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VONGVIPANOND.Ph.D., 214 pp. ISBN 974-03-0571-7.

This is a study of hedging strategies found in conversation about sex among Thai
speakers in public discourse. An excerpt of data is collected of 4 types of discourse situation;
television, radio, newspajper column and internet webboard.

The study shows that there are 3 linguistic devices for hedging which are
substitution, deletion and addition. These can be realized in 39 linguistic forms. Following
Brown and Levinson' theory, 19 forms are found to be quality hedges;16 forms manner
hedges; 3 forms quantity hedges and only one form relevance hedge. These forms are used
at varying degrees of frequency in different situations. Euphemism, if-clause and modal
verhs are used at the high frequency in every discourse situation.  all, the degree of
hedging is about 3.87 percent of the number of words used inthe discourse,

For the analysis in each situation, the highest degree of hedging is found in
television conversation (5.01%). Though it was expected to have the lowest degree of
hedging, interet webhoard ranks second (4.13%). Third is radio conversation (3.42%) 1
and the lowest degree of hedging is found in newspaper column (3.36%).

A qualitative analysis of hedges in this thesis shows that discourse factors play
a major role in determining the use of hedges. A face- to- face conversation requires
a greater degree of hedging than a non-face-to-face one. Participants who are close to
each other use more hedging than those who are distant. This is not in accordance
with the hypothesis.
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