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Abstract

This dissertation is meant, first of all, to evaluate the political responsibility
of members of both the opposition and the government parties during the no-confidence
debates. It is meant secondly to evaluate the accuracy of accounts of such events as
reported by journalists in the leading daily papers.

In this study, the following criteria are used to measure the responsibility of
politicians engaged in political debates:

1) Accusations made by members of the opposition parties must be within the
boundary of the government's “accountability”. Likewise, answers given by members of the
government parties must be “relevant” to such accusations.

2) Both the accusations made in the Parliament and the responses to such
accusations must be true (not false).

3) Parliamentary speeches must not violate the Parliamentary Code of Behavior.

During the no-confidence debates of 1947, only one out of eight principal
accusations made under the no-confidence motion submitted by the opposition parties was
“rational”, whereas all answers given by cabinet members were “rational”. Moreover,
speeches made by some members of the opposition parties did certain element of
“untruth”. Also, some opposition party members did violate the Parliamentary Code of
Behavior. All members of the cabinet, on the other hand, played by the rule. In sum, the
government clearly performed more responsibly than did the members of the opposition
party.

During the 1979 no-confidence debates, neither members of the opposition
parties nor those of the government parties committed any wrong doing of speaking the
“untruth” or violating the Parliamentary Code of Behavior. Speeches made by members of
opposition parties, however, appeared to be more "rational" than those of cabinet members.
All'in all, members of opposition parties performed with more responsibility than members of
the government.

Both sides were found equally guilty of speaking the “untruth” and grossly

violating the Parliamentary Code of Behavior during the 1999 no-confidence debate.



Yet speeches made by the cabinet members seemed to by more “rational” than those
of opposition MPs. This time around the government tended to perform with more
responsibility than that of the opposition parties.

In sum, both the government and the opposition parties performed
responsibly during the no-confidence debates of 1947 and 1979. Both sides acted
irresponsibly during the 1999 no-confidence debate. This recent “unhealthy” trend
clearly reflects the increasingly more partisan nature of Thai politics as compatible
among political parties becomes a zero sum game.

In order to evaluate the responsibility of journalists who reported accounts
of no-confidence debate, the following criteria are used:

1) Newspapers report about no-confidence debates must be accurate.

It must be factually correct.

2) Newspapers report must not be revised or otherwise “retouched” to
the extent that the essence of the news deviates from the actual facts of the debates.

This study reveals that newspapers generally present reports on
no-confidence debates in five different ways: Pictures; Highlight news; Head line; News
lead and Body of news. Journalists were found quite responsible in their performance.
Pictures, highlight news and body of news were normally accurate. Only some headline
and lead news were found slanting as they were “coloured” beyond the truth in order
to capture the interest of general readers. Nevertheless, such exaggerations were not too
way off the truth boundary as they were still factually related to speeches made in the

Parliament.



