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The purpose of this thesis is to analyse Thai politicians’ face-saving
strategies in answering questions. The politicians have their face to protect from
any face-threatening acts. They do not only present their face to the interviewers
but they also present their face to a bigger audience. They must use all verbal
strategies to protect their political interest and their job.

This research aims tc study how Thai politicians answer questions, analyse
the relationship between the politicians® ways of answering questions and their
face-saving strategies, and investigate the face-saving strategies. It 1s found that
three patterns are used by Thai politicians in answering questions: non responses,
answer-responses, and non-answer responses. In addition, the politicians employ
ten strategies in protecting their face: hedging, giving new information, referring
to others, giving too little information, answering vaguely, refusing to give
answers, stating that there is no sufficient information, denying the interviewer’s
assumptions, questioning the interviewer by means of rhetorical questions, and
threatening other people’s tace. Denying the interviewer’s assumptions is found to
be most common among all these strategies. This is because the peliticians’ face
can be immediately rescued from the interviewer’s assumptions which present
their public image in negative way. It can be summarized from this research that
face is an important factor in determining the use of language by politicians.





