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Abstract: This study endeavors to explore the errors comdchlitePakistani ESL learners in the
pronunciation of derivational suffixes at intermetai level. It explores the factors behind these
errors while pronouncing the words and how thes®rsr can be rectified is the end of the
research. To judge the errors of the Pakistani hess, sample has been taken from three
different regions having different L1. Fifteen imfants of grade-11 from public sector with
three different L1 have been judged by assignimgntithe task of pronouncing of a word list
consisted of words ending at ten different dertwadi suffixes. Then, the informants’
pronunciations have been recorded, compared andgddaccording to the true parameters of
R.P (Received Pronunciation). Computational-cuncdptve statistics techniques have been
employed for presenting, analyzing and interpreting data. Results reveal that the Pakistani
learners of English do not take special care ofidag correct pronunciation. After finding the
facts and reasons of the errors committed by thdesits with three different L1, some suitable
remedial measures to avoid such errors have beggesied.

Keywords. Pronunciation, Derivational Suffixes, Pakistani EGé&arners, Intermediate Level,
Remedial Measures

1. Introduction

Speakers with good English pronunciation are likelpe understood even if they make errors in
other areas, whereas learners with bad pronungiatiti not be understood, even if their
grammar is perfect. Such speakers may avoid spgdglish, and experience social isolation,
employment difficulties and limited opportunitiesr ffurther studies. We judge people by the
way they speak and such speakers with poor proatioici may be judged as incompetent,
uneducated or lacking in knowledge. Yet many learrfend pronunciation one of the most
difficult aspects of English to acquire. In Pakist&nglish is taught as a compulsory subject,
however, the spoken aspect of the language iséghdreaching speaking has two aspects, ‘what
to say’ and ‘how to say’. The first concerns wittngersation and the second has got to do with
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pronunciation. Our syllabuses of English as welleashers do not help students to get sufficient
knowledge about pronunciation.

Derivational affixes are affixes tlaae connected with lexical meaning such as (-ment,
able) in producing other parts of speech. Derivetiosuffixes affect the root word in a
significant manner and change the meaning and pramunciation of the root word. There are
certain derivational suffixes like —ette in cassett-ese in Chinese and many others which cause
a shift in the stress and thus bring about ultinatange in pronunciation while inflectional
suffixes never bring a shift in stress and hencaata@ause a change in pronunciation.

There are two types of affixation eridational and inflectional. Inflection is a chang
made in the form of a word to express its relatmother words in the sentence. Derivation, on
the other hand, is the process by which new word$amed from existing words. Inflectional
morphemes, which are always suffixes in Englisimpdy add a grammatical element to a word
without changing its basic part of speech. As Eigdi eight inflectional morphemes (such as —
ed, -ing,and -9 convey no semantic meaning and thus cannot adests in acquiring new
vocabulary. When a derivational morpheme is addedword, it results in either a different part
of speech or the same part of speech with a diffelexical meaning Anshen & Aronoff,
(1989.For exampler-ment as in the worgchievemenfachieve + ment makes a noun from a
verb, changing both the part of speech and the mgaruUnlike inflectional morphemes, which
can only be suffixes, derivational morphemes caaither prefixes or suffixes.

1.2 Problem Statement

The above discussion leads to the major focus isf résearch i.e., the Pakistani learners at
intermediate level face great difficulty in proniaton of derivational affixes which
automatically affect listening, speaking, readimg ariting in English. This is because that their
ears are not properly tuned to listening to Stashdanglish. They commit mistakes while
speaking. Students face these problems due to seradr phonology and errors of
morphophonemic. Other aspects to be investigatedharrole of gender and the pull of L1 as it
will be determined that which factor is more resgible for incorrect pronunciation of
derivational affixes designing the following quesis to be answered.

1.3 Research Questions

1. What kinds of errors do Pakistani ESL learners cdanmpronunciation of derivational
affixes at intermediate level?

2. Whether the errors committed by Pakistani ESL learrare influenced by the pull of
L1 or fossilization?
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1.4 Delimitation of the Study

The study will be delimited to only one aspecpodnunciation i.e., derivational affixes and to
only fifteen female students of grade-11 from puldector belonging to 3 different regional
languages as L1 among Pakistani ESL learnerseatmediate level.

1.5Significance of the Study

The study of errors in pronunciation of derivatiomards will be helpful and important for
pedagogic purpose. This study will provide feedbecktudents and teachers who don’'t know
the rules or specific pattern of stress shiftingkirg behind it. It will also provide feedback to
students, teachers and curriculum developers tasfoa this area of pronunciation teaching and
learning. The study will give future researcherg thpportunity togain knowledge in the
problems and practices of pronouncing the derinafiaffixed words.

2. Literature Review

This section deals with survey and review of tHateel literature regarding derivational affixed
word and the importance of pronunciation of derivestds and learning the phonology of L2,
with special focus on suffixation and how it chasmiglee pronunciation of not only the suffixes
but also of the base form of the words. It providesheoretical framework of the previous
studies of the relevant literature. It gives thelkgmound information and review of the relevant
research and studies which shows that studentssalevel are indifferent to the importance of
pronunciation. They consider English pronunciaégrseparate entity in English language that is
why they think that learning pronunciation is ardiéidnal aspect of English language because
no method exists in our education system for tsessmnent of pronunciation of the students.

The first goal of L2 learners is basic communiaatiand that cannot happen if no one can
understand what they are saying. Pronunciationngfigh language is not simple one rather it is
highly technical as there is inconsistency andmggeoity between spellings and pronouncing the
words. To pronounce English words accurately is eddugh and pronunciation in English is
more careless as compared to all languages in Ewppven across the globe. The researches’
conducted in the past on the learners’ pronunciationvords of English having several syllables
inclusive of derivatives emphasize the influencepbbnology of L1 on the phonology of
L2.Carlisle (1988) emphasized that morphologicahstauction of words plays a valuable
contribution for the learners to read fast and eately. Moreover, the students having reading
debilities face substantially difficult situatiom read morphologically complicated words as
compared to morphologically easier words.

According to Anani‘'s (1989) good viewpoint, one kbdind commonalities with syllable
composition that exist between English and JoraaAibic which the speakers have as their
L1 and the mistakes that the learners who havead@ad Arabic as L1 make in the placement of
stress at the proper syllables are on account edettkind of commonalities with syllable
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composition. Maris (1989) disagrees to Anani’s \pewt in this regard as being of the view that
in learning English phonology, the Spanish learnersors of stress assignment are due to
differences and dissimilarities in syllable struetuhat exist between English and Spanish
multisyllabic words.

Fokes &Bond (1989) have totally different opinidmoat it as they have elucidated that Chinese
and Hausa are syllable-timed languages and Enggisstress timed language. They have
evaluated that pronunciation errors of Chineseldadsa are because of citing negative effects
and influence of L1 prosody (Chinese and Hausaghvhre syllable-timed on English which is
stressed timed and has multisyllabic derivativeaptBta (1989) has also reached the same
viewpoint when Portuguese learners commit errorprohunciation in multisyllabic words of
English as they are more prone to applying theistréss rules to the target language English.
However, she segregated derivatives from the warthsseveral syllables in her test sample.

According to Anshen & Aronoff (1988),morphemes are stronger enough as compared to
syllables and syllabic groupings of alphabets as$amaking of stronger lexical access codes is
concerned. Syllables are combination of differdntss patterns, so in the mind of the native
speaker, words are grouped in two ways: morphoédigicelated words and semantically related
words. In the acquisition of the second languageomling toFeldman & Soltano (1999it is

also likely that native speakers’ lexicons might &gsociated morphologically as well as
semantically during lexical acquisition in the Iears’ various segments of speech. So, it is
rational to suppose that there is possibility oL E8idents who have acquaintance with English
morphology using their awareness related to meaassgciation while pronouncing derivatives.

Studies on the phonological problems of derivatiges not morphophonemic but they have
focused on segments, prosody and syllable stricwibhen the students having debilities in
reading face difficulties and problems with the pblogical aspects of reading;utler, Hawkins

& Gilligan, 1985).We may have suspicion that they face problem paatty in reading derived
words whose base form phonologically gets vagusumph phonological changes. Students may
not feel as much difficulty in pronouncing such deras they face in pronouncing those words
whose base forms get obscured with the additicufixes.

According to Carlisle, Stone & Katz (2001)a student's comprehension of various levels
pertaining to systems of sound of the target lagguacludes acquisition of systems of sound of
L2 and this comprehension of various levels assediavith the systems of sound in terms of
inflection as well as derivatives is morphophonenfio, the students’ morphophonemic
comprehension of derivatives of English languagstrba analyzed.

3. Research Methodology

The present study has been quantitative, empiacal experimental in nature because it is based
on an analysis of recorded data from the informamtsrder to analyze and explain Pakistani
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learners’ errors in the pronunciation of derivasibaffixes at intermediate level and to suggest
some remedies. Data is in the form of a wordtliat carries 30 words. It deals with ten different
English derivational suffixes. Each suffix has thmeords as instances. The most commonly used
words consisting of derivational suffixes have besorted from English text book of
Intermediate. Researchers have chosen the followstgof derivational affixes which are
commonly used in the book of English at intermeliavel:

1. (-acy) as in democracy
2. (-tial) as in essential
3. (- cious) as in delicious
4. (- ant) as in militant
5. (- stion) as in question
6. (-cian) as in magician
7. (-ative) as in adversative
8. (-age) as in percentage
9. (-ity) as in activity

10. (-ment) as in agreement
All the sampled respondents were personally visitétey were directed to read the word list
and their utterances were recorded. Data has balected from fifteen participants. All of
them are of intermediate level grade-11 from pubkctor. They are divided into 3 major
categories according to their mother tongue. Saretlare five speakers from Punjabi, Urdu and
Saraiki languages respectively.

Software, Wave pad has been used for recordingn, Tiperticipants were given a word list to
utter. When they uttered all the words, these @ings were saved in the format of wave files.
Then these files were properly organized accordinthe categories allotted to them. Native
speaker’s utterances for the same words in the Jistdare recorded from The Oxford
Advanced Learners’ Talking Dictionary in order t@ke comparison with the native and non-
native utterances of derivational affixes.

4. Discussion and Results

4.1 Analysis of Pronunciation of Suffixes
4.1.1 Analysis of Pronunciation of suffix —acy

Table-1:

Word PSM1 PSM2 ‘ PSM3 PSM4 PSM5
Democracy| /demo.kresi/ | /demo.kre/ | /dimvokreis/ | /demo:krewsi/ | /dimokreisi/

Aristocracy | /oristo. kreisi/ | /oristo.krei/ | /oristolkrei/ | /oraisto.kreisi/ | /oristo! kreis/
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Conspiracy‘ /konspiresi / | /konspireis/ ‘ /konspairer/ ‘ / konsparirasi/ | /konsporeisi/ ‘
Analysis of pronunciation of suffix—acy by Pak. Maé speakers having L1 Punjabi

P= Punjabi

S=Speaker

F=Female

Table-2:
USF2 USF3 USF4
Democracy | /dnokrosi/ | /dmokrasi/ | / dmokrasi/ | /demv:kresi/ | / dmokrasi /
Aristocracy | éristokrosi/ | /oristokrosi/ | bristorkrosi/ | foristokresi/ | [/ oristokrosi /
Conspiracy | /knspreisi/ | /konspareisi/ | /konspareisi/ | /konspareisi/ | /konsparersi/

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —acy by Pak. Fmale speakers having L1Urdu

U= Urdu
S=Speaker
F=Female

Table-3:

Word | SSF1 | SSR2 SSF3 SSF4 SSF5
Democracy | /demkraesi/| /demv:kresi/ | /demv:kreisi/ | /demv:kresi/ | /denv:kresi/
Aristocracy | éristokrersi/ | /oristorkreisi/ | foristokrersi/ | foristo:kreisi/ | /oristo:kreesi/
Conspiracy | /knaprrersi/ | /konsparersi/ | /konsparersi/ | /konsparesi/ | /konsparersi/

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —acy by Pak. Female speakers having L1 Saraiki
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Table-4:

315

Essential / 1senfial / /asenfial / /asenfal / /asenfal / /asenfal /
Confidential /konfiden[io/ /konfidental/ /konfidenfs/ | /konfidenfs/ /konfiden/sl/
Circumstantial | /sorkjumstenfiol/ | /sorkjumsteifno/ | /sirkamstens/ | /sorkomstal/ /sorkomstaen s/

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —tial by Pak. Female speakers having L1 Punjabi

P= Punjabi

S= Speaker

F= Female

Table-5:

Word USF1 uSsS2 US3 USF4 USF5
Essential dserfal / laserfal / laserfal / laserfal / laserfal /
Confidential lonfidenfio/ /konfidenfal/ /konfideryal/ /konfideryal/ /konfideryal/
Circumstantial| /srkamsteeffi/ | /sorkamsteefol/ | /sorkamstamnf/ | /sorkamsteeffil/ | /sorkamstaeifi/

U= Urdu

S= Speaker

F= Female

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —tial by Pak. Female speakers having L1 Urdu
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Table-6:
Word SSF1 SSF2 SSF3 SSF4 SSF5
Essential dserfial / laserial / laserfal / / 1serfial / /1serfial /
Confidential lonfideryal/ /konfidenfial/ /konfidental/ /konfidensl/ /konfidentl/
Circumstantial| /srkjumsteeffol/ | /sorkamsteen/| /[srkamsteeffiol/ | /sorkamsteen/| /srkamsta:nfil/
Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —tial by Pak. Female speakers having L1 Saraiki
S=Speaker
S= Saraiki
F=Female
4.1.3Analysis of Pronunciation of suffix —cious
Table-7:
Analysis of pronunciation of suffix -cious by PakFemale speakers having L1 Punjabi
Word PSF1 ) PSF3 PSF4 PSF5
Delicious [ @lifios / [ blifios / / cblerfon/ | blifias / / blifios /
Suspicious /sspias / [ 9spfias / /9pofon/ /sperfios/ [ 9spfias /
Malicious [ melifias / /milikerfan/ / mo:sikan/ [ moliftas / [ molifios /
P= Punjabi
S= Speaker
F= Female
Table-8:

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —cious by PakFemale speakers having L1 Urdu

| USF4
Delicious | dlifos / [ dblifios / [ dblifios / [ blifios / [ blifios /
Suspicious | /sspfos/ / 9spfias / | 9spfies / / 9spfies / / 9spfies /
Malicious | / mlifios / / mealfios / / mealfias / / maalfios / / molifios /
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Table-9:

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —cious by PakFemale speakers having L1 Saraiki

Word

SSF1

SSF2

317

SSF3 | SSF4 SSF5 |
Delicious / dlifios / [ dblifios / [ dblifos / [ blifios / [ dblifios /
Suspicious | /sspies / / 9spfies / | 9spfies / / 9spfies / / 9spfios /
Malicious | / mlifios / / molifios / / molerfias / / molifios / / molifios /
S=Saraiki
S=Speaker
F=Female
4.1.4 Analysis of Pronunciation of suffix —ant

Table-10:

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —ant by Pak. Fenale speakers having L1 Punjabi

Word

PSF1

PSF2

PSF3 | PSF4 PSF5
Militant [ militent / [ miitent / [/ mentld/ [ miltent / [ miitent /
Vigilant / vigilent / [ wlidzent / /\ldzent / / udzilent / / ugilent /
Reluctant [ rel:ktent / [ tiktent / [ tlitik/ [ nhikitent / / tlukent /
P= Punjabi
S= Speaker
F= Female
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Table-11:

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —ant by Pak. Fenale speakers having L1 Urdu

318

Word USF1 USF2 USF3 USF4 USF5
Militant [ militent / [ mittont / [ mlitent / [ mittent / / mittont /
Vigilant / vidzilont / [ wdzilent / / wdzilent / / wdzilent / / dzilont /
Reluctant [ slaktent / [ daktont / [ nlaktent / [ tlaktent / / tlaktont /
U= Urdu
S=Speaker
F=Female

Table-12:

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —ant by Pak. Fenale speakers having L1 Saraiki

Word

SSF1 SSF2 SSF3 | SSF4 SSF5
Militant [/ militent / [ mittent / [ miitent / [ miitent / [ mltent /
Vigilant [ vidzilent / / wdzilent / [ wdzilent / / wdzilent / / wdzilent /
Reluctant /Aaktent / [ daktent / [ daktent / / doktent / [ tlaktent /
S=Speaker

S= Saraiki

F=Female

4.1.5 Analysis of Pronunciation of suffix —stion

Table-13:

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —stion by PakFemale speakers having L1 Punjabi

Word

PSF1 ) PSF3 PSF4 PSF5
Question / keftfon / / koesfon / / kwestfon / / kostfon / / koesfon /
Digestion | /dadzefon/ [bsifon / /ddzefon / /dsizon / /dgesfon /
Suggestion| Alzofon/ /d3ofon/ /agagan/ Id30fon/ Idzefon/
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P= Punjabi
S= Speaker
F= Female

Table-14:
Word USF1 USF2 USF3 USF4 USF5

Question | / kvastfon / / koestfon/ |/ koestfon/ |/ koasstfon/ |/ kovostfon /
Digestion | /daidzoastfon/ | /daidzestfon/ | /daidzestfon/ | /daidzestfon/ | /daidzestfon/
Suggestion| /sadzostfon / /sadzastfon / | /sadzestfon / | /sodzestfon / | /sodzostfon /

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —stion by PakFemale speakers having L1 Urdu

U=Urdu
S=Speaker

F=Female

Table-15:

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —stion by PakFemale speakers having L1 Saraiki

Word | SSF1 SSF2 SSF3 SSF4 SSF5
Question / kesgon / / koesgon / / koesfon / / koastfon / / koastfon /
Digestion /dedzefon / /dadzerfan/ /dadzerfon/ /dadzifon/ /tbsidzan/
Suggestion| /&izafon/ | 9dzetfon / / 9dzafon / / 9dzefon / / 9dzefon /
S=Speaker
S= Saraiki
F=Female
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4.1.6 Analysis of Pronunciation of suffix —cian
Table-16:

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —cian by Pak. Emale speakers having L1 Punjabi

320

Word PSF1 PSF2 PSF3 PSF4 ‘ PSF5
Musician / mjuzikeen / /mjuwzikeen/ /m:sikan/ /mju:zefon / / mjuzifan /
Physician | fzikeen/ [ fzikeen/ | fzikeen/ | fziftan/ | fizifan/
Beautician | / bjttifon / / bjutikeen/ b......... /bjuterfon / / bjutifonz/
P= Punjabi
S= Speaker
F= Female

Table-17:

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —cian by Pak. Emale speakers having L1 Urdu

Word USF1 ‘ USF2 USF3 USF4 USF5
Musician / mjuzfon / [ mjuzfan/ [ mjuzfon / [ mjuzfon / / mjuzjan /
Physician [ $zifon / [ bzifon / [ bzifon / [ bzifon / [ fozifon /
Beautician | / bjuifon / / bjutifon / / bjutifon / / bjutifon / / bjutifon /
U= Urdu
S= Speaker
F= Female

Table-18:

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —cian by Pak. Emale speakers having L1 Saraiki

Word SSF1 SSF2 SSF3 \ SSF4 SSF5
Musician / mjuzfon / / mjuzfion / / mjuzfon / / mjuzfon / / mjuzfon /
Physician [ fzifan / [ fizifton / [ fizifton / [ ozifoan / [ bzifon /
Beautician | / bjttifon / /bjutifion / / bjutifon / / bjutifon / / bjutifon /
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S=Speaker
S= Saraiki
F=Female
4.1.7 Analysis of Pronunciation of suffix —ative
Table-19:
Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —ative by PakFemale speakers having L1 Punjabi
Word PSF1 PSF2 ‘ PSF3 PSF4 PS5
Imaginative imedgmnatr/ | imedginativ/ | imidzativ/ hmidzenetiv/ | /imedsinefan/
Accumulative | dkamo:lertt/ | /okamo:lertrv/ | /oBo:maetk/ lokamo:lertrv/ | lokamjo:lertrv/
Alternative b:ts:rnatv/ | /oltsirnertiv /| [ acltorrettiv /| /[ aclts:rnativ / | /a:lts:rnetiv/
P= Punjabi
S= Speaker
F= Female
Table-20:
Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —ative by PakFemale speakers having L1
Word USF1 USF2 USF3 USF4 USF5
Imaginative | dmeadszmnativ/ | imeedmeatv/ | /imedgmnativ/ | imidzineativ/ | imedginetiv/

Accumulative

fokamo:lertiv/

[aekemijulertiv/

/okemju:lertrv/

fikjumilertrv/

lokamju:lertrv/

Alternative

la:lts:rnativ /

[a:lts:rnatwv /

[a:lts:rnatwv /

[ olt3:rnativ /

[o:lt3:rnetiv /

U=Urdu
S=Speaker

F=Female
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Table-21:

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —ative by PakFemale speakers having L1 Saraiki

Word  SSF1 SSF2 SSF3 SSF4 SSF5
Imaginative | imeegmnativ/ | imaedmeat/ | imidzinativ/ | imaedmativ/ | imeedineativ/
Accumulatie | dkju:milertiv | Jackamo:lert/ | okamo:lertiv/ | fokamo:lertrv/ | /okamo:lertiv/
Alternative lalts:mativ /| [altsirnativ/ | /altsirnativ/ | facltsirnativ /| facltsirnetiv /
S=Speaker
S= Saraiki
F=Female

4.1.8 Analysis of Pronunciation of suffix —age

Table-22:

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —age by Pak. Fmale speakers having L1 Punjabi

Word PSF1 PSF2 ‘ PSF3 PSF4 PSF5
Percentage| Aoxsonteids/ | /ps:rsonterds/ /p3:rsanterds/ /p3:rsanterds/ /p3:rsonterds/
Garbage ga:rbidz/ [/ ga:rbids/ [ ga:rbidz/ [ ga:rbeds/ [ ga:rbidz/
Bondage / bnaidz/ / bondadsz/ / bond / / mndads/ / bondadsz/
P= Punjabi
S= Speaker
F= Female

Table-23:

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —age by Pak. Fmale speakers having L1 Urdu

Word

USF1

Percentage | /3rsentds/ / p:rsentds/ / p:rsentdsz/ / p:rsentds/ / p:rsentdsz/
Garbage fa:brds/ / ga:rbrds/ / ga:rbrdsz/ / ga:rbrds/ / ga:rbrds/
Bondage / bndidz/ / bondadsz/ / bondidz/ / bondidsz/ [ bondidsz/
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U= Urdu
S= Speaker
F= Female
Table-24:
Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —age by Pak. Fmale speakers having L1 Saraiki
Word SSF1 SSF2 SSF3 SSF4 SSF5
Percentage | Auxsonterds/ | /ps:rsonterds/ /p3:rsanterds/ /p3:rsonterds/ | /ps:rsonterds/
Garbage ga:rbeds/ / ga:rbeds/ / ga:rbexds/ / ga:rbeds/ [ ga:rbeds/
Bondage [ bndads/ / bondadsz/ / bondadsz/ / bondids/ / bondadsz/
S=Speaker
S= Saraiki
F=Female
4.1.9 Analysis of Pronunciation of suffix —ity
Table-:25

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —ity by Pak. Fenale speakers having L1 Punjabi

Word PSF1 PSF2 PSF3 | PSF4 PSF5
Responsibility| /respnabalti/ | /rispongbiliti/ | /respnabelti/ | /nspongbiliti/ | -----------------
Dignity / dignati / [ dignati / | digetiv / [ dignati / [ dignati /
Authority [ aBarti / [ oBorti / [ oBorti / [ o0orti / [ aBorti /

P= Punjabi
S= Speaker
F= Female
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Table-26:
Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —ity by Pak. Fenale speakers having L1 Urdu

Word USF1 | USF2 USF3 | USF4 USF5
Responsibily | Aspongbiliti/ | /risponabrliti/ [rispongbiliti/ | /rispongbiliti/ | /rispongbrliti/
Dignity / dignti / / dignti / / cignti / / dignti / / cignti /
Authority / oborati / [ aBorati / [ aBorati / [ abvorti / [ aboriti /

U= Urdu
S= Speaker
F= Female
Table-27:

Word SSF1 SSF2 SSF3 | SSF4 SSF5
Responsibility| /rispongbiliti/ | /risponshliti/ /rispongbiliti/ | /rispongbiliti/ | /risponabelti/
Dignity / digniti / [ dignuti / [ dignti / [ dignti / [ dignati /
Authority [ a0o:r1ti / [ a0o:rti / [ a0o:rti / [ a0o:r1ti / [ a00:rti /

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —ity by Pak. Fenale speakers having L1 Saraiki

S=Speaker
S= Saraiki

F=Female

4.1.10 Analysis of Pronunciation of suffix —ment

Table-28:

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —-ment by Pak. Emale speakers having L1 Punjabi

Word PSF1 PSF2 PSF3 PSF4 PSF5
Argument f:rgo:ment/ f:rgu:ments/ /agro.ment/ lagriment/ la:rgjument /
Detriment / dettment / ditorment/ [dorment/ [ditormmnent/ | /ditormimnent/
Equipment lekpment / dkwipment / kjo:ment / fikwipment / | kwipment /
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P=Punjabi
S=Speaker
F=Female
Table-29:
Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —ment by Pak. Emale speakers having L1 Urdu
Word USF1 ‘ USF2 USF3 USF4 USF5
Argument fugjument / furgjument/ f:rgjument/ f:rgjument/ f:rgjument/
Detriment /dtriment / /detment / /detnanent/ /detnment / [ditrimoant /
Equipment | dkvipment/ kwipmont / hkoipment / tkoipment / kwipmont /
U= Urdu
S= Speaker
F= Female
Table-30:

Analysis of pronunciation of suffix —-ment by Pak. Emale speakers having L1Saraiki

Word SSF1 SSF2 SSF3 SSF4 SSF5
Argument frgijument/ | /a:xrgo:ment/ la:rgjoment/ | Ja:rgo:ment/ la:rgo:ment/
Detriment [dtorminent/ | /detiment / /driment / /detment / [ditriment /
Equipment | kopment/ tkorpment/ /ekepment/ ikvarpmen/ tkwaipment/
S= Saraiki
S= Speaker
F=Female
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4.2. Statistical Analysis of Data

Descriptive Statistics

Table-31:

Punjabi speakers Urdu speakers

Saraiki Speakers @ Total

Suffixes
Wrong | Correct | Wrong | Correct | Wrong | Correct | Wrong | Correct

acy 15 0 12 3 15 0 42 3
Sl g 0 15 0 15 0 45 0
-cious | g 0 14 1 15 0 44 1
-ant s 0 9 6 15 0 39 6
T 0 12 3 15 0 42 3
can g 0 15 0 15 0 45 0
atve | g 0 15 0 15 0 45 0
g8 14 1 10 5 14 1 38 7
ity 11 4 15 0 15 0 41 4
‘ment 1y 1 13 2 15 0 42 3

4.3. Descriptive Statistics of Data Analysis

The results of Punjabi speaker students have besemqted in the following graph:
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Graph-1:

Descriptive Statistics of Punjabi ESL Learners
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The poor condition of the results can be noticechying a look on the following graph.
Punjabi speaker informants have given even the resalt in the pronunciation of some
suffixes. We can also notice in the rest of thdised, the result average is very low.

Graph-2:

Descriptive Statistics of Urdu ESL Learners

Urdu Speakers

120% 100% g0 100%100%  100%

Participants
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L & | IEW 1 i

-acy -al -cious -ant -stion -cian -ative -age -ity -ment
Suffixes

www.ijee.org



International Journal of English and Educationgezs
ISSN: 2278-4012, Volume:6, Issue:2, April 2017

The upper graph shows the results of the Urdu sggeaformants as we can notice the results of
Urdu speaker informants are better than Punjalalsyestudents but on the whole their average
is also low and here too we can see that in sorfixessiinformants have given zero result in
pronouncing the words correctly.

Graph-3:
Descriptive Statistics of Saraiki ESL Learners
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This graph shows results of Saraiki students are ke can see the result of the Saraiki
speeking students is the lowest of the all. Theyehghown zero or near to zero result in almost
all the suffixes except one. They could not proreautine words with exact pronunciation.

Figure-4:
Descriptive Staistics of Over All ESL Learners

Overall Results
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This graph shows the overall results of all the j&oin Urdu and Saraiki speaking students.The
overall results are also not encouraging. The aeera very low and all the students could not
pronounce the words with the exact standard ofyomoation.

4.4Findings

In Urdu, Punjabi or Saraiki, there is no concepbdfsound.

/ v/ and /e/sounds do not exist in Urdu, Punjabi and Saraiki.

There is no concept of syllabic consonants in updmjabi and saraiki languages.
Pakistani ESL learners have never been taught Idr ihen the suffix —tion is
preceded by letter'sfan/ sound becomes fsh /sound and ‘s’ retains its original
sound.

The informants who have been asked to pronouncedtyet words have never
listened to Standard English with exact parameteReceived Pronunciation.
Pakistani ESL learners do not know that derivaliGudfixes as —age, -ate, -able, -
ford, -shire, -less, -ness, -ment, behave difféyeas isolated words and they are
pronounced differently when they are used as deoival suffixes.

Pakistani ESL learners are poor in listening skild are trained at schools by the
teachers who are not English teachers in the gnses

Pakistani education system does not promote praatime practices among the
learners.

Absence of viva voce is still another cause of #tmsep decline in the sphere of
pronunciation.

5. Conclusion

So, finally we can conclude the interference of motongue is the cause of poor pronunciation
but this situation can be improved if sounds, ssupaktern should be taught at early stage and
students should be made practice the instancesfgrang some logics and generalizations
which always exist there.

5.1. Recommendations

« Competent, devoted and hardworking teachers stmmiidducted in the schools
at primary level.

» The art of consulting the standard dictionary stidag taught to children in the
early ages and phonetic symbols should be madetol¢lae early learners.

e The habit of reading should be developed amongsthdents and a healthy
competition of pronouncing the words correctly ddobe conducted in the
class.

» Dictionary using should be compulsory part of dylia at schools.

» Language labs should be benefitted from.
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Note: Please read these words aloud one by one witie gap of 30 sec duration (at least)

after each utterance.

Democracy
Essential
Delicious
Militant
Question
Musician
Imaginative
Percentage

. Responsibility
10. Argument

11. Aristocracy
12. Confidential
13. Suspicious
14.Vigilant

15. Digestion

16. Physician
17.Accumulative
18.Garbage

19. Dignity
20.Detriment
21.Conspiracy
22.Circumstantial
23. Malicious
24.Reluctant
25.Suggestion
26.Beautician
27.Alternative
28.Bondage

29. Authority

30. Equipment

©oNoOOGOhkWDNPRE

hmokrasi /
I'serfl/
[ dlfas/
/ 'militont /
Ikwesfon /
[ mjlzifn /
' meedsinatv /
lopsentds/
/1rsponss’bilati /
[a:gjumont /
[een’ stokrasi /
[konfr'denfl/
/sspfas /
[ 'vidzilent /
/ dedzesfon // d'dzesfan/
Ifzifn/
b'kjurmjalotrv /
Iga:bidz/
[ "dignati /
[ detnmoant /
lk'sprasi /
[s3:kom'steer]l /
/m'lifos/
/1t1aktont /
Isdzesfon /
/ bjutin /
/o:1't3:notrv /
/ "bondidz/
/2:"Oorati /
t' kwipmont /
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