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This doctoral dissertation has its purpose on investigating some characteristics of the
language used in the constitution of the Kingdom of Thailand B.E. 2540 and on comparing
with the language used in some former versions of the Constitution. The assumptions lie in that
(1) the language used in the B.E.2540 version has its own charactéristics and (72) these
characteristics have derived from the gradual changes in terms of words, sentence structures and
language style etc. From the investigation, it is found that there are both changes and non-
changes in the following word classes: noun, verb and modality.

As regards the sentence structure, it can be classified into 2 classes: The general
construction and the special construction. The former includes the simple sentence, the sentence
with the independent and the dependent clauses. The latter includes imperative, passive, topic,
correlative and nominalization construction. The study shows that there are both classes of
sentence structures mentioned before in all versions of Constitution. Moreover, it is found that
the dependent clause and the nominalization construction are at most found especially in the
B.E. 2540 version. These reflect the popularity of the dependent clause and the nominélization
constructions.

As for the language style, the study shows that the royal language, in all constitutions
are same in terms of the royal language, the complex sentences and the other styles for
emphasizing and introduction information. However, some characteristics are found in, the
language used in the B.E. 2540 version. It can be concluded that the language in B.E. 2540

version is influenced by the former versions but has its own characteristics.





