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1
1
car 13 20
2 car cak
2007 car cak
1999
van der Auwera &

Plungian 1998, Narrog 2005a 700

4 3

Mithun 1995, Elliott 2000

* 134 2007 6 16-17
1 3
Palmer 2001
2 1292
1354-1376 Prasithrathsint 2006
3 1292-1438
1438-1782 1
6 1782-1925 7 9 1925-1978
12
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car

Diller 1988, 2001

cak

cak
20
Bisang 2004
car

17520279

car

car

car
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car

cak car

cak
‘to intend, consider, desire’
‘to recognize, know’
cak car 14
15 16
14
cak khaap khun yin * ’
car cak
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car
car
car
car
Srioutai 2004 Srioutai
Diller 1993
car
2004 6 ()
2 car
1)

4 (@) wszomiinAalars phrayaa ?Pupakit sinlapasaan 1918/1992
(b) Scovel 1970  Rangkupan 2004 preverb
(c) Ekniyom 1979  Diller 1988, 1993, 2001

5 (a) Noss 1964 particle
pre-verb (c) Sindhvananda 1970
pre-verb

pre-serial verb

phanth(i?meethaa 1982/1984
(f) Sriphen 1982

(9) Booyapatipark 1983
(h) Savetamalaya 1988 auxiliary
2002
(K) lwasaki & Ingkapirom 2005

pre-verbal modal particle
Sindhvananda 1970 Kanchanawan 1978

17

20
2009 3 |, pp.131-162.

car
car

Srioutai

preverbal operator
auxiliary

(b) Kullavanijaya 1968

(d) Kanchanawan 1978
() wrssw g Nndwawan

(i) Rangkupan 2001
(j) Muansuan

“assertion”

Hooper 1975 Givon 1982 Lunn 1989, 1995 Bybee etal. 1994 Palmer 2001 Rangkupan

2001 “assertion”

2001 Rangkupan 2001
1975 Givon 1982 2005

6 car
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car
hén car* ’ naacar* ’ théa car *
> rimcar ’ wnssasiugws nawawan phanthi?meethaa

1982/1984  Sriphen 1982

) tHii
phuia thii ca? * * phoo thii ca? ’
tdn kaan thii ca? * * khit thii ca? * ’

1996 Ekniyom 1982

car
3
1999
2004 3
(a) (b)

(c)

Chafe 1995
Johnson 1981

Elliott 2000
2
“irrealis”  Sapir

1930/1992 “subjunctive”

7 “manifesting” Whorf 1950: 59  “nonfactive” Hooper 1975: 91 “non-factivity” Lyons 1977: 795
“irrealis-assertion” (being asserted with doubt, as hypotheses; being weekly asserted) Givon 1982: 24;
1994: 268  “non-actual” Chung & Timberlake 1985: 241  “non-assertion” Bybee et al. 1994: 239;
Bybee & Fleischman 1995: 9  “nonfactuality” being undetermined with respect to its factual status, i.e., is
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Narrog 2002, 2005b  Elliott 2000
Bybee et al. 1994  Rangkupan 2001
Fleischman 1995
Lunn 1989, 1995

“subjunctive”

non-assertion 8 Narrog 2005b

1 Narrog 2005a

neither positively nor negatively factual ~ Narrog 2005b: 182, 184
8 5
9 2001 Narrog 2002

135



(© 17520279
10
2
1
2
2001
1

10 Narrog 2005b

2001

Chung & Timberlake 1985

2001

2001
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2001

‘intersubjectivity’ Traugott & Dasher 2002

car

4 cak ca?

(3)

11

cak ca?

12

1768

137

17 20

2009 3
20
20
volition
cak car
cak car
20 700
12
1292-1438
1438-1782 350
635
1438
1292 1438
1782
1782

, pp.131-162.

intention

11

cak car

1438
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1 6 1782-1925 150
7 9 1925-1978 50
cak car
1
1 cak car
1292-1438
1438-1782 1782-1925 1925-1978
> 50 38% 21 28% 73 53% 134 48%
6 5% 1 1% 11 8% 6 2%
32 24% 14 18% 56 41% 109 39%
0 2 3% 3 2% 11 4%
12 9% 4 5% 3 2% 8 3%
> 77 59% 53 2% 64 47% 144 52%
0 4 5% 10 7% 45 16%
0 0 0 8 3%
77 59% 49 66% 54 39% 91 33%
cak 4 3% 0 0 0
131
100% 74 100% 137 100% 278 100%
+15*
cak : ca? 119:27 44 : 30 1:136 4:274
cak car 15
1 cak car
cak car
cak car
1 (@) cak
(b)
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41 cak car
cak car 2 13
1 2
cak car

2 cak car

13

41.1
4) swuw cak nap ko lee mi? thdan
even if count CONJUNCTION NEGATIVE fully
5)
4.1.2
(5) ca? pay suu  Pabaayyathuk sia plaaw

go towards the way to hell PERFECTIVE uselessly

13
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91

4.1.3
(6) sankeet weelaa phrarson car  lon suat  mon

notice time  monk go down recite  prayer

nay  boot

in temple

190
414
(7) (8)
(7 chay ca? niyom yindii Iuiam sdy 14tthi?
favor  be glad believe in ideology faith

saatsanaa Pwwn naok caak phra?phutthasaatsanaa nan

religion other  besides Buddhism that

hda mi? day

not possible at all

187
(8) ca?r  haa  mit muwian phuian thii nay day
seek  friend be like companion where POSSIBLE
14 chay ‘ ’
chay chéay
chay
chay car

haa mi? day ‘ k
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278
415
)
(10)
9) ca?  phannanaa  bdo mi? day
describe NEGATIVE POSSIBLE
86
(10)  may mii pratuu thii car  Piok
NEGATIVE there is door = RELATIVIZER exit
pay  phaay ndok  day
go outside POSSIBLE
146
4.1.6

(11) phi? cak nap daay dwan
if count with month

day  yip mwwn sii phan hok sip  dwan

emerge 24,060 month
24,060 3
4.1.7
15
(12)  mwan sukhoothay  nii mii dan cak @ teek
city Sukhothai this there is noisy be broken
1
15 16
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4138

cak car

(13)  khuan ca?  pen
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phuwn

khuan

thii chuiwn chom yindii

should COPULA thing  love be glad

419

(15)

(14) ca? chék tee
draw  only
thamasawanar
the hearing of a sermon
kdo
CONJUNCTION

(15)  phdu thii

178

(14)

bay yay  muian wan
CLASSIFIER  big be like day
than weelaachaw kham
both  time  morningevening
day
POSSIBLE
190

tham chia car tin rap khuk

person RELATIVIZER do bad must  receive sorrow

suin pen

phon kh3op khwaam chda

RELATIVIZER COPULA result of vice

4.1.10

(16)  Paat sdamaat car
be able

Pathithaan dlday khaathaa

pray with  Pali verse

142
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bot day bot nuin

a certain paragraph

4.1.11
(17)  phuia
in order to
than puan
in general
4.1.12
2

(18)  mii satthaa
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hay khrop day
CAUSATIVE fully  POSSIBLE

257
hay Paanaaprachaaraatsadoon

CAUSATIVE  the people

chom 1én

look at with admiration  play

187

car  khrdy saap Paaraam

have  faith desire build  temple
86
42 cak ca?
3 2 5
5 cak car
cak car
5%
1 11% 14%
1
21% 8% 2%

cak car
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2
1%
1 50 9% 9%
! 3
54% 12% 5%
3 cak car
2 3
1
car 16
8%
1 7% 1% 13% 24% 2%
! 1% 1%
31% 7% a
4 cak car
3 4
16 car
Takahashi 2002 kamlan ca?

144




— — 17 20

(©) 17520279 2009 3 |, pp.131-162.
2
2%
T 14% 1% 1% 14% 24% 1%
! 3% 2% 2%
24% 8% 3%
5 cak car
4 5
2
13
Diller 2001 car car
Diller Bybee et al. 1991
‘will’ 6 car
7
desire > intention > future > probability, imperative
6 Bybeeetal 1991 ‘will’

desire  >intention  >future > irrealis > (irrealis-complement formative'’)

7 Diller 2001 car
7 18
7 2 )
18 Bybeeetal. 1991  Diller 2001 intention volition
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‘from propositional to textual and expressive meanings’ Traugott 1892;

‘unidirectionality of meaning change’ Traugott 1995; “subjectification’ Traugott 1989

Diller
car
Diller
7
cak
cak
cak car
cak
cak
cak car
Diller 7
cak
ca?
cak car
13 15
2
cak car
3 5 Diller
car
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cak car
13
cak car
2 5 cak car
cak car cak car
5
cak car
cak car
2 3 3 4
4 5
cak car
(19) (20)
(19) cak car
cak car
(20) cak car?
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5.1

cak car

cak car

5.2

(€)

- (b)

17520279

(d)

(b)

(d)
148

(©)

17

2009

(@)

20

3

(a)

, pp.131-162.
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17520279

17

2009 3

20
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(a)
(b)
(©)
(d)
(€)

(d)

day

day

(d)

(b)

(©)

(€)

(b)

(€)
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5.2.1 - N
19

(21)

a. phuwn

b. haak ca?

C. som khuan car

d. som khuan {Pan/thii} ca?

e. khuan ca? day

f. ca? phuwn
(22)
19 4.1 1

150



— — 17 20
(© 17520279 2009 3 ,pp.131-162.

car (kd2) day

(23)
cam car tin
52.1.1
(23) (24)
(25a) (26a)
(24)
car
(25)
a. car
b. waa car
C. kon car
d. Paat car
(26)
a. ydom car
b. ca? day
(23) (24) (25a)
car
(23) (26a) car

(23) tn
wnen fidnd phaythayaa miisat 1997 ‘
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20
52.1.2
(21b-f)
(27) (28)
(26a)
(27)
a. car
b.
(28)
a. car
b.
20 tg"l]

no1 iidad phaythayaa miisat 1997
tn

thii
car
3
(26a)
ydom
1
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haak khuan

car

ca? tin

(21b, ¢)

car

car
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ydom
haak khuan
(26a)
(21b, ¢, d)
(27b) (28b)
5.2.1.3
(21e) (22)
(26b) (29a) (29b)
day (30) (31)
(29)
a. chdy car hda mi? day
b. day

(30)

car day '
(31)

car day

day

5.2.1 5 .

5.2.2 - R
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5221
(32)
car
(32)
Paat saamé&at car
2005
(33) 4
> (33)
(33)
2005
day
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day
day
(31)

Paat saamdé&at

n

day

2005

n

day

n

day
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day
day
day
day
day
2005 déy
) 3
B
5.2.2.2
(22) (31)
(29a) ddy  haa mi? day *
’ (30)
day (29b)
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6
6

53

5221 5222 7 7

7
2005
e.g. Bybee 1988, Bybee et al. 1994, Traugott & Dasher 2002, van der

Auwera & Plungian 1998 2005
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7
(34)
(35)
8 9 (34) (35) 1
'
! 1 L
8
'
!
9
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(36)
(36) (36b)

(36) 1728

b. Traugott 1892,
1995, 1989

Narrog 2005a

@5) 9

- - Narrog

18
(36)
(36)
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