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ABSTRACT

This research aims at analyzing the use of a word to
represent a semantic unit and at charting the distributicn of
vocabulary used in various areas of Loei province, Then the
results are used to form a linguistic map to determine dialect
boundaries and to see in what areas in Loei the Central,
Northern, and  Northeastern dialects of Thai are iised.
Questionnaires were mailed to principals of 452 schools of the
province under the National Primary Education Authority. 339
questionnaires, {75%) were returned. 30 semantic units were used
in this research. Two criteria of their selection were, first,
they had to be examples of the Central Thai dialect, and, second,
they were the semantic units the questionnaire respondents knew
and understood well. They were nouns and words used in everyvday
life. They were neither loan words nor words whose meaning
associates with modern society.

The results of the investigation were that in Loei there

were no dialect boundaries. The results of the research clearly



showed that the Northeastern dialect was highly used throughout
the province; i.e of 339 data collection locations, in only five
were other dialects used along with the Northeastern dialect. The
Hmong dialect was used in only one location, i.e Ban Tub Kaw,
Tambon Koksatawn, Amphur Dan Say. The Central and Northeastern
dialects were used jointly in four locations: Ban Bungpakkam,
Tambon Wangsaphung, Amphur Wangsaphung; Ban Non, Tambon Phanoy,
Amphur Wangsaphung; Ban Naborn, Tambon Nasao, Amphur Chiangkhan
and Ban Huaytat, Tambon Nadorkkham, Kingamphur Naduang. In the

rest, 324 locations, only the Northeastern dialect was used.



