There is often talk by non-politicians about issues such as: how

untruthful politicians are; how they evade questions by providing

answers unrelated to questions they are asked, how they refuse to

answer questions, use divisive language especially inclusive and

exclusive pronouns like "we" and "them", to signal polarization of

in-groups and out-groups, how they use negative advertisments to

attack their political opponents, how they avoid the obvious and how

they speak indirectly by using metaphors and other stylistic devices.

There is also talk about how politicians systematically establish a

contrast between their party's properties (usually good

characteristics

or actions) and the ostensibly bad actions of others, how they compare

what their opponents do (usually negative actions) and what their

party does (usually positive acts), as well as how hedging, ambiguity,

or vagueness is employed to save and maintain a politicians face.

Regarding political campaigning, in the minds of some people,

politicians often mention the aggressive acts such as invasions,

sexual practices, bad policies, ban on free speech, etc. of their

opponents and play down the opponents positive characteristics while

emphasizing their negative characteristics on sensitive issues like

immigration and the death penalty.

Top politicians and officials need to win over the public by submitting to publicly televised interviews and press conference questioning. How do they avoid telling the truth? Some of them have been living in an insider's world so long that they do not know when they lie. Others lie by omission, not by commission, and many think this is not really lying — just misleading, the same way most advertising is misleading. Most of them, when a tough question is asked, simply choose not to answer the question. They frame a statement in language that makes it sound like they are answering the tough question, but that often doesn't. The audience may feel that they or the politician misunderstood the question or the interviewer did not phrase it clearly. In the confusion, the audience loses sight of the no-answer answer.
