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ABSTRACT

Theoretically speaking, politicians in a democracy are somehow expected to be
accountable to their voters. In a parliamentary democracy, they are usually held accountable
through elections and, once elected, through viotes of confidence in parliament. Politicians,
however, while seeking credit for popular policies, will do just about anything to avoid
blame. This study is an attempt to identify and to characterize how in the face of other
damaging truths, Thai politicians manage to justify and excuse themselves by their versions
of “the truth”.

The study reveals that in the case of a scandal, whiie a politician involved will
find himself an open target for attack by his political rivals, yet he has only to deal primarily
with members of the media. Hence, evasion is always the key. Politicians can simply
try to avoid reporters or they can give all kinds of non-answer responses. But scandals
can become serious matter once cpposition MPs decide to use them in the no-confidence
debate. Still, the very specific set of structural conditions has made it quite difficult for
any “truth” to emerge out of exchanges of opinions and claims. First of all, the House debate
rules have allowed MPs from both sides to stop their oppenents from making any good
arguments. Although they may be allowed to talk at great length, MPs are also free to
interrupt each ather any time they want to. Such a practice has, more often than not, turned
parliamentary debate into a political circus. The spirit and the pattern of turn-taking neaded
to accommodate serious engagement is hardly there. Thus, too many accusations (and
questions) are raised by too many MPs while the accused can be talking indefinitely without
having to come up with any real answers. Next, the fact that every censor debate is now
required by law to be televised has actually transformed the event more or igss into a
political rally. Realizing that they are actually talking to viewers at horme, most MPs try
to claim credit and make good impressions on their constituencies with their "campaign
speeches”. The censor debate has in effect turned into a form of illusion, a performance
with MPs as actors and the general public as spectators. Not unlike most politicians

elsewhere, Thai politicians have various ways of dealing with “the truth” when it comes to



the censor debate. These tactics are quite similar to the way they handie scandals. They
can, for example, admit to the charges brought against them-or they can ignore them
altogether . Better yet, they can choose to ignere the gquestions and still attack the questioner.
They can also deny all the charges, citing different reasons or they can try tc excuse
themselves, using a variety of pretexts. Scmetmes, while accepting the facts contained
in the charges, they would claim that the effects are not as damaging as they may seem.
Combinations of justification and counter-charges can also be employed to silence their
opponants.  Last but not least are the non-reply or non-answer respoanses they often use.
Interestingly enough, the most distinctive characteristic of Thai politicians on this matter is
that the most frequent farm of non-reply used oy Thai paoliticians is to attack the questioner
and their opponents. High on the list of complaints that politicians hold against their own
kind are the charges that they often (1) igncre critical questions, (2) sidestep crucial
issues {including giving incomplete answers) and {3) fccus mainly an discrediting their
accusers. In the age of television Thai Parliamentary debates can also be viewed as
political propaganda pieces. As such, they contain all the major characteristics of basic
propaganda techniques, namely: name calling, glittering generality, transfer, testimoniai,
plain folks, card stacking, and band wagon.

To conclude, the public needs to be made aware of all these political blame-
avoidance stralegies. Such an awareness is possible only if members of the media leam
more about questioning strategies so they can effectively report the accounts of the debates

and mare or less restrict opportunities of politicians to play around with the “truth”.



