 4,
(2532)5

pal



(2529)

2
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