A DISCOURSE ANALYSIS OF PRESIDENT GOODLUCK JONATHAN’S
SPEECHES DURING NIGERIA’S INDEPENDENCE DAY CELEBRATIONS

OBITUBE, KELVINFRANCIS OLISAEMEKA

PG/M.A./13/65189

DEPARTMENT OF LINGUISTICS, IGBO AND OTHER NIGERIAN
LANGUAGES

UNIVERSITY OF NIGERIA, NSUKKA

DECEMBER, 2014



APPROVAL PAGE

This thesis has been approved for the Department of Linguistics, Igbo and Other Nigerian

Languages, University of Nigerian Nsukka

By
Dr. B. M. Mbah External Examiner
Supervisor
Internal Examiner Prof. R. I. Okorji

Head of Department



CERTIFICATION

Obitube, KelvinFrancisOlisaemeka with the registration number PG/M.A./13/65189, a
postgraduate student in the Department of Linguistics, Igbo and Other Nigerian
Languages, University of Nigeria, Nsukka has satisfactorily completed the requirements
for the award of Masters Degree in Linguistics. The work embodied in this thesis is
original and has not been submitted in part or whole for any other diploma or degree of

this or any other university.



DEDICATION

To my family and all peace-loving people of all races



ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS



APPIOVAL Page ... e i
@] 1) 7= £ o] o ii
Dedication
............................................................................................. iii
ACKNOWIBAGEIMENT ... e e e e e e e e et e e e v
JLIE: Lo [= 0 0] 1 =T 1 Y
Abstract
................................................................................................ vii
CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION. . . . i e e e e e e 1
1.1. Background of the StUAY..........o.uieiie it e e 1
1.2. Statement of the problem...... ..o 3
1.3, PUrpose OF the StUAY . .....oe i e e e e 4
1.4, ReSearCh QUESTIONS. .. ...ttt e e e e e e e e e e e et e e e rrae s 4
1.5, Scope Of the StUAY.......oeiie i e e e 5
1.6. Significance of the STUAY..........oii i e 5
CHAPTER TWO: LITERATURE REVIEW. ..o e e 7
2.0, Preamble. ... .o e e 7
2.1, TheoretiCal STUTIES. ... ...t e e e e e e e aas 7
2.2, EMPINCAl STUdIES. ..o e e e e e e e e e e 19
2.3. Summary of Literature REVIEW. .. ... c..iriit e it e e e 33
2.4. Theoretical FrameworkK. .. ... ..oo oo e e 34
CHAPTER THREE: RESEARCH METHODOLOGY .....cccoiiiiiiieeie i 37
3.0, Preamble. .. s 37
3.1. Research Design and ProCeaUIE ..........oui ot iis i e e 37
3.2, ArEa OF STUAY ...ttt e e e e 37
3.3. Population for the StudY..........ouiiii 38
Bed. SAMP NG . i e e 38
3.5. Instrument for Data Collection.............oooi i 38
3.6. Method of Data ColleCtion...........cooi i e 38
3.7. Method of Data ANAlYSIS. ... ..oeuiurieii i e e e 39
CHAPTER FOUR: DATA ANALYSIS. ..o e e e e, 41

TABLE OF CONTENT



4.1 Analysis of the sequence/Structure of the Speeches.........ccccvviviiiiiiiiiece e, 41

4.2 1deological ANAlYSIS ..o 65
4.3 Analysis of the contemporary relevance of the speech................cooo i 85
4.4 Analysis of the Information Strength of the Speech................cooi i, 88

CHAPTER FIVE: SUMMARY OF FINDINGS, CONCLUSION AND
RECOMMENDATION

5.1. Summary of findings and CONCIUSION..........coieiiiiii i e, 96
5.2, RECOMMENTALION. .. ...t et e e e e et e e e e e e e e e re e eneenas 100
References

Appendices



Abstract

This research is on discourse analysis of the Independence Day speeches of President
Goodluck Jonathan during the celebration of Nigeria’s Independence in 2012, 2013 and
2014. It studies the structure of these speeches, the ideologies of the President reflected
through them, their information strength and their contemporary relevance. The work
adopts Grice’s co-operative principles, which incorporate the maxims of quantity, quality,
relation and manner, for analysing its data.The study observes that the Independence Day
speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan are structured into five sections, which include
greetings and introduction of the occasion; incorporating every Nigerian as contributing to
Nigeria’s history and current status; highlighting the achievements made, the challenges
facing Nigeria and efforts being made to handle them; messages of hope and promises and
call for collective responsibility; conclusion with compliments.It observes that these five
sections fulfil the co-operative maxim of quantity but have some statements which do not
fulfil the maxims of quality, relation and manner.The ideological analysis shows that the
President gradually realised the extent of his power and autonomy. He prefers collective
responsibility of the nation’s affairs. The speeches are contemporarily relevant during
their delivery. Finally, the research observes that the speech in 2014 is more informative
than that of 2012 and 2013. The research recommends the use of discourse analysis for
the President for analysing and assessing his speeches before delivery and that Nigerians
should pay attention to the Independence Day speeches in order to take adequate
advantage of the information in them.

Key words: Independence Day, President, speech, discourse analysis, co-operative
principle, ideology, contemporary relevance, information strength.



CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION
1.7. Background of the study

Every country is defined by its history. All past and current events taking place
within a country accumulate to make-up its history. These, therefore, follow that there is
no country, be it an American country like the United States of America, a European
country like England, an Asian country like China or an African country like Nigeria that
does not have its own peculiar history. The history of a country, sometimes, dates back to
its official recognition as an independent group or its official recognition as collection of
people with a given or identified political structure. The history of Nigeria however,
predates her independence which she won from her British colonialists on 1st October,
1960. This history, indeed, defines Nigeria.

It is in this regard that the researcher wishes to state that the success of every
country involves building upon its own peculiar history. Countries come together to
celebrate their history during certain days or periods of the year in the forms of national
celebrations. For countries that had experienced colonialism (the forceful taking-over and
control of a country by another superior country, especially, politically), the date they
earn their independence/freedom from their colonial master(s) often becomes the greatest
and most remarkable of their national days. Nigeria is not left-out in the practice of
celebrating their independence day, which has now become an annual ritual.

On 1st October, 1960, Nigeria gained her independence from her colonial masters;
and so, October 1 of every year is the most remarkable of all national day celebrations of
the country. On this day, usually, the incumbent president of the Federal Republic of
Nigeria delivers a speech to all the citizens of the country. In the speech, issues relating to
or affecting the country are highlighted and homage is paid to its famous freedom fighters
and leaders, who inspired the country’s independence struggle. This equally serves as a
veritable opportunity for the president to make promises of good governance and creation

of a better country for the citizens, as well as making maximum effort to win the



confidence and support of the masses. To achieve this, the immense power of language is
greatly employed and systematically used.

There is always the incidence or need of one to talk to a group or crowd of people
just as there is equally the incidence or need to listen to a group or crowd of people (the
public). In the end, what matters is the result obtained from each speech delivery. A
speech is, thus, measured by its relevance or value. This is because every speech is
delivered with an aim and, so, when the aim of a speech is achieved, the speech is said to
be effective. Conversely, a speech that fails to achieve its aim or purpose is regarded as
lacking in value; thus, it is ineffective. Consequently, the value of a speech can be viewed
from two angles. The first angle is the intention of the speaker who delivers the speech
while the second angle is the impact on the party being addressed.

From the first angle, which is the angle of the speaker, a delivered speech should be
able to convey the thoughts and ideas, which the speaker possesses in his mind. Any
other message(s) conveyed by the speech that falls short of these thoughts and ideas of
the speaker cannot, in any way, be adjudged to have served its purpose. From the second
angle, if the speech delivered evokes from the hearer, the kind of response anticipated by
the speaker, the speech is said to possess value. It is, therefore, important to note here that
the response exhibited by the hearer can be in certain forms. It can be in the form of
possessing and believing in the words/message of the speech in the form of expressing or
performing an intended or anticipated action.

It is, therefore, necessary to critically study and analytically discuss the language
employed in the delivery of Nigeria’s Independence-Day speeches by President
Goodluck Jonathan, the President and Commander-In-Chief of the Armed Forces of the
Federal Republic of Nigeria, in 2012, 2013 and 2014, in an attempt to manipulate the
opinions of the Nigerian citizens in his favour, and to equally win their support. How
meaning is conveyed through these speeches in order to create the desired effect for the
president, is a concern of discourse semantics which is a branch of linguistics concerned
with the study of meaning. So, it is expected that every word/utterance uttered within a

linguistic context must not be devoid of meaning. Based on this, the extent of
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consciousness, which the President exhibits in his choice and use of language while

delivering his speeches will be x-rayed in this research work.

1.8. Statement of the problem

Over the years, several political speeches have been delivered across various places
concerning various events in Nigeria and studies have been carried out by several
scholars and researchers on these speeches. Some of these scholars include Ugwu (2013),
Ibiere (2013), Waya (2012), Agbedo (2010), Agbedo and Akaan (2012), Aghalino
(2004), Okorie (2011), Obitube (2014), Ndubuisi and Chinenye (2012). These scholars
explored the various speeches of people who have been influential on their listeners or
audience within the social, economic, cultural political and religious circles.

Studies conducted by these various scholars, though expansive and extensive in
some areas, failed to pay attention to what this researcher sees as the cradle of all political
speeches within a nation, which are the Independence Day speeches. The Independence
Day speeches in celebration of Nigeria’s independence from the white colonial masters
are speeches, which define the political, social, economic, cultural and educational
situation of the country at their various times or periods of delivery. Thus, the current
state of affairs of any nation, especially the country Nigeria, is always depicted in the
speeches delivered in the memory of, and celebration of the country’s heroes and
heroines as well as the several years of existence of the country.

Furthermore, these Independence Day speeches, which are avenues for the citizens
to gain more knowledge about the state of affairs and the workings of the machinery of
their country have been speeches, which many citizens of the country have failed to
critically pay attention to, through careful studies, in order to decipher some semantic
(meaningful) elements worth taking advantage of. The fact that every speech reveals the
ideology or views of the speaker is equally a fact that many Nigerians have not realised.
This has resulted in the inability of many Nigerian citizens to fully understand the hidden

and overt contents of these Independence Day speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan
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and many citizens equally show ignorance of the existence of various laws, policies, as
well as benefits which are highlighted in these speeches. Consequently, this research

work seeks to adequately fill these gaps which have been identified.

1.9. Purpose of the study
The major aim of every speech is to communicate to an audience effectively, the
intention(s) of the speaker. This researcher has set out to study the 2012, 2013 and 2014
speeches of Dr.Goodluck Jonathan, the President of the Federal Republic of Nigeria
during the celebration of the country’s Independence Day. The content of these speeches,
the ideas these speeches give us about the president himself, as well as how these
speeches were delivered are key concerns of this research. Thus, the research aims to:
- find out the structural pattern of the Independence Day speeches of President
Goodluck Jonathan.
- expose the ideological perspectives of President Jonathan as reflected in his
Independence Day speeches
- reveal the information strength of the Independence Day speeches of President
Goodluck Jonathan.
- find out the contemporary relevance of the Independence Day speeches of President

Goodluck Jonathan.

1.10.Research Questions
Sequel to the aim and objectives of this research, the researcher proposes the key
research questions, which guide the progress of the research effort. These research
questions are therefore vital as the success of this work is dependent on its ability to
comprehensively answer them. The research questions are therefore outlined below:
a.  What is the structural pattern of the Independence Day speeches of President
Goodluck Jonathan?
b.  What are the ideological perspectives of President Goodluck Jonathan as reflected in

his Independence Day speeches?
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c.  What features of the speeches reveal the information strength of the Independence
Day speeches?

d. What is the contemporary relevance of the Independence Day speeches?

1.11.Scope of the Study

Content constraint is highlighted here because of the researcher’s ability to put into
consideration the expectations of some audience who may be anticipating some lines of
discussion and analysis, as well as the incorporation of theories and frameworks other
than what has been set out to achieve specifically. Some of these anticipated views may
not be available within the content of the speeches under study as the researcher is very
much limited to the content of the data available in order to do a thorough research work,
rather than embark on analysis that has no empirical data or evidence within the speech.

Thus, the scope of this research work is discourse analysis. McCarthy (2011) states
thatdiscourse analysis is fundamentally concerned with the relationship between language
and the contexts of its use. Consequently, the study is limited to finding out the structural
pattern of the Independence Day speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan, exposing his
ideological perspectives as reflected in the speeches, revealing the information strength of
the speeches, as well as finding out the contemporary relevance of the speeches.

Therefore, based on the purpose of the research highlighted above, this research
work is limited to conducting a precise study of the 2012, 2013 and 2014 Independence
Day Celebration speeches of Dr.Goodluck Jonathan as the President of the Federal

Republic of Nigeria, within the framework of discourse analysis.

1.12.Significance of the Study

The utterances of political leaders have the performative force to persuade or
manipulate the public (Ayoola 2005). This is a key point or factor that motivates the
researcher to embarkon this research as he seeks to study, analyse and reveal information,

through the findings that he made about those speech indicators that reveal what listeners
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or audience to political speeches ought to be paying attention to. | would like to first
identify the parties that will benefit from the result(s) or findings of this research work.

The first party comprises the general public who include the citizens of Nigeria. The
second party comprises the various scholars, writers and researchers, as well as the media
who record these Independence Day speeches and transcribe them into various media of
communication and make them as well as their own discussions available to the general
public to read and assimilate. These are the two parties who will benefit from this
research work.

By providing answers to what the structural pattern of the Independence Day
speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan is, anyreader who picks up this work to read
will get to understand the various issues that characterise speeches and know what to
expect as well as what not to expect. Providing answers to what the ideological
perspectives of President Goodluck Jonathan as reflected through his speeches are will
help the reader to develop an objective and critical mind to enable him/her to evaluate the
President’s speeches better. Again, providing answers to the features of the speeches
revealing their information strength will help the reader to develop the urge to pay
attention to the Independence Day speeches of the President to know if there are pieces of
information, which may be valuable to him/her. Finally, providing answers to whether
the speeches possess contemporary relevance will help the reader, especially a Nigerian
audience,to understand the need to develop interest in either listening to the President’s

Independence Day speeches or not to do so.
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CHAPTER TWO
LITERATURE REVIEW

2.0. Preamble

The works of several authors, writers and researchers are found relevant to this
research work. These relevant works are reviewed. To achieve this, the review is
organized as theoretical studies, empirical studies and theoretical framework. A summary
of these reviews is equally provided within this section.
2.5. Theoretical Studies

Language, according to Ndimele (1999:2), “... is the vehicle by means of which
human beings effect communication”, and communication is concerned with the
interaction (vocal or non-vocal) between or among human beings. According to
Anagbogu, Mbah and Eme (2010), language is a means which humans use for
communicating their ideas, feelings, emotions and desires, through complex vocal or
written symbols. Agbedo (2007) also sees language as a medium for interaction and
communication between people. He further asserts that the use of language equally
reflects the infinite complexity of human relationship.

Language is a vehicle of speech delivery. Thus, according to Block, Amiot,
Johnson, Nimmo, Von Almen, White and Zeno (1993), the components of speech
production include phonation, producing sound, resonance,fluency,intonation, variance of
pitch,voice andaeromechanical components of respiration. These authors contend that the
components of language include phonology, manipulating sound according to the rules of
a language,morphology and understanding and using minimal units of meaning. They
maintain that the components equally include syntax, constructing sentences by using
languages' grammar rules; semantics, interpreting signs or symbols of communication to
construct meaning and pragmatics, social aspects of communication. These components
of language all work together to produce the speaker’s desired information.

Thus, according to Ayoola (2005:2), the utterances of political leaders have
the performative force of persuading or manipulating the public. This is why the period

of the celebration of Nigeria’s Independence Day is always a crucial opportunity every
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president uses to ensure that he sends his desired message(s) across to the citizens and,
consequently, gain their support. This is done in various ways. The president can inform
the public about the events going on in the country and can as well persuade the people to
follow his desired course of action; knowing that his speech is always listened to by the
majority of Nigerian citizenry through various media channels. These media channels can
be situated within and outside the country such as televisions, radios, newspapers, the
internet, etc. In line with this, Winterwood (1981:235) notes that the goals of persuasion
are to move people to some action or to convince them to change an opinion. This is in
line with the words of Adebiyi (2006) that public oratory is a genre of public speaking
designed to inform and persuade the audience. He maintains that the purpose of public
speaking is to motivate, mobilise, educate, inform and, sometimes, to entertain the target
audience. He further identifies four issues of interest in the speeches of Nigerian
presidents as unity, national issue, international issue and Nigerian tradition.

It is based on these principles about speeches that the foregoing discussion
justifiesthe words of Van Dijk (1998), that power is control and people who control most
influential discourse also have chances to control the mind and action of other characters.
The Independence Day celebration, therefore, serves as an event providing an
opportunity, which no president is willing to miss out upon. However, care ought to be
taken whenever attempts are made to take advantage of opportunities like this to deliver
speeches to the general public. This is because speeches are not only the way people
measure public men. Speeches have, also, been how people tell others who they are
(Noonan, 1980). Care ought to be taken while composing speeches since presenting an
address is to engage in a kind of social interaction (Lyons, 1977). According to Toolan
(1998), an utterance involves a transfer rather than an exchange, as reciprocity may not
be a permanent feature of talks. Thus, the president delivers his speeches while the
citizens listen without feedback. The impact of his speeches is rather felt from the actions
of the citizens in the immediate future.

Gee (2011) states that language allows people to do things; it enables people to

engage in actions and activities, make promises, open committee meeting, propose to
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their lovers, argue over politics, and “talk to God” (pray). These are among the myriads
of things done with language beyond giving and getting information. He further states
that language allows people to take on different socially significant identities- speaking as
experts- as doctors, lawyers, carpenters or as ‘everyday people’. Thus, he notes that to
take on any identity at a given time and place, people have to ‘talk the talk’, not just
‘walk the walk’. He further states that when people are being gang members, they talk
differently from the way‘honour students’ do, when they are playing their roles as
students. Furthermore, he maintains that one and the same person could be both things at
different times and places. Thus, the choice one makes about language expresses these
facts.

According to Agbedo (2007:50), “Certain languages can be perceived as soft,
better, able to express emotions and feelings, whilst other ‘hard’ languages may be
thought more capable of expressing concepts and ideas.” From the words of this writer,
one can understand that language choice can be made by a person in terms of changing a
language entirely for another in a given situation (for instance, switching from the
English language to the Igbo language), depending on how it is perceived by one’s
listeners, or making the choice of changing the stress pattern, tone or intonation of one’s
voice; that is, changing the pattern in which one’s voice rises and falls, the loudness or
mildness of one, the length of sentences, as well as, the complexity or simplicity of the
words contained within the sentences of one’s language of choice, etc.

Furthermore, Agbedo (2007) states that language choice may be affected by
utilitarian considerations. Thus, a speaker may feel that the use of a particular language
places him in an advantaged position either within a group or within a wider social
context. He further states that it should be clear that a large number of factors influences
language choice, and many factors may work either with or against each other, producing
a complete web of interaction, which makes a task of describing any one language-choice
event extremely difficult. Thus, man makes his choice of language according to the series
of occurring events that arise as long as it yields him a desired result. The reasons for

speaking can be positive or negative. The reasons for which anyone makes this choice is
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always dependent on the ability of that chosen language to enable one to achieve
whatever one aims or sets out to achieve within a given speech community.

Based on the foregoing, Swales (1990:29) states that a discourse community has
“...mechanisms of intercommunication among its members, has acquired some specific
lexis, possess one or more genres in the communicative furtherance of its aims and has a
broadly agreed set of common public goals”. From these words, it is understood that
Swales (1990) projects the characteristics of what can be described as a society of people.
This author establishes that members who make up a given society must have a means
and the inclination to communicate, noting that they must have a language or medium of
interaction that is knowledgeable to them. Swales (1990) equally went on to assert that
these people who make up a society do possess preferred style(s) with which to
communicate with each other or one another and as always the case with any unit of
people, whether political, social, economic or cultural, they must have common goal(s)
that they aim to achieve. A review of some theories is done to help shed more light on

this present work.

i.  Ethnography of speaking
Based on the need to achieve effective speech, Hymes (1962) puts forward a theory
of language study, which he titles ‘Ethnography of speaking’. Most ethnography of
communication researchers still tend to pay greater attention to speaking as it is generally
considered to be a more prominent means of communication among several other means,
which include non-verbal means (Lindlof& Taylor, 2002). Lenore (2000) posits that
ethnography of communication rests on the basic premise that linguistic items cannot be
understood without reference to the context; both linguistic and extra-linguistic, in which
they are used.
According to Duranti (2011:201), ethnography of speaking studies language use
as displayed in the daily life of particular speech communities. Thus, this approach to
language study aims to point out the codes, which a speech community employs that are

essential to their need of actualising communication activities. Thus, it pays attention to
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the types of meaning associated with various kinds of communication event. Ethnography
of communication also concerns itself with how the members of a group get used to or
internalise or learn those codes which, in turn, provide information about the speech
community in particular. Information provided by this approach helps to promote
knowledge of the various groups or speech communities within an area and, thus,
enhance communication among individuals within the community.

According to Littlejohn & Foss (2005), Dell Hymes, with his proposition of the
ethnography of communication, suggests that cultures communicate in different ways,
but all forms of communication require a shared code, communicators who know and use
the code, a channel, a setting, a message form, a topic, and an event created by
transmission of the message. These have come to symbolise what scholars of
ethnography of communication regard as the ‘Paradigms of Ethnography of
Speaking/Communication’. This means that for any communication event to be
actualised, there must be a common language or code that all the parties involved must
understand or share in common. There are ‘interactants’ or communicators present. There
is, also, a channel through which the codes/language are passed through; which can be
through speech/voice, written channel, etc. Also, it is recognised that there is a place
where any communication event takes place and there is, equally, a context within which
same occurs. Finally, there is a message or information passed or exchanged during any
communication event.

According to Durant (2011), the method of ethnography of speaking is
ethnography, supplemented by techniques developed in other areas of study such as
developmental pragmatics, conversation analysis, poetics and history. This assertion is a
strong one as it categorically points out the various fields, which influenced the ideas that
formed the methodology adopted by ethnography of speaking/communication in
conducting its studies. While developmental pragmatics is concerned with how a child
acquires the competencies underlying the rule-governed employment of speech in
interpersonal situations (Ninio and Snow 1999), conversation analysis concerns itself

with the various techniques that are adopted while discussions are in progress in order to
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ensure that the parties in the discussion adequately participate without infringement or
distortion of a linguistic interaction or communication. History is concerned with the
origin of a phenomenon or how a ‘thing’ came into existence while poetics is concerned
with the theory of poetry of literature in general.

According to Abrahams and Bauman (1971), the theoretical contributions of
ethnography of speaking/communication are centred on the study of situated discourse,
that is, linguistic performance as the locus of the relationship between language and
socio-cultural order. From the words of these authors, ethnography of
speaking/communication is chiefly concerned with studying the way the speakers of a
language express their prowess in the use of their language for speaking or
communicating with each other or with one another. In showing their prowess, they
express their knowledge of the language in relation to how certain peculiar ideas,
thoughts, views and opinions are best expressed, which of course may differ from the

way they are expressed in another linguistic community, society or setting.

ii. Pragmatics

Pragmatics is another field of study that scholars of ‘discourse’ express great
interest in. According to Agbanusi (2010:463), “pragmatics is an American philosophy,
which seeks to relate philosophy to practical life by making practical relevance and
usefulness the criteria for truth and meaning.” He also notes that pragmatism is a
philosophical theory, which attempts to provide a method for determining the meaning
and value of an idea. It was founded by Charles Sanders Peirce (1839-1914). In one of his
formulations of the basic principle of pragmatism, continues Agbanusi, Peirce has it that
to ascertain the meaning of an intellectual conception, one should consider what practical
consequences might conceivably result by necessity from the truth of the conception and
the sum of these consequences will constitute the entire meaning of the conception.

According to Agbanusi (2010), the development of pragmatism was engineered
by John Dewey and Williams James who lived between 1859-1952 and 1842-1910

respectively. William James, whose efforts were more significant to the development of

20



pragmatics notes in his various collections of essays that whatever is true is what works
in practice or what is simple and convenient in the way people think. In other words,
pragmatics concerns itself with those aspects of meaning that are easily practical and
verifiable, as well as have obvious value or significant presence in a given human society.

Yule (1996:127) on his own part sees pragmatics as “...the study of intended
speaker meaning”. Thus, this author tries to clarify the thin line between semantics
narrowed within language studies and a broader application of semantics. He thus
identifies the field of pragmatics as a field that goes beyond the study of meaning as it
reflects within words used in phrases and sentences, which semantics is concerned about.
He therefore states thus (1996:127),

Pragmatics is the study of ‘invisible’ meaning, or how we recognize

whatis meant even when it isn’t actually said. In order for that to happen,

speakers (and writers) must be able to depend on a lot of shared assumptions

and expectations. The investigation of those assumptions provides us with some

insight into how more gets communicated than is said.
From the postulations, one understands that pragmatics represents a broader application
of the study of semantics which is concerned with ‘the study of meaning’ as one is able to
make several meanings deductively from a stretch of utterances based on the society or
context in which they are uttered. It is based on these assumptions and expectations
which one anticipates from a speaker within a society or context that one is able to derive
additional meanings, which may not be found within a word, phrase or sentence.

Mey (1993) notes that pragmatics is a subfield of linguistics and semiotics (the
study of the meaning of signs and symbols), which studies the ways in which context
contributes to meaning. By extension, context here encompasses the manner, the place
and the time a speech is made. He maintains that it is in this way that the speakers and
listeners in a speech activity are able to overcome ambiguity. He equally states that
pragmatics encompasses speech act theory, conversational implicature, talk in interaction
and other approaches to language behaviour in philosophy, sociology, linguistics and

anthropology.
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Ninio and Snow (1999:2) maintain that the proper concern of pragmatics is the
description of phenomena related to the use of meaningful linguistic forms for
communicative purposes. In all, the interest of pragmatics is the study of the meaning a
speaker projects with regard to his beliefs and intentions, the context upon which
meaning is derived (as context influences the meaning of any message conveyed), the
shared knowledge about the identity of the speaker, time and place of the speech event,
the study of the underlying meaning expressed (i.e., implicatures of statements), the
determinants of a speaker’s language choice, as well as, the demarcation between what a
speaker says and the meaning(s) he intends to express or the meaning(s) which he does

not intend to pass through to the listener(s).

iii. Speech act theory

Another theory known as the speech act theory accounts for an utterance that has
performative function in language and communication. According to Bach (1987),
"Almost any speech act is really the performance of several acts at once, distinguished by
different aspects of the speaker's intention: there is the act of saying something, what one
does in saying it, such as requesting or promising, and how one is trying to affect one's
audience.” Acts such as promising, ordering, greeting, warning, inviting and
congratulating are commonly incorporated within ‘Speech Acts’ as they are regarded or
described as actions performed by speakers and in most cases, they equally compel
responses on the part of the addressee which can be in the form of verbal or attitudinal
response, where movement involving the performance of an action is compelled.

According to Bach &Harnish (1979), speech act theory was developed from the
philosophical theories of Wittgenstein. Wittgenstein believes that meaning derives from
pragmatic tradition, demonstrating the importance of how language is used to accomplish
objectives within specific situations. Littlejohn (2009)assserts that by following rules to
accomplish a goal, communication becomes a set of language games. Thus, utterances do
more than reflect a meaning, they are words designed to get things done. Based on this

fact, speech act theory has three levels of analysis introduced by Austin (1962). These
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include the locutionary act, the illocutionary act and the perlocutionary act. According to
Ndimele (1999), a locutionary act is an act of producing a grammatical and meaningful
utterance, recognisable from the point of view of the hearer. Illocutionary act/force is the
intended effect that an utterance ought to have on the hearer from the point of view of the
speaker. The speaker may want his hearer to understand his utterance as a question,
warning, threat, command, request, an invitation, etc. Perlocutionary act/effect is the
actual effect which the words of the speaker has on beliefs and attitudes (behaviour) of
the hearer; intentionally or not.
Oishi (2006:3) presents an account of Austin’s (1962) views about speech act

theory in his statement that runs thus:

Austin specifies performativity, formerly introduced as an

intuitiveidea of(performing an act). He introduces the concept of

illocutionary acts, andcarefully distinguishes them from

locutionaryacts and perlocutionaryacts.Locutionary acts include

phonetic acts, phatic acts, and rheticacts. Phoneticacts are acts of

pronouncing sounds, phatic acts are acts of uttering words

orsentences in accordance with the phonological and syntactic

rules of the languageto which they belong, and rhetic acts are

acts of uttering a sentence with sense and more or less definite

reference. Perlocutionary acts are, on the other hand,acts

attributed to the effect of uttering a sentence. Austin says that in

uttering asentence, the speaker performs an illocutionary act of

having a certain force, which is different from the locutionary

act of uttering the sentence, which is to have a meaning, and

also from the perlocutionary act performed by uttering the

sentence, which is to achieve certain effects. By these

distinctions, Austin shows that, unlike locutionary acts,

illocutionary acts have a force, and, unlike perlocutionary acts,
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illocutionary acts are valid and complete without being reduced
to the effect ofit.
The above presents a clear explanation about speech act theory and these explanations

represent a summary of what the speech act theory is all about.

iv. Discourse analysis

Another theory that is relevant is‘Discourse Analysis’ (DA). According to
Bowles (2008), Discourse analysis is concerned with meaning in use, that is, the meaning
which is produced by speakers/writers and understood by listeners/readers in everyday
life. This theory analyses both spoken and written texts in order to reflect the intrinsic
meaning of their content. Wodak and Meyer (2008) distinguish ‘Critical Discourse
Analysis’ from ‘Discourse Analysis’ by stating that the significant difference between
‘Discourse Structure’ (DS) or ‘Discourse Analysis’ (DA) and “Critical Discourse
Structure’ (CDS) or “Critical Discourse Analysis’ (CDA) lies in the constitutive problem-
oriented, interdisciplinary approach of the latter, apart from endorsing all of the above
points. CDA is therefore not interested in investigating a linguistic unit per se but in
studying social phenomena, which are necessarily complex and thus require a
multidisciplinary and multi-methodical approach; that is, CDA is concerned with
studying language and how it reflects societal problems. This is the theory which this
research has adopted for achieving its research objectives.

Another theory similar to the discourse analysis is critical discourse analysis.
Critical discourse analysis arose from ‘critical linguistics' (CL) and both terms are now
interchanged quite often.It equally states that CDA was first developed by the Lancaster
school of linguistics of which NormanFairclough was the most prominent
figure.According to Fairclough and Holes (1995), critical discourse analysis (CDA) is an
interdisciplinary approach to the study of discourse that views language as a form of
social practice and focuses on the ways social and political domination are reproduced in
text and talk. Being interdisciplinary means that it is an approach that can be applied in
various fields of study. According to Van Dijk (2007:352),
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Critical discourse analysis (CDA) is a type of discourse

analytical research that primarily studies the way social

powerabuse, dominance, and inequality are enacted,

reproduced, and resisted by text and talk in the social

and political context. With such dissident research, critical

discourse analysts take explicit position, and thus, want

to understand, expose, and ultimately resist social inequality.
Van Dijk (2007) equally contends that critical research on discourse focuses primarily on
social problems and political issues, rather than on current paradigms and fashions, and
that rather than merely describe discourse structures, it tries to explain them in terms of
properties of social interaction and especially social structure. He equally has it that more
specifically, CDA focuses on the ways discourse structures enact, confirm, legitimate,
reproduce, or challenge relations of power and dominance in society.Van Dijk (1993)
claims that CDA’s aim is to investigate the role of discourse in the production or
reproduction and challenge of dominance. Dominance is defined here as the exercise of
social power by the elites, institutions or groups that results in social inequality, including

political, cultural, class, ethnic, racial and gender inequality.

2.5.1. Speech/Discourse Structuring

According to Bowles (2008), there are a number of terms for the way in which
discourse is organised — staging / thematisation / topicalisation. These terms refer to the
way the speaker/writer controls perspective (point of view | empathy) on what is said.
Staging can occur at the level of sentence or the level of discourse. “Every clause,
sentence, paragraph, discourse is organised around an element that is taken as its point of
departure” (Grimes, 1975). This “point of departure” can be regarded as a sense of focus
which speakers/writers and listeners/readers possess. The discourse analyst needs to be
able to identify what this point of departure is and how it is managed by

speakers/writers”.
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Based on the above statements, the structuring of speeches is done in a way as to
reflect the various intentions and information that are meant to be disseminated; a speech
sometimes, can contain more than one topic or issue of discussion. In most cases equally,
contemporary issues affecting a given society at a given time comprise the content of a
speech, especially, a political speech. These contents, which can be incorporated within a
speech spring up the issue of speech structuring. The way one carries out the act of
speaking to the public is one that is consciously articulated and structured, especially
when it is politically motivated.

Thus, Denecke (1999) describes the action of structuring speeches by stating that
one considers the performative aspect of a speech act to be limited to an update of the
discourse, including models of intentions. He further states that the information provided
by some speech act may contribute to the information available in the discourse in
different ways. He also maintains that incoming information may be compatible with the
information available in the discourse and that it increases the specificity towards a
goal.One can understand that the organisation or structuring of speech, which he sees as a
performance of a speech act, to be dependent on the content and emerging information
which are meant to be incorporated within the speech.

The author equally portrays that one’s mind is always set on the achievement of the
intent for a speech while structuring the speech. Denecke (1999) also portrays this by
stating thus, “The relations between information in the discourse and the intentions of the
user help us to infer a hierarchical structure of discourse. Each level in the hierarchy
consists of a list of possibly underspecified feature structures and references to levels
below the current level.... The structure is inferred as information enters the system. If a
new speech act is classified as opening a sub-dialogue, a new level below the current one
is created. If a communicative goal is reached, the current level is closed and the level
above the current one becomes the current level again”.

Burhanudeen (2006), in his own view, highlights the content of speeches and the
pattern in which they are structured. According to the author, political speeches,

particularly, diplomatic speeches often contain sections of greetings, praise, the

26



summoning cooperation section, and finally, conclusion. He equally states that it is in this
way that the speeches are often structured alongside any other components a speech
intends to incorporate. No matter the form a political speech takes, there is always a
structure formulated for it. As Burhanudeen (2006) states, it is indeed the fact that every
properly planned political speech is structured to offer greetings to its audience before

embarking on the intentions of the speech. A speech, also, always has a conclusion.

2.5.2. Multi-ethnic and multilingual situation of Nigeria

This section sheds light on the socio-political structure of Nigeria for a better
understanding of the background of President GoodluckJonathatn’s Independence Day
speeches. According to Odinye and Odinye (2012:169), “The name Nigeria did not exist
before because the regions (that make up the country) were never one. They (each of the
regions) had their own defined and distinguished territories that were marked by their
different cultures, unique languages, kingdoms and systems of rural leadership. However,
the intrusion of the British as a result of their interest in slave trade and palm oil business,
made them bring these regions with no common features together as a nation”. Thus,
Nigeria is a country made up of several ethnic and religious groups. The citizens in the
southern hemisphere of the country are predominantly Christians while those in the
northern hemisphere are predominantly Muslims. These divisions, which are both ethnic
and religious form the strong base on which the Nigerian nation arose and is composed
of.

According to Anita and Haruna (1997:137), ethnicity is “...a dynamic set of
inherited and acquired identity markers (such as creed, mores, language, occupation,
territory, skin, colour, etc.) by which membership of a group is evaluated and/or by which
this collectivity distinguishes itself from an out-group with which it interacts”. From the
words of these authors, one can understand that an ethnic group is identified by the fact
that the individuals who make it up form a homogenous group. There are several factors
they share in common as identified above. Consequently, anyone who is not part of the

ethnic group is often conspicuously identified by lack of one or some of these factors or
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qualities with which the members of the speech community are identified. One major
conspicuous factor distinguishing the various ethnic groups in Nigeria is language.

There are many languages that are spoken in Nigeria. According to Ifechelobi
(2010:504), “Nigeria is a thoroughly multilingual nation having over four hundred
different languages. A community-based definition of multilingualism, according to
Agbedo (2007), suggests the existence of speech communities where more than two
languages are used for communication purposes. This in in contrast to a monolingualism,
which describes the state or situation of using a single language within a given speech
community, and bilingualism, which suggests a situation where two languages are used in
a given speech area. Being a multi-ethnic and multilingual nation-state, Nigeria is faced
with a lot of challenges, which are deeply rooted in variations of cultural identity.

Okeke (2010:248) categorically asserts, “That the cultural entity called Nigeria is an
amalgamation of peoples with different cultural and religious backgrounds would be
stating an obvious fact”. He goes on to write that “...it is pertinent to emphasise that the
fact that the diversity in culture, traditions and religion of the peoples of Nigeria is the
cause(s) of ethno-religious violence that the nation has been witnessing in the last five
decades of her independence, although historical evidences show that such cases predate
Nigeria's independence.” This fact prompts Odinye and Odinye (2012) to state that the
very act by the British government to forcefully merge various largely heterogeneous
ethnic and linguistic groups/nations together into one country has been seen by Nigerians
as the real cause of the political, religious and cultural tension in the contemporary

Nigerian society.

2.6. Empirical Studies
Over the years, several writers and researchers have conducted studies aimed at

analysing the speeches of various individuals and groups of individuals. Some of these
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writers and researchers include Ugwu (2013), Okorie (2011), Waya (2012), Ken-
Maduako (2013), Nwankwere (2012), Ahamefula and Okoye (2012), among others.

In a research conducted by Okorie (2011) on the various communicative strategies
that are employed by political campaigners in Enugu State, he adopts a descriptive
approach to language analysis with the aim of informing people about the forms of
language which are usually employed by politicians and political campaigners in the
state. In his study, he observes that there are regularly occurring words, which he notes,
tend to captivate the minds of the listeners, when they are spoken or expressed. He lists
some of these words and the meaning they send across to the minds of the listeners or
audience thus:

Lexicon Meaning

Roads: New constructions and rehabilitation of road network
Light: Power steadiness

School: U.B.E. - Universal Basic Education for all
Security: Defence against attacks

Water: Pipe-borne water

Job opportunities: Building of industries

The researcher equally observes that the word ‘negotiation’ is always evident in the
communicative strategies of political campaigners in Enugu State as they use the word to
mean an agreement arrived at by the political parties and the citizens on the course of
voting, which would be expected to fulfil once the term is arrived at.

The similarities between this research by Okorie (2011) and the current research
is the interest both works have in political speeches. The differences lie in the fact that
while the work of different people were analysed in his work, this research analyses the
speech of one individual- President Goodluck Jonathan. The objectives equally differ, in
that, while Okorie (2011) aims to and points out the various communicative strategies
employed by campaigners in Enugu state to draw people’s attention, this current research

aims at finding out the structural pattern of the Independence Day speeches of President
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Goodluck Jonathan, exposing his ideological perspectives as reflected in them, revealing
their information strength and finding out their contemporary relevance.

Igwedibia (2011) is a study on selected political speeches of Barack Obama. The
researcher’s aims were to discover the extent to which the co-operative principles of
quantity could be applied to the political speeches of Obama, to find out the degree to
which his political speeches violate the principles of quantity and quality, as well as to
discover the extent to which his political speeches violate the principles of manner and
relation. To achieve these objectives, the researcher adopted Grice’s conversational
implicature. In conducting this study, the researcher analysed five speeches of Barack
Obama. These speeches were entitled: Race to America, Political Reform, Religion,
Education Reform and Economic Renewal.

From the study, the researcher observes that using pragmatic principles to analyse
speeches is very important, ‘especially when political speeches are involved’ as it reveals
the extent of cooperation and understanding between the interactants in the speech
context. Another observation made is that Mr. Barack Obama’s political speeches are
better understood and appreciated with the application of Grice’s principle, which
encompasses the maxim of quantity, manner and relation as their application make it
clear and easy to notice where there are conformations as well as deviations from the
maxims, and the drawing of both the entailment and implied meanings in those speeches.
The researcher equally observes that the political speeches of Mr. Barack Obama obeyed
the Grice’s co-operative principle by generally being as informative as possible, well
founded, extensively relevant in their respective contexts, and have the posture of
perspicuity or clarity.

The research by Igwedibia (2011) and this current work are similar in their interest
studying the speeches of world leaders as they look at the speeches of Mr. Barack Obama
and that of Dr.Goodluck Jonathan respectively. Both researches equally employ Grice’s
co-operative principle in their analysis of their respective data. However, the two
researches have their differences. In Igwedibia (2011), the aims of the study were limited

to discovering the extent to which the co-operative principles of quantity could be applied
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to the political speeches of Obama, finding out the degree to which his political speeches
violate the principles of quantity and quality, as well as the principles of manner and
relation. The researcher’s observation shows that he does not violate, but rather, obeys
them. On the other hand, the current research has a broader purpose of study as it studies
the structure of President Jonathan’s speeches, his ideologies reflected through the
speeches, as well as, the information strength and contemporary relevance of his
speeches, as well as, provides an in-depth analysis of the President’s personality
evidenced through the ideological analysis of his speeches.

Ugwu (2013) is a research on language use among the clergy in the Anglican
Communion with the purpose of drawing attention to the manipulative use of language
by the clergy in the Anglican Communion, which is in contrast to the teachings and
doctrine of Jesus Christ. The researcher adopts the critical discourse analytical
framework. To do this, he particularly chose two Anglican churches which are St.
Emmanuel Anglican Church and Our Saviour’s Anglican Church, both at Obudu in
Cross-River State of Nigeria. He conducted his study by distinguishing the various
aspects that make up a service session in these churches and studying the speech of the
clergy in each session of church-service such as ‘message preamble’, ‘message’,
‘announcement’ and ‘rejoinder’ sessions. In doing so, he was able to observe that in the
speeches of the clergy in Anglican Communion, declaratives in the message preamble,
message, announcement and rejoinder sessions with the following respective percentages:
10.73%, 11.94%, 12.64% and 11.90% were much higher than grammatical questions and
imperatives that were employed.

According to this researcher, the declarative statements employed in the message
preamble session are introduced with expressions such as: “You know’; “We don’t’; ‘This
is”; “‘Itis’; ‘I know’; ‘Man of God appealed’; ‘I am’; “‘Each person is’; “You don’t’; ‘God
is’; ‘God says’; ‘God inspired’; ‘Let us agree’; “You are’; ‘Let’s remove’; ‘Writing that
says’; etc. He also identified expression used for introducing declarative statements
employed in the message sessions to include: ‘People desire’; “You know’; ‘We are’; ‘A

brother called’; “You see’; “We are seeing’; ‘They look up’; ‘People weydey do’; “‘House
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of God must not be’; ‘Houses that are’; “We are saying’; ‘The work of God is’; etc. For
expressions which introduce or begin declaratives used during the announcement session,
the researcher identifies them to include ‘I know’; ‘I will not like’; “Humble appeal was’;
“You help’; “We can now come’; ‘We are appealing’; etc.; while expressions which begin
declaratives used during the rejoinder session are identified to include ‘Some of us’; “‘Our
small group is’; “Nobody should alter’; etc.

The researcher finds out that there was a greater use of declarative statements in
‘Message preamble’, ‘Message, Announcements’ and ‘Rejoinder’ sections of the church
service than grammatical questions and imperatives with which the clergy assume the
position of ‘a giver of information while the congregation assume the positon of ‘receiver
of information’. He further observes that the information focus or ‘subject of the theme’
on ‘the rejoinder’ is the issue of money (which is dubbed- Tithe) which the addresses are
to bring/give to the church. This is the same with the ‘Message’, ‘Announcement’ and
‘Rejoinder’ sections of the church service. He equally observes that for the ‘Rejoinder’
section, focus was placed on authority and power exercise. He equally observes that
having placed themselves on a perceived sanctimonious level, whatever information from
the clergy were viewed sanctimonious and responses to any question from the pulpit was
mainly an affirmation, but never a disagreement.

The similarities between this research by Ugwu (2013) and the current research is
the adoption of discourse analysis as theoretical framework and the analysis of speeches
made Dby individuals. However, the different speeches of different clergymen were
analysed by the researcher while the current research analyses the three different
speeches of an individual. The objectives equally differ.While Ugwu (2013) aims and
points out the various discourse strategies employed by the clergy to draw people’s
attention to their manipulative use of language for purposes, which are in contrast to the
teachings of Jesus Christ, the current research aims at finding out the structural pattern of
the Independence Day speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan, exposing his
ideological perspectives as reflected in them, revealing their information strength and

finding out their contemporary relevance.
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In another research, this time by Ken-Maduako (2013), the various speeches on
the Niger-Delta Crisis in Nigeria were studied with the key objectives of:
-investigating and determining the discourse strategies employed by the different groups
and stake holders in the Niger Delta crisis
-exposing the use of non-literal communication by Nigerians in conflict situations, and
-highlighting the applicability of pragmatics in communication during crisis situations
and problem resolution

To achieve this, the researcher adopts the discourse analytical framework. The
researcher identifies the various sides which she picked as her research population. The
first population is the in-group, made up of those for resource control, the Niger Delta
activists, host communities, academic militants (through protest literature),and their
supports; the second is the out-group, that is, those against resource control, comprising
the federal government, the multi-national oil companies and their supporters; while the
third population comprise the neutral parties both within and beyond Nigeria, comprising
those that are neither for nor against resource control.

By analysing the speeches of former Nigerian Head of State, General Ibrahim
Babangida; Isaac Boro; Ebiegberi Joe Alagoa, Emeritus Professor of History in the
University of Port Harcourt; and Ken Saro-Wiwa, the researcher observes that the out-
group population, especially the individuals or groups of individuals within the
government circle, employ propaganda in the form of name calling such as ‘rebel’,
‘traitor’ and many other names, which resulted in the conviction and killing of some
Niger Delta leaders and the consequent face threats and the escalation of the conflict. The
researcher also observes, from her study, that the in-group on their own part, resorted to
this propagandist strategy in their condemnation of government. Thus, they also resorted
to name calling such as ‘tyrants’ (Boyloaf), ‘terrorists’ (student activist), ‘exploiter’, and
SO on.

The researcher also observes that the use of deictic expression, such as the inclusive
‘we’ along with its different grammatical derivations to pragmatically connote collective

ideologies of the in-group as well as the use of linguistic structures that appear in the
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forms of exaggerations and generalisations. A mixture and interchange between the
collective ‘we’ and the personalised ‘I’ was equally observed in the use of pronouns by
the former Head of State, General Ibrahim Babangida. Also, the researcher observes the
predominant use of the structure “government will”, “government will set up” by the out-
group, especially the government officials in their bid to persuade, make promises and
plead with the people of Niger Delta. She equally observes that the use of the modal
auxiliary ‘will’ produced the pragmatic implicature of an unfulfilled promise and an
unfinished task.

This work is similar to this work on the basis of the adoption of the theoretical
framework of discourse analysis and observed the use of different discourse structures in
order to achieve the intention of speaking by the various speakers. However, there are
significant differences between the research by Ken-Maduako (2013) and the current
work. The difference stems from the fact that while she paid attention to the speeches of
several individuals, this current research pays attention to the speeches of an individual-
President Goodluck Jonathan. Her attention was on the various speeches made on the
Niger Delta conflict while the current research looks at the Independence Day speeches
of President Jonathan. Again, while the researcher aimed and achieved the purpose of
investigating and determining the discourse strategies employed by the different groups
and stake holders in the Niger Delta crisis, exposing the use of non-literal communication
by Nigerians in conflict situations, and highlighting the applicability of pragmatics in
communication during crisis situations and problem resolution, this current research goes
an extra mile to reveal the information strength of the Independence Day speeches of
President Goodluck Jonathan and their contemporary relevance.

Burhanudeen (2006) is a study on diplomatic language with the aim of revealing the
components that characterise such speeches as being diplomatic. To do this, he adopted
discourse analytical framework also, to examine the various speeches which had been
delivered in international diplomacy. Such speeches include Thabo Mbeki’s (Then
President of South Africa) opening address during the Non-Aligned Movement

conference on 24 February 2003;Hamid Karzai’s (President of the Transitional Islamic
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State of Afghanistan) opening salutations during the 10th Session of the Islamic Summit
Conference; and that of President Vladimir Putin, President of Russia, during the same
Islamic Summit Conference. From the outcome of his study, he observes that speeches in
the international diplomacy domain generally have four sections. The first section is the
opening salutation. This section is then followed by the greetings and praise section, the
summoning cooperation section, and finally the conclusion.

Burhanudeen (2006) presentes Thabo Mbeki’s (Then President of South Africa)
expression in the greeting section, thus:
Your Majesties
YourExcellencies, Heads of State and Government
Your Excellencies Ministers, High Commissioners and Ambassadors
Distinguished Delegates, Observers and Guests
Ladies and Gentlemen

Burhanudeen (2006) in his analysis, notes that the example above shows that royalty
is always given precedence followed by Heads of State, Ministers, Ambassadors, High
Commissioners and finally all others as ladies and gentlemen. This is the expected
convention when there are many dignitaries to mention by name.
In analysing Hamid Karzai’s (President of the Transitional Islamic State of Afghanistan)
opening salutations during the 10th Session of the Islamic Summit Conference (OIC)
where the leader of the host country, the Honourable Prime Minister, Mathathir
Mohammad, is acknowledged before other members which runs thus:
Our Gracious host, Honourable Prime Minister, Mathathir Mohammad,
Chairman of the 10th Session of the Islamic Summit Conference
Your Majesties
Your Royal Highnesses
YourExcellencies
Brothers and sisters

Assalam o Alaikum! (Peace be upon you),
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the researcher notes that the example above has ‘brothers and sisters instead of ‘ladies
and gentle-men’ and a greeting common in the Islamic world, ‘Assalam o Alaikum!’
(Peace be upon you) which were considered unconventional for general use in the
diplomatic discourse community internationally. This arises from the fact that though the
conference was largely made up of Muslim delegates, there were also those of the non-
Islamic faith in attendance. The researcher further notes that it is, however, accepted in
the Islamic discourse community.

In analysing President Putin’s opening salutation which was simply:

Mr. Chairman

Meeting Participants,

the researcher notes that President Putin’s opening salutation simply acknowledged the
Chairman, the Prime Minister of Malaysia in this case, followed by Royalty, Ministers,
High Commissioners, Ambassadors and Heads of state all subsumed under Meeting
Participants. He maintains that although this type of salutation was regarded by the
interview team as unconventional in the international diplomacy context, it reflects the
vestige of an egalitarian communist society where everybody is considered equal; hence,
possibly, the salutation *‘Meetings Participants’ as transposed from comrades.

The reviewed research by Burhanudeen (2006) is similar to this current work with
respect to similar adoption of the discourse analytical theory. However, the two
researches differ conspicuously. The research, just like the previously reviewed
researchers, study different speeches of different individuals, the current research studies
only the speeches of one individual. Again, the current research goes beyond studying the
structure of the speeches by the various world leaders. It studies the structure adopted in
the three speeches of PresidentGoodluck Jonathan andthe ideological perspectives of the
President Jonathan as reflected in them. It equally reveals the information strength of the
speeches and also finds out the contemporary relevance of the speeches.

Nwankwere’s (2012) research on the possible influences of affective expressions on
government officials in Nigeria is another empirical work. Her purpose for the research

includes revealing the linguistic form of affective expressions used by the ‘Subject’
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(godfathers, personal assistants, servants and stooges of politicians, as well as
sycophants) and Object 1’ (political or government officers/officials) in a discourse and
the outcome of their relationship. To achieve this, she employes the theoretical
framework of discourse analysis too. In her study, the researcher identifies the following

affective expressions:

Onyeeze/eze - king, Royalty

Onyenwe m/mmadu - My/Our Lord/Master

Nna m/Nnaanyiukwu - My/Our Lord/Master
Ugoeze/Ugweze - Queen

Oso di eme/achi - Queen

Igolo (gbakaraonwa) - Shooting star/Epitome of beauty

Onye m/Onye (n)ke m- My own/personal person

Opelenge (Yoruba) - A slim and beautiful/handsome man

This researcher goes on to give examples of affective expressions in the forms of
statements or sentences and praise names employed for instance in the Igbo land such as
in Anambra state, Nigeria. They include expressions such as:

i di anyimma - You are good for us.

ina-ewetaoku - You make things happen

Anukporonkuna-ejuonu - You are very strong, hard, insurmountable, indestructible, and
so on

Aka jiigwe’, among others - Formidable; Pillar of the people/sky.

In her findings, the researcher observes that affective expressions are employed
while addressing political office holders, and most negatively, in government circles in
Nigeria and that the purpose for which the ‘Subject’ (speaker) uses them in
communicating with ‘Object 1’ (listener/hearer) is for selfish gains. She notes that in
situations where Object 1 are ‘wolves in sheep clothing’ (bad leaders), they collude with
the Subject to loot the treasury (public fund).

The similarity between Nwankwere’s (2012) research and the current work lies in

the adoption of the discourse analytical theory. However, the two researches differ
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conspicuously. The research studies different speeches of different individuals without
specifically identifying who said what while the current research studies only the
speeches of one properly identified individual-President Goodluck Jonathan. Again, the
current research goes beyond studying the structure of the speeches. It studies both the
structure adopted in the three speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan, and also exposes
the ideological perspectives of the speaker. It equally reveals the information strength of
the speeches and also finds out the contemporary relevance of the speeches.

Waya (2012) in his own study, conducts a pragmatic analysis of victory and
inaugural speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan. The aim of his research is to explain
the roles, which the speech act theory plays in ‘the status of governance and good
governance’ as reflected through the speeches being studied. To achieve this, he adopted
the ‘Speech-Act’ theoretical framework. In these speeches, he recognises some kinds of
expression he categorises as ‘assertive speeches’ such as:

This is a new dawn! Our nation has spoken;

At the end of intense and hard fought campaigns by all the political parties, our people
spoke through the ballot.

He also presents expressions, which he identifies as ‘commisive speeches’, such as:

I will continue to fight for your future because | am one of you;

| want to assure you, that | will do my utmost at all times to continue to deserve your
trust.

He also identifies the following “directive speeches’ such as:

We must develop its vast resources to tackle poverty and under-development;

Now is time for all Nigerians to reach out to their neighbour;among others

From his analysis, he observes that through the roles of speech-act, one can easily
understand through the speeches that democratic government places premium on the
interest of the people, noting that in his victory and inaugural speeches, President
Goodluck Jonathan made less use of ‘verdictive speeches’ that were used in the
commanding sense and more use of ‘assertive speeches’. He also observes that speech

acts, in a work, portrays the personality of a speaker and that the President as a political
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leader, at every point, acknowledges his family background and the circumstances that
brought him to power.

Waya’s (2012) research and this current work show similarity in the study of the
speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan as a political leader and also his personality.
However, the two researches have their differences. The study by Waya (2102) aims at
explaining the roles which the speech act theory plays in ‘the status of governance and
good governance’ and equally highlights that speech acts reveal the President’s
personality, while the current research studies the structure of his speeches, his ideologies
reflected through the speeches, as well as, the information strength and contemporary
relevance of his speeches, as well as, provides an in-depth analysis of the president’s
personality evidenced through the ideological analysis of his speeches. Again, while his
research adopts the ‘Speech-Act theoretical framework, this current research adopts the
discourse analytical theory. Also, Waya (2012) paid attention to the study of the
President’s victory and inaugural speeches while the current research studies his
Independence Day speeches of 2012, 2013 and 2014.

In the study by Ahamefula and Okoye (2012), they look at the use of language by
the then president of Nigeria, Chief Olusegun Obasanjo. Their aim is to find out if he
obeys or violates the laid-down rules for a successful speech act. They adopt the
theoretical frameworks of Austin’s (1962) Speech Act Theory and Grice’s (1975) Co-
operative Principle.Grice’s (1975) Co-operative Principle states that there is a general
agreement of cooperation between a speaker and a hearer during a conversation and he
expresses them as Quantity (speech to be as informative as possible), Quality (one should
not say what you believe to be false or lack evidenced of), Relation (one to be relevant in
conversation) and Manner (one should be articulate and clear enough). Thus, they point
out the following expressions in the then president’s words, which they observe from
their findings to buttress their point:

This idiot, go get a job- a statement he used against the media chiefs
to express his frustration towards their attempts to analyse and

broadcast his words and actions as the President;
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Shut up- his outburst to the victims of Ikeja Military Cantonment

Bomb blast when they cried out to him for mercy;

Go to Hell- a statement he made referring to an Igbo lawyer during a

visit to Atlanta

From their analysis, these researchers point out that the then President violates the basic
tenets of the Gricean co-operative principle and Austin’s felicity conditions which
propagate the need for good communication between and among people and groups of
people.

The research by Ahamefula and Okoye (2012) and this current work are similar in
their interest in the study of speeches of Nigerian Presidents as they look at the speeches
of former President Olusegun Obasanjo while the current research looks at the speeches
of President Goodluck Jonathan. Both equally employ the co-operative principle in their
analysis of their respective data. However, the two researches have their differences.
Their study employ the speech-act theory in their analysis while the current research does
not. Also, their purpose of study is limited to finding out if former President Obasanjo
obeys or violates the laid-down rules for a successful speech. Their observation shows he
does not. On the other hand, the current research has a broader purpose of study as it
studies the structure of President Jonathan’s speeches, his ideologies reflected through the
speeches, the information strength and contemporary relevance of his speeches, as well as
an in-depth analysis of the president’s personality evidenced through the ideological

analysis of his speeches.

2.7. Summary of Literature Review

The review of literatures done in this work is one that proves very relevant in
enabling one to understand the research better. In the theoretical studies, the views of
several authors and writers that relate to the focus of this research work are discussed.
These views border on language, speeches, discourse and their relationship or interplay
within the Nigerian society as well a review of some theories, which are relevant in

analysing speeches or discourse such as the ‘Ethnography of Speaking/Communication’,
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‘Pragmatics’, ‘Speech Act theory’, ‘Critical Discourse Analysis’ and ‘Discourse
Analysis’.

The empirical studies provide discussions on some of the research works, which
other researchers have conducted on several speeches, which have been delivered in
various places or contexts and by various individuals, which reflect their own personal
views as well as the speeches of individuals that reflect the views of a group of people.
The various approaches and theoretical frameworks, which these researchers adopted for
their various works such as the Austin’s (1962) speech Act Theory and Grice’s (1975)
Cooperative Principle, Critical Discourse Analysis as well as the Discourse analysis,
which is employed in this research, were identified. The review equally reveals how they
were able to help in analysing the data obtained by the researchers, and provided findings
from them.

One thing that is very significant from all these literatures reviewed is the fact that
none of them has been able to take a look at the Independence Day speeches of
Dr.Goodluck Jonathan- the President and Commander-In-Chief of the Armed Forces of
the Federal Republic of Nigeria in recent the years. These Independence Day speeches
are speeches, which provide a history of the country, remember the nation’s heroes and
also reflect the true and contemporary situation of the country at a given period, which
the citizens crave to have knowledge about. A review of these Independence Day
speeches by President Goodluck Jonathan delivered in 2012, 2013 and 2014 is what this

research therefore aims to conduct.

2.8. Theoretical Framework

The theoretical framework adopted in this research is ‘Discourse Analysis’. The
term first came into general use with the publication of a several papers by Zellig Harris.
McCarthy (2011) states that at a time when linguistics was largely concerned with the
analysis of single sentences, Zellig Harris published a paper with the title 'Discourse
analysis' (Harris 1952). Harris was interested in the distribution of linguistic elements in

extended texts, and the links between the text and its social situation. He also traces the
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development of discourse analysis to the emergence of semiotics and the French
structuralist approach to the study of narrative.

McCarthy (2011) further states that in the 1960s, Hymes provided a sociological
perspective with the study of speech in its social setting (e.g. Hymes 1964). He equally
states that the linguistic philosophers such as Austin (1962), Searle (1969) and Grice
(1975) were also influential in the study of language as social action, reflected in speech-
act theory and the formulation of conversational maxims, alongside the emergence of
pragmatics, which is the study of meaning in context. Thus, it is pertinent to state that
discourse analysis grew out of works which were conducted in different disciplines in the
1960s and early 1970s, including linguistics, semiotics, psychology, anthropology and
sociology (McCarthy, 2011).

According to Tannens (2002:36), discourse analysis is “the analysis of language
beyond the sentence, which contradicts with types of analysis more typical of modern
linguistics, which are chiefly concerned with the study of grammar”. This means that
discourse analysis does not merely seek to account for the phonological, morphological
and syntactic aspects of an expression but equally goes ahead to study the usage of the
language by a given speaker and the possible impact of the language, as well as the use of
the language within context or society. Thus, McCarthy (2011) notes that discourse
analysis is, thus, fundamentally concerned with the relationship between language and

the contexts of its use.

Claims of discourse analysis

The analytical framework of discourse analysis, according to Bowles (2008), views
discourse as a social phenomenon rather than a purely linguistic one. He further states
that discourse analysis influences and is influenced by a number of other disciplines. It is
highly practical and is used in all areas of communication (especially institutional areas
such as medicine, law and education) and with all forms of talk — speech and written
texts, everyday language, specialised language, formal and informal language. Discourse

analysis also examines how language is used to sustain social institutions and manipulate
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opinion; how it is used in the expression of ideology and the exercise of power. Discourse
analysis can also be used to develop awareness of linguistic features in the interpretation
of literary texts.

The above named author sums up his ideas about discourse analysis by stating that it
examines spoken communication (talk/speech/spoken texts/spoken messages) between
speaker(s) and listener(s) and written communication (texts/messages) between reader(s)
and writer(s). It stresses the need to see language as a dynamic, social interactive
phenomenon. He further states that meaning is conveyed not by single sentences but by
more complex exchanges, in which the participants’ beliefs and expectations, the
knowledge they share about each other and about the world, and the situation in which

they interact, play a crucial part.

Methodology/Procedure of analysing data

In terms of methodology, Brown and George Yule (1983) contend that discourse
analysis employs theoretical perspectives and analytical approaches which include:
applied linguistics, conversation analysis, cognitive psychology (which has to do with
studying the production and comprehension of discourse), critical discourse analysis,
discursive psychology, emergent grammar, ethnography of communication, functional
grammar, interactional sociolinguistics, pragmatics, response based therapy
(counselling), rhetoricstylistics (linguistics), sublanguage analysis, text linguistics, as
well as variation analysis. They also note that although these approaches emphasise
different aspects of language use, they all view language as social interaction, and are
concerned with the social contexts in which discourse is embedded. Consequently, it is
the fact that discourse analysis has no laid down procedure of analysis; but rather, it
adopts any approach such as descriptive approach, statistical approach, etc., which are
suitable to enable it reflect the meaning associated with a social context in a given

discourse activity.

Strengths of discourse analysis
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The strength of discourse analysis as a theoretical framework is its ability to
incorporate the use of several theoretical perspectives and analytical procedures as earlier
highlighted. These various perspectives and procedures handle the analysis of different
kinds of speeches in different ways; safe to say that discourse analysis is an all-
encompassing theoretical framework for the analysis of speeches of various kinds. There
are a lot of information hidden in speeches, which can be made bare when analysed with
a suitable theoretical framework such as discourse analytical framework. Information in a
speech, which can be revealed with its use include the ideology of a speaker as well as
speaker’s(’) and listener’s(‘) status. Thus, Yatsko (2013) notes that discourse analysis is
capable of revealing socio-psychological characteristics of a person/persons. Other pieces
of information that can be revealed by discourse analysis include the relevance and
information strength of a speech, as well as information on many other factors that relate
to speech and its usage in various contexts. These facts constitute the strengths of
discourse analysis that make it the suitable analytical framework for this research; and in
this research work, Grice’s conversational analysis which operative within the ambit of
discourse analysis will be greatly employed.

According to Grice (2975), the ‘calculation’ of conversational implicatures is
grounded on common knowledge of what the speaker has said, the linguistic and extra
linguistic context of the utterance, general background information, and the consideration
of what he calls the *Cooperative principle’. Based on this, Grice emphasizes that
cooperative principle is implemented in the plans of speakers and understanding of
hearers by following the maxims of quantity, quality, relation and manner, which are
explained thus:

- Quantity: This maxim stipulates that one should speak as informative as required
based on the topic at hand and should not be more informative than required.

- Quality: This maxim stipulates that a speaker should try to make sure that his
information provided is true and should not say what is believed to be false or what one
lacks adequate evidence

- Relation: This maxim stipulates that one should be relevant in one’s speech, and
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- Manner: This maxim stipulates that a speaker should express his speech clearly, as
well as make it transparent and easy to understand. Thus, this maxim emphasizes that one
should avoid obscurity of statement, avoid ambiguity, be brief and be orderly as well.
The summary of these maxims is that one should make one’s statement as required
as possible, at the stage at which it occurs, by the accepted purpose or direction of the
talk exchange in which one is engaged (Grice, 1989). It is on these maxims of
cooperative principle which form the core of conversational analysis that the analysis of

data for this research will be based.

CHAPTER THREE
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

3.8. Preamble

This chapter explains the procedures and methods adopted for conducting this study on
the Independence Day speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan of 2012, 2013 and 2014.
3.9. Research Design and Procedure

Relevant works of literature, which help to shed more light on the nature of the
research work are then discussed, as well as the review of similar researches, which have
been conducted. These reviews helped the researcher to identify the gaps that have been

created or gaps, which still exist in this line of enquiry. The laid-down systematic plan for
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the work is presented, followed by the collection and presentation of data, as well as analysis
of data based on the theoretical framework of discourse analysis. The work then ends with

the summary of its findings or observations made from the study.

3.10. Area of Study

The area of study for this work is discourse analysis which is concerned with studying
the usage of language by a given speaker, the possible impact of the language as well as the
use of the language within a context or society. In other words, semantics is the branch of
linguistics which deals with the study of meaning. In this study, therefore, discourse
analysis, which is the theoretical framework employed in this research work enables the
researcher to reflect the meanings of those aspects of discourse that relate to the enquiry of
the work. That is, based on the area of semantics, the theoretical framework of discourse
analysis invaluably helps in the analysis of the speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan
during the celebration of Nigeria’s Independence Day, to help reflect some hidden meanings

or information expressed in some expressions of the president.

3.11.Population for the Study

The populationfor this study comprises three of the five Nigeria’s Independence Day
speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan. The president delivered Nigeria’s Presidential
Independence Day speeches in 2010, 2011, 2012, 2013 and 2014. Out of these five speeches,
the ones delivered in 2012, 2013 and 2014 are selected to constitute the research population

for this study.

3.12.Sampling

President Goodluck Jonathan had presented a total of five Independence Day speeches.
These include the Independence Day speeches of 2010, 2011, 2012, 2013 and 2014. QOut of
these five speeches, the researcher seeks to study the most contemporary or recent speeches

among them. To achieve this, the research adopted a purposive sampling technique.
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Thus, a sampled size of three separate Independence Day speeches of President
Goodluck Jonathan were selected for this research. These three speeches include the 2012,
2013 and 2014 Independence Day speeches of the President during the celebration or

commemoration of Nigeria’s Independence from the British colonial rulers.

3.13.Instrument for Data Collection

The instrument employed for this research include pen, paper, CD recorder, CD player,
photocopying machine, calculator, computer and printer. These instruments were handy for
the collection, duplication, statistical calculation, organization of data writing and producing

copies of the research.

3.14.Method of Data Collection

The research took to the internet to obtain audio-visual copies of Dr.Goodluck
Jonathan’s speeches during Nigeria’s Independence Day celebrations of 2012, 2013 and
2014, particularly from the website- www.youtube.com. After obtaining these audio-visual
copies, the researcher undertook a careful and accurate transcription of these speeches, as

well, in order to ensure that the audience is not mislead or given false information.

3.15.Method of Data Analysis

Conducting a discourse analysis of President Goodluck Jonathan’s presidential
speeches of 2012, 2013 and 2014 was done by adopting the conversational implicature
framework by Paul Grice. Five sections were recognized in the Independence Day
Speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan and each of these sections are analysed
separately using the maxims of quantity, quality and manner. Their analysis, based on the
maxim of manner, is collectively done in order to reflect the ability of the entire speeches
to either fulfil or violate the maxim.

In addition, simple statistics will be employed for calculating and obtaining figures and
percentages of various kinds of data during their comparism. The comparism shall enable the

researcher to investigate and reveal the differences and similarities between the various
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kinds of data in order to achieve a clear and successful analysis. Simple description shall
equally be employed for the description of certain presented data and analysis of

observations made from them.

CHAPTER FOUR
DATA ANALYSIS
The maxims of co-operative principle, which form the core of conversational
analysis are employed for the analysis of President Goodluck Jonathan’s presidential
speeches of 2012, 2013 and 2014 in this chapter.

4.1. Analysis of the sequence/Structure of the speeches
The data obtained, which are in the appendix, show that the Independence Day
speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan are structured to follow a particular pattern

and the question one may tend to ask is, “Does the structuring of these speeches fulfil
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the 4 maxims?” The structure of the speeches consists of 5 sections which, however,
do not have strict lines of demarcation. These sections are presented in the table below,
include:
Table 1

Sections  of Topical contents of the speeches

the Speeches

Section A Greetings and introduction of the occasion

Section B Incorporating every Nigerian as contributing to Nigeria’s history

and current status

Section C Highlighting the achievements made, the challenges facing

Nigeria and efforts being made to handle them

Section D Messages of hope and promise, and call for collective

responsibility

Section E Conclusion with compliments

4.1.1. Greetings and introduction of the occasion

The data obtained shows that greetings and introduction of the occasion
(Example, 52nd/53rd/54th Independence Day celebration of the country) characterise
the first sections of President Goodluck Jonathan’s Independence Day speeches,

though with different kinds of expression.

4.1.1.1. Data presentation: In 2012, this section began with the expression:
Beloved country men and women, on this day, fifty-two
years ago, our founding fathers brought joy and hope to
the hearts of our people when they won independence
for our great country (1)

That of 2013 began with the expressions presented below:
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Fellow Nigerians, today marks 53 years of our
independence as a nation. (85) First and foremost, |
would like to say congratulations to us all (86)

while that of 2014 began with the statement below:
Fellow Nigerians, today marks the 54th anniversary of

our country’s independence as a sovereign nation. (92)

4.1.1.2. Analysis of Section A of the speeches using the cooperative maxims

of quantity, quality and manner
i. Maxim of quantity

This maxim stipulates that one should be as informative as required based on the
topic at hand and should not be more informative than required. Looking at the data
above, it is clear that President Goodluck Jonathan was informative in his speeches as
much as was required. This owes to the fact that he simply offered greetings and
introduced the occasion in 2012 with the statement

Beloved country men and women- (1)
In 2013, he went an extra mile to congratulate the citizenry (sentence 86). However, he
simply went straight to introduce the occasion in the 2014 speech. Thus, in the three
speeches, the President avoided being more informative than required in this section.
Importantly, therefore, the manner in which these greetings and introduction of the
occasions are made are as informative as required. This shows that the maxim of
quantity is fulfilled by President Goodluck Jonathan in section A of his Independence

Day speeches.

ii. Maxim of quality

This maxim stipulates that a speaker should ensure that one’s information is true
and should not say what one believes to be false or lacks adequate evidence. Section A
of the speeches fulfils the maxim of quality with the information provided, in each

case, being the truth. In his 2012 Independence Day speech, he says:
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...on this day, fifty-two years ago.... (1)
Being that Nigeria gained her independence on 1st October, 1960, calculating from
then shows that the day of his speech was the 52nd year after Nigeria’s independence.
Thus, his statement fulfils the maxim of quality, which stipulates that one should make
statements that are true and have adequate evidence. His statement in 2013 below also
fulfils the maxim of quality since it is the truth, rather than being a false statement.

Today marks 53 years of our independence.... (85)
For his speech in 2014, he notes:

Today marks the 54th anniversary of our country’s

independence.... (192)
This statement equally fulfils the maxim of quality as it is a statement that one believes
to be the truth and nothing but the truth, judging from calculation of years past, since

the day of Nigeria’s independence.

iii. Maxim of manner

This maxim stipulates that a speaker should make his speech clear, transparent and

easy to understand. Thus, this maxim emphasises that one should avoid obscurity and

ambiguity but be brief and orderly as well. Section A of the speeches are observed

to

have expressions that are clear and brief. There are expressions, which are equally

ambiguous. Evidences are shown by the statements in this section which are clear,

straight to the point and well ordered. In terms of orderliness, the speeches start with the

President offering greetings to the citizens and/or stating the occasion of the speech

before any other statements.
Beloved countrymen and women, on this day, 52 years ago, our
founding fathers brought joy and hope to the hearts of our people
when they won independence for our country (1) — 2012,
Fellow Nigerians, today marks 53 years of our independence as
a nation (85). First and foremost, | would like to say congratulations
to us all (86)- 2013,
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Fellow Nigerians, today marks the 54th anniversary of our
country’s independence as a sovereign nation (192). This is also the
10th month of our journey into a new country, having marked the

centenary of our nation in January this year (193).- 2014.

However, the expression below is ambiguous as the words and the syntax of the
sentences do not yield one semantic value:
Beloved countrymen and women... (1)

This is because he uses the expression- ‘country’ to qualify the male citizens of the
country and fails to do the same with the female counterparts. It is possible for
‘country’ to qualify ‘women’ as well. Thus, if the countrymen are dear to him, are the
women who are dear to him, female citizens of the country or other groups of women?
Semantically, therefore, the statement is ambiguous. On the other hand, ‘Fellow
Nigerians’ simply gives the listener the idea that the President acknowledges his being
a citizen of the country too, and so, is unambiguous

Again, the expressions ’52 years ago’ and ’53 years ago’ are adverbial phrases
(of time) which tell us when something happened, while ‘54th anniversary of our
country’s independence’ and ‘10th month of our journey’ are noun phrases, which

simply name their respective events briefly and without ambiguity.

4.1.2. Incorporating every Nigerian as contributing to Nigeria’s history and
current status
An observation of the speeches also shows that expressions that depict the
President’s incorporation or recognition of every Nigerian as contributing to the
country’s history and current status features in the 2nd sections of President Goodluck
Jonathan’s Independence Day speeches.
4.1.2.1. Data presentation: In 2012, section B contains the following excerpt:

Nigeria made a clean break with more than six decades of colonial
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rule, and emerged as a truly independent nation (2) Those who
witnessed the lowering of the Union Jack and the emergence of the
Green White Green flag continue to relish the memory... (4)
That future is here; we are the inheritors of a great legacy that
goes even much farther into the past (5).
That of 2013 has the following expressions:
First and foremost, | would like to say congratulations to us all (86).
Through thick and thin, we have built this country together (87). Through
triumphs and trials, we have developed a Nigerian identity in our own way (88).
That of 2014 has the following excerpt:
This is also the 10th month of our journey into a new country, having
marked the centenary of our nation in January this year (93). We made
some far reaching advances in building a strong, united and prosperous

nation. (195).We have proven that we are truly a resilient nation. (198)

4.1.2.2. Analysis of section B of the speeches using the cooperative maxims of

quantity, quality and manner
i.  Maxim of quantity

Section B, which is ‘the incorporation of every Nigerian as contributing to
Nigeria’s history and current status’, also fulfils this maxim. In being the 2nd section
in the speeches, it is informative, as much as is required, as perceived in the excerpt
below:

That future is here; we are the inheritors of a great legacy that

goes even much farther into the past (5)- 2012,

we have built this country together (87). Through

triumphs and trials, we have developed a Nigerian

identity in our own way (88)- 2013,

We made some far reaching advances in building a

strong, united and prosperous nation. (195).We have
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proven that we are truly a resilient nation (198)- 2014.
The information provided in this section is, equally, adjudged to be as informative as
required as it draws the attention of Nigerians and makes them possess the feeling of

being part of the country and being the people whom the speeches are meant for.

ii. Maxim of quality

Section B of these speeches also fulfils the maxim of quality. This is based on the
fact thateven though those at the corridors of power make the policies and endeavour
to enforce them, the successes and failures of the implementation of these policies
largely depend on their perception and application by the citizens. It should be noted
that ‘the citizens’, as used here, comprise both those who lived, experienced, and
contributed to the country’s independence, and those who are part of the country’s
citizenry currently. For instance, the policy of increase in the minimum wages of
workers across the country instituted by the federal government is yet to be
implemented by several states and private employers of labour (Appendix 2) and this
affects the economic/financial well-being of the citizens, as well as the future of the
country. This, indeed, shows that in truth, Nigeria’s history and current status is a
collective responsibility. Thus, the statements below are all expressions, which justify
or fulfil the maxim of quality in the Independence Day speeches of President
Goodluck Jonathan:

The future is here; we are the inheritors of a great legacy

that goes even much farther into the past...(5) We weathered the

storm of the civil war, we refused to be broken by sectarian

crises....(17)- 2012,

Through thick and thin, we have built this country.... (87). Through

triumphs and trials, we have developed a Nigerian identity in our

own way (88). - 2013, and

we made some far reaching advances in building a strong,

united and prosperous nation (195). We also overcame the forces of
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disunity that culminated in a debilitating civil war (196). — 2104

iii. Maxim of manner

Section B of these speeches have statements which fail to fulfil the maxim of
manner as some of them fail to meet up with one or another of the requirements of the
maxim. The major flaw of this section of his speech is the inability to be brief. In
2012, he went through recounting the glorious deeds of the country’s founding fathers
in winning the independence, and how happy and proud of it the present citizens are,
over and over again. The excerpt below are evidence of this:

...our founding fathers brought joy and hope to the hearts of our people

when they won independence for our great country.... (1) Those who

witnessed the lowering of the Union Jack and the emergence of the

Green White Green flag continue to relish the memory, because the

ceremony was not just about the destiny of a nation, but the future of

a people (4). That future is here; we are the inheritors of a great legacy

that goes even much farther into the past. (5)
These statements or series of sentences reflect only one idea (heroics of Nigeria’s
founding fathers in winning the independence and the pride, joy and hopes of
Nigerians about it). More statements in this speech reflecting the same idea run thus:

In 1960, our diversity became a source of strength, and the new leaders

resolved to carry the flag of independence for the future generations.... (9)

We also celebrate the patriotism of our heroes past...and several others who

made the case for our independence (12).
The same can be observed in the expressions made in 2013 below:

Through thick and thin, we have built this country together. (87)

Through triumphs and trials, we have developed a Nigerian identity

....(88)
These statements above share the same idea; which is, Nigeria has faced challenges

and triumphed in them. With these expressions above, therefore, it is easy to observe
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that, indeed, the President fails to fulfil the cooperative maxim of manner by not being
brief.

In the speech of 2013, some expressions yield a contradictory result (this is
attributed to his inability to be brief in his speeches). Let us take a close look at these
statements:

Our strength has been in our adversity.... (90)

| admit that these may not be the best of times for our nation.

Our people are divided in many ways- ethnically, religiously,

politically and materially. (99)

An examination of these two statements show that the President contradicts himself.
First, he expresses positively that the diversity (ethnically, politically, socially,
religiously, etc.) has been from where she draws strength, and at the same time, in the
same speech, expresses negatively that the country’s problems are attributed to her
diversity. However, this section of his speech in 2014 is observed to fulfil this maxim
as it is brief enough because it is straight to the point and is expressed in 6 meaningful
sentences with different ideas.

4.1.3. Highlighting the achievements made, the challenges facing Nigeria and
efforts being made to handle them
An observation of the speeches also shows that the expressions depicting the
President’s attempts to highlight the achievements of the country or those of his
administration in particular, the challenges facing Nigeria and efforts being made to
handle them, characterise the third sections of President Goodluck Jonathan’s
Independence Day speeches.
4.1.3.1. Data presentation: In 2012, this section contains the following excerpt:
...we are working hard and making progress on many fronts. (24) ....our
elections are now globally acclaimed to be free and fair. (25) Nigeria’s real
Gross Domestic Product (GDP) has grown by 7.1 percent on average. (29)
Our country’s power supply situation is improving gradually. (52) ...the fight
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against the scourge of corruption is a top priority of our administration. (59)
That of 2013 has the following excerpt:

Our people are divided in many ways- ethically, religiously, politically,
and materially. (100) Just two days ago, terrorist elements attacked the
College of Agriculture in Gujba, Yobe State. (137) On May 29th this year,
| presented to the nation a mid-term report of my administration’s
Transformation Agenda... (150) aimed at reconstructing...effective and
efficient service delivery.... (151)

That of 2014 has the following excerpt:

Our somberness has to do with the...activities of terrorist elements
who have done the unimaginable to challenge our unity as a people...(201).
Night after night, day after day, our security forces continue to engage
the terrorists in battle (208). Our power sector reform is on course.... (250).

We are making giant strides in the agricultural sector....(251)

4.1.3.2. Analysis of section C of the speeches using the cooperative maxims of

quantity, quality and manner

i.  Maxim of quantity

Section C, which is the highlighting of achievements made, the challenges facing
Nigeria and the efforts being made to handle them, contain expressions that are as
informative as required in the speeches. This is also justified by the fact that the
importance of every political speech to the citizens of any country is to give an
account of the activities of the leaders. The following excerpts provide such
expressions that are as informative as required in D sections of the speeches:

we are working hard and making progress on many fronts (24)....our

elections are now globally acclaimed to be free and fair (25).- 2012

Just two days ago, terrorist elements attacked the College of Agriculture
inGujba, Yobe State (137). On May 29th this year, | presented to the
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nation a mid-term report of my administration’s Transformation Agenda...(150)
aimed at reconstructing...effective and efficient service delivery... (151).- 2013
Night after night, day after day, our security forces continue to engage

the terrorists in battle (208). Our power sector reform is on course.... (250).

We are making giant strides in the agricultural sector... (251).- 2014.

This section, thus, briefly highlighted these achievements made by the country, the
challenges facing it, as well as the efforts in tackling them. Therefore, in being as
informative as is required by accounting for the successes, failures and efforts being
made to solve the nation’s problems, section C of the Independence Day speeches of
President Goodluck Jonathan in 2012, 2013 and 2014 fulfils the maxim of quantity.

ii. Maxim of quality

The content of his speeches that reflect the achievements made, the challenges
facing Nigeria and the efforts being made to handle them, which form sections C,
however, do not all fulfil the maxim of quality as some statements can be said to have
violated the requirement of the maxim, which stipulates- “Do not say that for which
you lack adequate evidence”. This means that one should make statements that are
properly verified and authenticated. First, let us look at the statements that fulfil the
maxim of quality as stipulated by the cooperative principle.

...our elections are now globally acclaimed to be free and fair....(25)

The Manufacturers Association of Nigeria (MAN) has disclosed that,

as at July 2012, 249 new members across the country have joined the

Association...(49), ...in recent times, we have witnessed serious

security challenges in parts of our country (53)- 2012

Just two days ago, terrorist elements attacked the College of Agriculture,

Gujba, Yobe State killing a number of innocent students....(137) ...it

would be helpful for us to reflect on the fact that Syria was once a

peaceful, thriving, multi-cultural nation which played host (132)- 2013
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...we have launched the Victims Support Fund....(219) Presidential
Initiative for the North East, a comprehensive programme to fast-track
the economic restoration of the region,... (221) ...earlier in the year, we
launched the Nigeria Industrial Revolution Plan (NIRP) (259) — 2014.

These statements fulfil the maxim of quality because they are truthful and the speaker
has adequate knowledge about the issues, being either directly involved, or having
first-hand and authenticated information about them (as evidence shows in Appendix
2). On the other hand, a statement which fails to meet the maxim of quality is his
statement regarding the place of politicians in the history and status of the country. Let
us take a look at the sentence below.
Politicians do not make a nation; ordinary folks do. (119)

This expression fails to fulfil the maxim of quality as the President in this instance, is
faulted to have made a statement which he, himself, believes to be false. This is shown
by his familiarisation with politicians and acclaims of their efforts in contributing to
the country’s progress, which are always highly publicised in the country’s politics

(Evidence in Appendix 2).

iii. Maxim of manner

Section C of his Independence Day speech in 2012 has sentences that breach the
maxim of manner. This is attributed to the fact that the President tries to make enough
effort in highlighting his achievements and those of his administration, challenges
facing the country and efforts in handling them, within a limited time. Thus, as he goes
from highlighting one achievement briefly, he moves to the other. So this strategy
fulfils the maxim of manner. Example are the statements below:

Nigeria is now on a higher pedestal regarding elections.... (26)

...the Nigerian economy has done appreciably well despite the

global financial crisis.... (28)

Our country’s power supply situation is improving gradually.... (32)
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Also, let us take a look at the following sentence obtained from sentences 29 and 30:
Nigeria’ real Gross Domestic Product (GDP) has grown
by 7.1. per cent on average (29).
It is also significant that the GDP growth has been driven

largely by the non-oil sector (30).

These information above are not detailed. Thus, the statistical data- ‘7.1 per cent
(7.1%) and the concept of Gross Domestic Product (GDP) are not easy to understood
by the lay man or common Nigerian; as evidences show that majority of Nigerians
lack access to quality education. Thus, if this speech is, indeed, made for the illiterate
and semi-literate Nigerians (which, of course, is the case), then, it is right to state that
this section of the speech does not fulfil the CP maxim of manner, which emphasises
that a speaker should be clear and easy to understand. His providing clear explanation
of the statistics and the technical concept for the benefit of his audience is necessary.
That of 2013 records a lot of flaws, which fail to fulfil the maxim of manner. This

IS because, its section C is poorly ordered. The President goes through one topic and,
half-way, abandons it to highlight another, only to return to the previous topic once
more at some point into the speech. This is a sign of a poorly ordered speech, which
violates the CP maxim of manner. The excerpt below are instances:

My Compatriots, history has proven that nations take time to

evolve. (125)

We should rejoice in our democracy because it enables us to

be united by our differences. (126)

The threats we face may be real and immediate.(128)

Fellow Nigerians, the spectre of extremism haunts every democracy

in every corner of the globe (134)

Fellow Nigerians, this is a time to pull together behind the national

cause (144)
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Our Transformation Agenda, which is part of the overall vision of
making Nigeria a land of greatness, has been delivering positive
and encouraging results. (149)

In my address to the UN General Assembly last week, |
emphasised the crucial role of democratization in improving the
fortunes not just of this country, but of our entire continent. (163)

Democratic values encourage diversity. (164)

From the data above, the President applauds the values of democracy in sentences 125
and 126, from which he jumps to issues relating to terrorism, which constitute
sentence numbers 128-134. In sentence 144, he calls for the support from every
Nigerian and, in 149, goes into highlighting the success of his administration’s
Transformation Agenda. Interestingly, after going through these other various issues or
topics, he reverts to discussing democracy in sentences 163 and 164.

Another observation made in this speech which fails to meet the maxim of
manner is his use of ambiguous expressions regarding the place of the politician in the
history and status of the country. Let us take a look at the sentences below.

It is the individual and collective heroism of these regular folks

that has placed our nation on the path of greatness (122). Politics

and politicians sometimes distract the people and create unnecessary

tension(123). But our independence is about the same people, the

people of Nigeria... (124).
Ambiguity in the statement arises from the inability of the reader or hearer to
understand who and who the president refers to as being included when he says “But
our independence is about the same people....” Thus, one is left to ask, “Are the
politicians also included among this ‘same people’ being referred to above?” This
statement therefore, is ambiguous.

Section C, in his Independence Day speech of 2014, sees the President fail to

fulfil the maxim of manner, which advocates briefness of expressions. This arises from
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the fact that he spent a lot of time on issues relating to terrorism; expressing them in
various ways and in various sentences, which in the end send one message which is
“Terrorism is evil to the country and humanity, a bane to development and a menace
which has to be ended by any possible means- embracing of peace and dialogue by the
perpetrators, or by military might.” Thus, his words on terrorism span from sentences
199- 227; over two dozens of sentences.

4.1.4. Messages of hope and promise, and call for collective responsibility

Observation of the speeches shows that messages of hope and promise, and call
for collective responsibility, characterise the 4th sections of President Goodluck
Jonathan’s Independence Day speeches.

4.1.4.1. Data presentation: In 2012, this section contains the following excerpt:
We must continue to work together, confidently and faithfully....(75)
Let me reiterate that our administration is committed to the pursuit of
fundamental objectives of an open society... (76) | have no doubt that by
the time | address you on our next independence anniversary, many of our
reform efforts would have yielded even better results. (78)

That of 2013 has the following excerpt:
Fellow Nigerians, this is a time to pull together behind the national
cause....(144) ...l re-dedicate completely myself to the service of this great
country. (146) ...another 53 years from now, our children and grand-children
will look back on our effort and be thankful that we kept the faith. (188)

That of 2014 has the excerpt presented below:
We must remain committed to a united and indivisible Nigeria....(291)
As we look forward to another year in our national life, | am more than
confident that our tomorrow will be better than our yesterday and
today. (302)
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4.1.4.2. Analysis of section D of the speeches using the Analysis of section C of

the speeches using the cooperative maxims of quantity, quality and manner

i.  Maxim of quantity

The future of any country rests on the shoulders of every citizen, highly or
lowlyplaced. Thus, section D which comprises messages of hope and promises, and
call for collective responsibility is considered a required or important information in
the speeches. These sentences show evidence of expressions that are as informative as
required:

We must continue to work together, confidently and

faithfully...(75)- 2012

...another 53 years from now, our children and grand-children

will look back on our effort and be thankful that we kept the

faith. (188)- 2013

As we look forward to another year in our national life, I am more than

confident that our tomorrow will be better than our yesterday and

today (302).- 2014

Thus, section D in these President’s Independence Day speeches is considered to have

fulfilled the maxim of quantity as well.

ii. Maxim of quality

Section D which constitutes messages of hope and promise, and calls for
collective responsibility in all the speeches cannot be analysed to find out whether they
fulfil the maxim of quality. For instance, let us take a look at the statements below:

We must continue to work together, confidently and faithfully,

to ensure that our country’s potentials are realised to the fullest

.... (75) I am confident that Nigeria will continue to be a source of
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pride to its citizens; to Africa and the Black Race and to humanity

... (82) - 2012

...let me assure you that if we do not despair, we shall reap the reward

of our labour in due season. (187), It is my prayer that another 53

years from now, our children and grand-children will look back on

our effort and be thankful....(188) —2013

Let us, therefore, unite with one heart and one mind.... (283), All our

people must be empowered to pursue the gift of the life with

happiness(287)....we must stand together in love and unity, as

one people under God (304) - 2014.
An observation of these statements provides us with the result that they are statements
whose truth(s) cannot be verified. They cannot be subjected to truth verification
because they are futuristic non-assertive statements or statements of events which have

neither taken place nor describe a phenomenon.

iii. Maxim of manner

Sections D of the speeches of President Jonathan are equally observed to have
instances of expressions, which either fulfil or violate the maxim of manner. In 2012,
the President ensured he was clear, easy to understand, brief and unambiguous.
Sentences 75-84 provide evidence of this fact. In 2013, the speech has examples of
unordered expressions and statements, which are superfluously repeated rather than
brief. Let us look at the sentences below.

Fellow Nigerians, it is time to pull together behind national

cause: the cause of our freedom, and our future (144). We

must continue to build...by remaining a nation and a people

committed to ideals...and the rule of law (159).
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The statements contain ideas or expressions that are repeated. “to pull together behind
national cause” and “to build...by remaining a nation and a people” express the same
idea, which is a call for Nigerians to be unite for a better country.

Again, contradiction is observed in this section (Section D) of his speech. The
sentences below are contradictory.

Fellow Nigerians, this is the time to pull together (144)

...We are, in every sense, a united nation (182)

We must stand as one.... (184)

In the statements above, sentence 184 gives the sense that Nigeria is already a united
nation while sentences 144 and 184 give the reader a different idea- that Nigeria is a
nation which is not yet united and are fighting or struggling to get united.
Consequently, the President in this speech, based on this instance, does not fulfil the
maxim of manner.

Poor organisation is equally observed in this section of the 2014 Independence
speech. It is observed that the President edged towards ending his speech with
messages of hope, encouragement and promises to the people, preceding his
concluding greetings when he brings in the comment regarding the case of ‘ebola virus
disease’ (EVD) which was brought into the country and had claimed some lives before
the curtailment of its spread. Thus, in sentence 291 the president begins part of his
concluding statements with

We must remain committed to a united and

indivisible Nigeria....(291)
and then, in sentence 293, he begins to comment on the case of the EVD. His comment
on EVD ought to be discussed when commenting on the achievements of the country
and the challenges facing it. This is, indeed, an instance of poor orderliness which
violates the maxim of manner.

The sentence below also violates the maxim of manner. This is because, it
constitutes so much repetition of the same idea or ideas in different sentences. Thus, it

fails to be brief as stipulated by this maxim.
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Fellow countrymen, brothers and sisters, in all our plans, and
in all our words and our actions, we must stand together in love
and unity, as one people under God (304). We are one people from
the womb of one Nigeria (305). We are brothers and sisters (306).
We are one family (307).
The repetition of the words “brothers and sisters’ in sentences number 304 and 306.
Again, ‘one people from the womb of Nigeria’ and ‘one family’ still provides the same
idea of people with common origin, which the President intends to communicate and
ends up communicating. Thus, the repetition is considered unnecessary and, therefore,

violates the maxim of manner.

4.1.5. Conclusion with compliments
An observation of the speeches also shows that statement of conclusion with
‘God bless’ wishes characterise the 5th sections of President Goodluck Jonathan’s

Independence Day speeches.

4.1.5.1. Data presentation: In 2012, this section contains the following excerpt:
May God bless the Federal Republic of Nigeria.(83)
May God bless you all.(84)
That of 2013 has the following conclusion:
May God continue to bless the Federal Republic of Nigeria.(189)
| wish you all a very happy 53" Independence Celebration. (190)
| thank you. (191)
That of 2014 has the following conclusion:
God bless the Federal Republic of Nigeria. (309)

4.1.5.2. Analysis of section E of the speeches using the cooperative maxims of

quantity, quality and manner
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i.  Maxim of quantity

Section E, which is ‘conclusion with compliments’, in the Independence Day
speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan in 2012, 2013 and 2014 fulfils the maxim of
quantity. This is because the sentences or expressions are as informative as required
and avoided being more informative that required. This evidence is shown in the data
presented.

ii. Maxim of quality

Sections E in the Independence Day speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan,
which is conclusion with compliments, cannot be subjected to truth verification in
order to find out if they fulfil the maxim of quality. Therefore, his statements below
neither fulfil the cooperative maxim of quality nor defy it:

May God bless the Federal Republic of Nigeria.(83)

May God bless you all (84) — 2012

May God continue to bless the Federal Republic of Nigeria. (189)

| wish you all a very happy 53 Independence Celebration. (190)

| thank you (191) — 2013

God bless the Federal Republic of Nigeria. (309) —2014.

iii. Maxim of manner

Sections E in the three speeches comprise expressions that fulfil the maxim of
manner as they are clear and easy to understand, brief and unambiguous. These
statements include:

May God bless the Federal Republic of Nigeria (83); May God

bless you (84); May God continue to bless the Federal Republic

of Nigeria (189); | wish you all a very happy 53rd Independence

Celebration (190); | thank you (191); God bless the Federal Republic

of Nigeria (309).
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4.1.6. Employing the cooperative maxim of relation in analysing the structuring of
the Independence Day speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan in 2012,
2013 and 2014
In any conversational analysis, what topics the speaker dwells on and how he

switches his topics of discussion or speech in order to still remain within the lines of

discussion is what counts under the cooperative maxim of relation. Thus, analysing
these speeches in accordance with the maxim of relation will not just be done in
accordance with the sections identified earlier as done in the previous analyses so far.

They will be selected in their entirety and analysed in order to find out how these

sections are switched in the course of the speech delivery by the President in order to

find out the extent to which the speeches fulfil this maxim individually.

President Goodluck Jonathan in his 2012 Independence Day speech dwells on the
topics which have been grouped into 5 sections during the course of this analysis so
far. The President makes maximum effort to remain relevant in his speech as he glides
through his points. As a matter of fact, he strictly follows his sections or parts of
discussion judiciously. Again, the maxim of relation is fulfilled in the structural pattern
of the speeches since the first attempt in establishing interaction between two
individuals or groups, especially in most African societies (example Nigeria) is always
with the aid of greeting(s). So, the structure sees the president begin with greetings to
Nigerians and introducing the occasion, which the speech is meant for, and this is what
‘Section A’ in all the speeches incorporate. Thus, after his introductory greetings, he
shifts focus to making his audience understand that they are part of Nigeria’s history
through their actions and steadfastness. Here, one can understand how he expresses
this fact; highlighting the roles of those who experienced the period of independence
or early periods of Nigeria’s history, then, gradually to the roles of the citizens in the
contemporary Nigeria. This can be noticed in the excerpt below:

...on this day, 52 years ago, our founding fathers brought joy and hope

to the hearts of our people... (1). We also celebrate the patriotism of our
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heroes past... (12). We remember as always, their contributions to the making
of the Nigerian nation, and the efforts of their successors since 1960 (13).
We also celebrate the unfailing optimism and resilience of Nigerians who

remain proud of our national identity (14).

After this, he equally redirects his speech to another angle; which is the discussion of
the achievements the country has made in various sectors, the challenges facing the
country and the efforts being made to handle the challenges. Since no country exists
without challenges and attempts to solve or handle them, section C, which is the
highlighting of the achievements made, the challenges facing Nigeria and the efforts
being made to handle them, is therefore considered a necessary inclusion in the
speeches. Here, one can observe how the President glides through these achievements
and challenges, without full details, as shown below:

We have cleaned up our electoral process; our elections are now

globally acclaimed to be free and fair (25). Nigeria is now on a higher

pedestal regarding elections (26). Over the past five years, the global

economy has been going through a weak and uncertain recovery (27)

During the same period and particularly in the last two years, the

Nigerian economy has done appreciably well despite the global

financial crisis (28). Nigeria’s real Gross Domestic Product (GDP) has

grown by 7.1 per cent on average (29).
From the statements above, one can observe how brief the President tries to highlight
his points in order to touch several other points and still ensure he remains relevant,
rather than dwelling so much on a point which can be monotonous and hinder his level
of relevance. Similar examples span throughout the speech, although at various
degrees, as one can notice that he paid attention in enumerating his achievements and
making statements of hope, encouragement and promises than any other of the topics
or sections of his speech. As a matter of fact, even in discussing other aspects of his

speech, these points keep recurring. For instance, even in the opening stages of this

69



speech, involving introduction and applauding of every Nigerian as being part of the
country’s history and current status, expressions of encouragement, promise and
recounting of achievements are observed. Examples include:

On this day, | call on every Nigerian to remain steadfast, because our

nation is indeed making progress (15). I call on every Nigerian to

rediscover that spirit that enables us to triumph over every adversity

... (16). Nigeria, | assure you, will continue to grow from strength to

strength(22).

Based on the fact that the future of any country rests on the shoulders of every citizen,
highly or lowly placed, and the fact that no country can push forward for success
without hope and belief, section D which comprises messages of hope and promises,
and call for collective responsibility is considered a necessary or important
information in the speeches. Thus, it follows section C immediately. These are then
followed by section E. Every speech ought to have a conclusion. Thus, the
incorporation of section E, which is ‘conclusion with compliments’, in the
Independence Day speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan in 2012, 2013 and 2014
as the last section of the speeches fulfil the maxim relevance. These statements are all
geared toward ensuring that he (the President) continues to remain relevant during the
course of his speech delivery.

In his speech of 2013, it can be observed that there is a greater switching across
issues during the course of the delivery. As a matter of fact, it is safe to state, based on
observation made, that all 5 sections of the President’s speech inter-weave into one
another such that without thorough observation, it would be difficult to recognise these
highlighted categories of the speech. Following this inter-weaving of issues, one
observes that even as he introduces the occasion and makes statements incorporating
everyone as being part of the country’s history and current status, the President
switches topics by stating some achievements made by his administration as well. This
can be seen in the excerpt below:

In our journey to greatness as a nation, we have built an
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economy that is robust and erected enduring infrastructure

and institutions of democracy... (107).Our sense of community,

solidarity and shared expectations is strong and capable of

withstanding the present social, economic and political challenges

that still confront us (110)
Thus, one observes that, still within this same paragraph, in which the President
recounts some of the achievements of his administration, he switches into the topic of
calling upon solidarity from the citizens and giving them messages of hope as well.

Another observation that can be made from this 2013 speech is his use of popular
quotations from James Freeman Clarke, whom he introduces as ‘the American
theologian and author, and former Nigerian Prime Minister- TafawaBalewa (can be
seen in the appendix) to stress his points on the need for the unity and the spirit of
statesmanship (thinking about the good of the country ahead of one’s own interest) and
for everyone to join hands in solidarity toward achievement of the country’s goals.
However, all these are geared towards maintaining and fulfilling the maxim of
relation, so that his speech remains relevant to the audience.

The 2014 Independence Day speech of President Goodluck Jonathan also fulfils
the maxim of relation. The way with which he switches topics of discussion is
evidence of that. Thus, one can notice how he switches his topic of acknowledging the
contributions of all Nigerians and the fact that he views the country as still being in a
sober moment in spite of the achievements made in the excerpt that runs below:

We have proven that we are truly a resilient nation... (198). In my

address to the nation last year, | did emphasise that we were in a

sober moment... (199).We are still in that mood in spite of

the many accomplishments of our administration (200).
With the statement above, the President delved into discussing the acts of terrorism
being carried out in the country. This switching between these topics or issues were
aimed at remaining relevant in his speeches, which is better achieved when different

expressions of ideas are made to link properly with one another or when an introduction
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of a new topic or issue of discussion is preceded by proper linking expressions
engineered through the discussion of the previous topic or issue.
His discussing the acts of terrorism and the harmful economic effects they have caused
Nigerians can equally be noticed to have acted as the springboard for his introduction of
the topic on his launching of a programme to help alleviate pains and sufferings of the
victims. The excerpt below shows evidence of this:

While we continue to deploy our resources in the fight against

the terrorists, we do recognise the great toll the conflict is taking

on our people (218).This is why, to assist the afflicted, we have

launched the Victims Support Fund, an independent multi-sectoral

charity... (219).
To be observed, also, is the fact that the President did not fail to talk on his
achievements and those of his administration in order to ensure, still, that his speech
remains relevant. Thus, he highlights the launching of “a special support programme for
micro, small and medium enterprises with an initial intervention fund of N220billion’,
establishment of the Nigerian Mortgage Re-finance Company to address Nigeria’s
housing deficit’, ‘the making of efforts to eliminate the graft in fertiliser procurement
system for agricultural purpose, among others. The pattern in which these issues are

linked in this speech, is observed to have fulfilled the cooperative maxim of relation.

4.2. Ideological Analysis of the speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan

during the celebration of Nigeria’s Independence Day
According to Jimoh (2012:124), “...ideology is a set of beliefs or attitudes shared by
members of a particular social group and used by them to accomplish everyday social
practices. Ideology can also be the socially shared representations of members of a
particular social group, which influences the goals, interests, perceptions, norms or
values of members of the group. The manifestation of ideology is usually observed in

group members’ selection of self-serving fundamental socio-cultural values in (their)
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viewpoint, argument and worldview.” It is based on this definition, that the ideology of

the Independence Day speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan are analysed.

4.2.6. Analysis of the use of pronouns and pronominals

The use of pronouns were employed by President Goodluck Jonathan in ways
that reflect his ideology in the delivery of his 2012, 2013 and 2014 Independence Day
speeches. His use of personal, impersonal and demonstrative pronouns are used to
create different effects.
4.2.6.1. Use of personal pronouns

In these speeches, it can be observed that he employed the 1st person singular
pronouns- ‘I’ (subject) or ‘me’ (object), second person plural- you (plural), the 1st
person plural pronoun- we (subject) or us (plural), as well as the 3 person plural- they
(subject) or them (object) in his independence day speeches of 2012, 2013 and 2014.
However, the functions which they were used to perform differ in each of these

speeches. We shall look at these functions and analyse the data presented according.

A. Use of 1st person singular pronoun
The use of the 1st singular pronoun was employed in several sentences to play a
number of functions in the Independence Day speech of President Goodluck Jonathan.

These sentences reflecting the functions are presented and analysed.

(I) Instances of his use of 1st person singular pronoun in offering encouragements
and their sentence numbers include:

2012

I call on every Nigerian to remain steadfast.... (15)

I call on every Nigerian to rediscover that special spirit.... (16)

I bring to you today, a message of renewed hope and faith.... (18)

2013

I implore every Nigerian...let us join together to fight this evil of extremism. (142)



2014

I enjoin the Independent National Electoral Commission (INEC), all security
agencies, politicians and the electorate to work conscientiously and
peacefully, together, to consolidate on the gains of the recent elections (247)

I therefore enjoin all our citizens to continue to adhere strictly to all the

guidelines that have been given by our health officials (297)

(IT) Instances of his use of 1st person singular pronoun in personalised statements
and their sentence numbers include:
2012
I have an unshaken belief in the future of our great Country (19)
I consider it a priority and sacred duty to continue to strengthen the bond of unity (20)
2013
I admit that these may not be the best of times (99)
I cannot hide from this reality; I cannot hide from my own responsibilities. (101)
I admit being overtaken by deep feelings of grief, whenever news reached
me Of the appalling atrocities in some of our States (136)
I have been consistently mindful of the weight of public expectation (153)
I recognise that it is not easy to keep believing in the possibilities of our
greatness when our faith is constantly challenged. (186)
2014
To me, the National Conference is the greatest centenary gift.... (236)
I am more than confident that our tomorrow will be better than our

yesterday and today (302)

(IIT) Instances of his use of 1st person singular pronoun in making assurances
and their sentence numbers include:
2012

Nigeria, I assure you, will continue to grow from strength to strength (22)
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I want to reassure all affected Nigerians that I share in their grief (72)

I am confident that Nigeria will continue to be a source of pride (82)

2013

But I assure you, they will not succeed. (138)

I reassure you that no cost will be spared (141)

I am pleased to affirm that, no matter the challenges we face, we are
on the right path to greatness. (148)

I want to assure everyone that Nigeria, under my leadership, will not fail. (155)

I can reassure you that Nigeria’s place on the world stage today is
strong and safe... (158)

2014

...let me restate that our task of building a better and greater country
must not waver. (217)

I have made a firm commitment that we would act on the
recommendations of the conference (232)

Every promise I make, God willing, I will see to its fulfilment. I assure

you, we shall implement the report. (234)

(IV) Instances of his use of 1st person singular pronoun to reflect his status or
high position and their sentence numbers include:
2012
Since I assumed office as President of our dear country on the 6th of
May 2010, I have continued to work with our countrymen and
women to enhance our nation’s growth and development. (23)
I have given my commitment of non-interference in the work of the
relevant agencies and I am keeping my word. (65)
I have received the interim Report of the Presidential team that I set up

to assess the flooding situation across the country. (73)
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In the next few days, I shall lay before the National Assembly the 2013
Federal Budget Proposal (77)
I am pleased with the feedback from across the country, of improvements
in power Supply (35)
2013
Presidential address on this symbolic day has served two purposes (94). It has also
allowed my predecessors and I to comment on our stewardship to the nation and
make political capital out of a state occasion. (96)
I am reminded of the comments I made a week ago to a cross-section of Nigerians
in New York during the 68th United Nations General Assembly (111)
I was elected President to continue the process of building a prosperous nation (147)
I presented to the nation a mid-term report of my Administration’s
Transformation Agenda. (150)
2014
In my address to the nation last year, I did emphasise that we were in
a sober moment (199)

I have started by setting up the Ministerial Committee (233)

(V) Instances of his use of 1st person singular pronoun in making
2012
... by the time I address you on our next independence anniversary, many
of our reform efforts would have yielded even better results (78)
2013
But this year, I will not... (97)
2014
I will continue to do all it takes to enable them to keep on inflicting

devastating blows at the heart of terror. (212)
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Again, it can be observed that the President in rare cases, also employs the pronoun
me (object) with the first person plural we (subject) in making assurances too.
Examples are:

- Let me assure all Nigerians that we shall not fail. (81).

- But let me assure you that, if we do not despair, we shall reap the

reward of our labour in due season (187)

(VI) Instances of his use of 1st person singular pronoun in making salutationsand
wishesand their sentence numbers:

2013

I would like to say congratulations to us all. (86)

Today, I salute the people of Nigeria. (124)

I wish you all a very happy 53rd Independence Celebration. (191)

I thank you. (191)

2014

I particularly thank the medical personnel (300)

I thank all Nigerians for working together to prevent what could have

become a major epidemic. (299)

(VII) Instances of the use of 1st person singular pronoun in making requests and
their sentence numbers include:

2014

I ask that you lay down your arms and embrace peace. (215)

I urge every Nigerian to put aside political, sectional or other parochial

considerations(225)

(VIII) Instances of the use of 1st person singular pronoun in making assertions

and their sentence numbers include:
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2014
To those who have genuine grievances, I affirm that Nigeria will
listen to you (216)

Table 2: Tabulation of results obtained

Year Number of roles performed Percentage increase in the
with the 1st person singular Number of roles performed with
pronoun the1® person singular pronoun

2012 5 -
2013 6 20%
2014 8 33.3%

Formula for obtaining the percentage:

Difference between the initial and final figure x100
The initial figure 1

From the data presented above, one glaring observation to be made is that the
roles which the President plays with his use of the 1st person singular pronoun
increased progressively from 5 in 2012, to 6 in 2013, and then, to 8 roles or functions
in 2014. In 2013, he adds the function of using this pronoun to reach out to the citizens
in salutation, commendation and making of wishes as the ‘Head of State and
Commander-In-Chief of the Federal Republic of Nigeria’ talking to his subjects while

in 2014, he adds the functions of using it to make requests and assertions towards the
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terrorists in Nigeria. This sends one signal which is- that the president is gradually
realising the extent of power and autonomy attached to his office as the President in
the exercise of his functions or duties as the Head of State and Commander-In-Chief of

the Armed Forces of the Federal Republic of Nigeria.

B. The use of 1st person plural pronoun- ‘we’

The use of the 1st person plural pronoun- ‘we’ (subject) or ‘us’ (object) is one
that is well employed within the speeches. He employs it in two ways: as an in-group
expression (referring to all Nigerians, including himself and his administration) and as
an out-group expression (referring to only himself and his administration). Instances of
their use are presented below.

(I) Instances of his use of 1st person plural pronoun as an in-group expression

and their sentence numbers include:

2012

...we are the inheritors of a great legacy that goes even much farther into the past. (5)

It is that resolve, and that glorious moment that we celebrate today. (11)

We also celebrate the patriotism of our heroes past (12)

We remember as always, their contributions... (13)

We also celebrate the unfailing optimism and resilience of Nigerians (14)

We weathered the storm of the civil war, we have refused to be broken by sectarian
crises; we have remained a strong nation (17)

...we have witnessed serious security challenges (53)

We will sustain the effort in this direction (64)

We must continue to work together (75).

2013

First and foremost, | would like to say congratulations to us all. (86)

...we have built this country together. (87)

we have developed a Nigerian identity in our own way. (88)



Other examples can be found in sentences 89-92, 102, 103, 106, 107, 109-111, 114, 117,

118, 124, 126-130, 132, 135, 148, 153, 156, 157, 159, 162, 168, 182, 184, 187 and 188

2014

We made some far reaching advances in building a strong, united and prosperous
nation. (195)

We also overcame the forces of disunity that culminated in a debilitating civil war

(196)

Other examples can be found in sentences 197-200, 202, 207,214, 226, 235, 236, 238-

243, 246, 258, 282, 283, 286, 387, 298, 301-307 and 308.

(I) Instances of his use of 1st person plural pronoun as an out-group expression,

and their sentence numbers include:

2012

We are working hard and making progress on many fronts. (24)

We have cleaned up our electoral process (25)

Sentences 33, 34, 36, 41, 45-48, 51, 52, 54, 60-62, 64, 66 and 81.

2013

we should not be scoring political points (97)

weshould be addressing our future as a Nation and a people (98)

We should rejoice in our democracy because it enables us to be united (126)

2014

While we continue to deploy our resources in the fight against the terrorists, we do
recognise the great toll the conflict is taking on our people. (218)

This is why, to assist the afflicted, we have launched the Victims Support Fund (219)

Other examples can be found in sentences 220, 222, 228-230, 232, 233, 244, 251, 252,

259, 262, 264, 266, 268, 272, 273,276 and 280.

The data above is presented in the table below:
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Table 3: Data 2012 vs Data 2013

Number of usage of 1st

Number of usage of 1st person

Year person plural pronoun as plural pronoun as an out-
an in-group expression group expression
10 19
2012
36 2
2013
Percentage 260% -
Increase
Percentage - 850%
Decrease

Table 4: Data 2013 vs Data 2014

Number of usage of 1st

Number of usage of 1st person

Year person plural pronoun as plural pronoun as an out-group
an in-group expression expression
36 2
2013
33 21
2014
Percentage - 950%
increase
Percentage 8.3% -
Decrease
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AnObservation based on the data above shows that the President in his
Independence Day speech in 2012, paid greater attention in using the 1st person plural
pronoun- ‘we’ (subject) or ‘us’ (object) as an out-group expression than as an in-group
expression (19 against 10). However, this drastically reduced in 2013 to 260% with
increase in the use of the pronoun as an in-group expression, while its usage as an out-
group expression decreased greatly by 850%. In the 2nd table, observation equally
show that the use of this pronoun as an in-group expression decreased a little by 8.3%
while his use of it as an out-group expression increased greatly by 950%.

This shows the extent these two factors (‘giving account of stewardship to the
Nigerian citizenry’ and ‘scoring political points by highlighting the achievements of
his administration’) have greatly affected his focus in the speeches. 2012 was a period
of lesser activities of extremism while 2013 was the reverse as it recorded immense
cases of terrorist activities. The change in the result of the usage of this pronoun in
2014 can be attributed to the balancing of his focus on the two factors influencing his

speech.

(C) The use of the 3rd person plural pronoun- ‘they’
The use of the 3rd person plural pronoun- ‘they’ (subject) or them (object) is very

much limited. It is used in the following instances:

2012

Beloved countrymen and women, on this day, fifty-two years ago, our founding
fathers brought joy and hope to the hearts of our people when they won
independence (1)

They worked together to restore dignity and honour to the Nigerian people (7)

They had their differences, but they placed a greater premium on the need to come
together to build a new nation (10).

2013

We should rejoice in our democracy because it enables us to be united by

our differences, not destroyed by them.(126)
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Just two days ago, terrorist elements attacked the College of Agriculture in
Gujba, Yobe State killing a number of innocent students...most of
themin their sleep (137)
But I assure you, they will not succeed. (138)
Nigerians, home and abroad, want a country they can be proud to call their own (148)
They encourage discourse (165)
They encourage disagreement (166).
2014
They will not succeed! (203)
In their mission, they have maimed and raped. (204)
They have killed men, women and children, rendering many children orphans (205)
They have made violence their ideology and are bent on destroying our country...
(206)
Dear countrymen and women, we will not allow them. (207)
...they have remained undaunted and unwearied in the face of constant challenge
(210)
...they are turning the tide by their prowess and determination (211)
I will continue to do all it takes to enable them to keep on inflicting devastating
blows at the heart of terror (212)
...it is our collective duty as patriots to avail our men and women in uniform of all
the support they need to fight and win this war (213)
...political leaders would be reminded at all times that there is a day of reckoning

when they have to go back to the people at the polls. (244).

The data show that the President uses this pronoun only four times in his speech of
2012 to create an effect on the listener- which is, to place the founding fathers of the
country on one side, and the rest of the citizens on another hand, and in-between,
create a point of aspiration, which the citizens ought to always work to attain

(sentences 1, 7 and 10). It was, on the other hand, employed only six times in 2013 to
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refer to the differences that disrupt the country’s unity (sentence 126), separate the true
Nigerians from the terrorists (sentence 137 and 138), the people who have developed
belief in Nigeria from the people who have not and are hoping to do so (sentence 148),
as well as, the values of democracy from undemocratic values (sentences 165 and
166). In 2014, it is employed to separate Nigerians whom he reckons as “faithful” from
those he reckons as ‘unfaithful’ (sentences 210, 211, 213) and the politicians from the
rest of the citizenry (sentence 244). He equally employed it only 10 times in 2014 to
imply a separation of the terrorists from the people who are ‘true’ Nigerians (sentences
203-207 and 212).

The use of this pronoun is, thus, very much limited in the Independence Day
speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan as it implies divisibility. That is, it creates
the idea of a person or persons as separated from the rest of the citizenry. Thus, since it
is observed that the President prefers the use of pronouns that denote ‘collective
responsibility’, the use of this pronoun is limited in his speeches; it occurred only 16
times throughout the three speeches.

It is also based on this fact that he equally makes less use of the 2nd person plural
pronoun- ‘you’ in referring to the citizens who mainly constitute his audience. Thus, in
the entire speech, the use of ‘you’ or its possessive counterpart/equivalent ‘your’ is
limited as their collective usage only occurred 24 times in his entire expressions in the

three Independence Day speeches.

4.2.6.2. The use of possessive pronouns
The use of possessive pronouns such as ‘our/ours’ and ‘their’ is observed in the
Independence Day speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan. The pronouns are

presented and analysed also.

(A) Use of possessive pronoun- ‘my’
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The use of the 1st person singular possessive pronoun- ‘my’ was also employed
in the Independence Day speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan in 2012, 2013 and
2014. However, its usage is employed in various degrees. Instances are shown below.
2012
| have given my commitment of non-interference in the work of the relevant agencies
and |1 am keeping my word (65)

2013
It has also allowed my predecessors and | to comment on our stewardship to

the nation and make political capital out of a state occasion. (96)
| cannot hide from my own responsibilities. (101)

My clarion call therefore, on this special day, is that we should begin to align
our political utterances and conduct solely to the nobler passions that unite

our people. (118)

My Compatriots, history has proven that nations take time to evolve (125)
My heart goes out to the families of all those who have fallen

victim of these dastardly acts. (139)

On my part, | re-dedicate myself completely to the service of this great country (146)
...| presented to the nation a mid-term report of my Administration’s

Transformation Agenda. (150)
| want to assure everyone that Nigeria, under my leadership, will not fail. (155)

In my address to the UN General Assembly last week, | emphasized the crucial

role of democratization (163)

In demonstration of my avowed belief in the positive power of dialogue...I have

decided to set up an Advisory Committee (174)

It is my prayer that, another 53 years from now, our children and grand-children

will look back on our effort and be thankful that we kept the faith (188).

2014

In my address to the nation last year, | did emphasize that we were in a sober
moment(199)
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My gratitude goes out to our armed forces whose will has been greatly
challenged by this insurgency (209)

Fellow Nigerians, in my independence anniversary address last year, | informed
you that we had taken cognizance of the suggestion over the years (228)

My dear countrymen and women (249)

My directives to the Federal Ministry of Health saw the ministry leading

the charge in curtailing the spread of this deadly scourge (294).

The examination of the data above shows that the President employs the
possessive pronoun ‘my’ in very rare cases as it is a pronoun, which refers to himself
and also indicates a personalisation of affairs, issues or phenomenon. He used it only
in a sentence in his speech of 2012 to create an effect on the listener- which is, to
emphasise his proposed personal action of not interfering in the duties of agencies set
up to fight corruption (sentence 65). It was, on the other hand, employed in 11
sentences in 2013 and, then, employed in the only 5 instances in 2014. Thus, its usage
is limited and only employed to achieve the single obviously identified purpose
personalising affairs, issues or phenomenon. Thus, the very limited usage of this
possessive pronoun, ‘my’, buttresses the earlier made observation that the president
shows more preference of pronouns which imply collectivism, rather than

individualism.

(B) Use of the possessive pronoun- ‘our/ours’
The use of the possessive pronoun- ‘our/ours’ was also employed in the
Independence Day speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan in 2012, 2013 and 2014

to perform desired functions. Instances of the usage are shown below.

(I) Instances of his use of the possessive pronoun °‘our/ours’ as in-group

expression and their sentence numbers include

2012
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...our founding fathers brought joy and hope to the hearts of our people (1)

That turning point was a new beginning for our nation. (3)

Other instances can be found in sentences 9, 11-15, 19, 20, 23, 25, 32, 39, 41, 45, 53,
55, 58, 60, 69, 71, 75, 77 and 78

2013

...today marks 53 years of our Independence as a nation (85)

...we have developed a Nigerian identity in our own way. (88)

Other instances can be found in sentences 90, 92 95, 98, 100, 102-104, 107, 108, 110-
112, 117, 108, 120-122, 124, 126, 135, 136, 143, 144,156,160, 163, 171, 180-182,
184-187 and 188

2014

Today marks the 54th anniversary of our country’s independence (192)

This is also the tenth month of our journey into a new century (193)

Other instances can be found inn sentences 197,199, 201, 202, 206, 208, 209, 213-215,
217, 226, 229, 235-237, 241, 246, 251, 252, 258, 261, 267, 268, 272, 280, 286, 288-
290, 292, 293, 296, 297, 301-303 and 304

(II) Instances of his use of the possessive pronoun ‘our/ours’ as out-group
expression, and their sentence numbers include:
2012
This is a central objective of our administration’s Transformation Agenda. (21)
Our vision is encapsulated in the Transformation Agenda (24)
Other instances can be found on sentences number 25, 36, 41, 42, 50, 59, 72, 76, 78,
79 and 80
2013
It has also allowed my predecessors and | to comment on our stewardship (96)
Those who are elected to govern at all levels must focus on improving the lives
ofour people (115)
Other instances can be found on sentences number 118, 140, 141, 149, 152 and 171
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2014
We are still in that mood in spite of the many accomplishments of our
administration(200)
While we continue to deploy our resources in the fight against the terrorists,
we do recognise the great toll the conflict is taking on our people. (218)
Other instances can be found on sentences number 222, 238, 242, 248-250, 261, 264,
268, 269, 271, 272, 284, 285 and 297

Table 5: Tabulation of result obtained

Year Number of usage of 1st person Number of usage of 1st person
plural pronoun as an in-group plural pronoun as an out-group
expression expression
2012 25 13
2013 38 8
17
2014 40

From the data above, it is observed that the President adopts more of the use of
possessive pronoun as in-group expressions- ‘our/ours’ than as an out-group
expression with 25 instances against 13 in 2012, 38 instances against 8 in 2013, and 40
instances against 17 in 2014. This, indeed, reflects the ideological attempts of the
President to prefer collective responsibility to individualistic or group-restricted one.

This is, it portrays the President as unwilling to take full responsibility of the state of
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the nation together with his administration; rather, he prefers to place the responsibility

in the hands of every Nigerian.

(C) Use of the possessive pronoun- ‘their’
The President also employed the use of the possessive expressions ‘their’.
Instances are presented below.
2012
| want to reassure all affected Nigerians that | share in their grief (72)
2013
But our independence celebration is about the same people, the people of Nigeria:
their industry, sense of mission and purpose, and their patience (124)
...terrorist elements attacked the College of Agriculture in Gujba, Yobe State killing a
number of innocent students..., most of them in their sleep (137)
I commend our Armed Forces and security agencies for their dedication and
bravery... (143)
Nigerians, home and abroad, want a country they can be proud to call their own (148).
2014
...it is important that we remember all the precious souls that have been lost in the
unprecedented war of terror unleashed on some parts of our country by these
individuals who want to compel us to live our lives their way (202)
In their mission, they have maimed and raped (204)
They have made violence their ideology (206)
...they are turning the tide by their prowess and determination (211)
Our overall objective is to do all we possibly can...despite the machinations
of the terrorists and their sponsors (222)
Their persistent choice of the weakest and most vulnerable in society, for
gruesome attack, provides an insight into their abnormal mind-set (224)
We are grateful to the international community...for their increased partnership
and solidarity (226).
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The examination of the data above shows that the President employs the
possessive pronoun ‘their’ in rare cases as it is a pronoun, which implies ‘out-group’
rather than ‘in-group’. He used it only once in his speech of 2012 to create an effect
on the listener- which is, to place the ‘grieving citizens’ on one end and ‘himself’ on
the other end and create the idea of ‘his caring charisma’ existing in-between (sentence
72). It was, on the other hand, employed in 2013 mostly to separate the efforts of
ordinary Nigerians, which he views as ‘positive’ from those of the politicians and
terrorists, which he views as negative (sentence 124, 137, 143 and 148), and, then,
employed in the most recurring instances in 2014 to connote a separation of the
terrorists from the people who are ‘true’ Nigerians (sentence 204, 206, 211, 222 and
226). Thus, its usage is limited and only employed to achieve specific effects using the
separatist result, which the pronoun creates. Apart from this, the president shows more

preference of pronouns, which connote ‘unity’ and “collective responsibility’.

4.2.6.3. Use of demonstrative pronouns
Thedemonstrativepronouns “this’ and the plural form “these’ are noticed to occur
in the Independence Day speeches of President Goodluck Jonathan. These pronouns
can be found in the instances below:
2012
...on this day, fifty-two years ago.... (1)
The worthy patriots who made this possible were young men and women.... (6)
Other instances can be found on sentences number 15, 21, 36, 50, 52, 55, 58, 64, 67
and 68.
2013
our Administration is taking steps to address these incidents (72)
Through thick and thin, we have built this country together. (87)

...the Presidential address on this symbolic day has served two purposes... (94)

90



Other instances can be found on sentences number 97-99, 101, 111, 117, 118, 121,
122, 128, 138, 139, 142, 144-146, 150, 151, 154, 159, 161-163, 167, 181,183 and 185.
2014
This is also the tenth month of our journey into a new century, having marked

the centenary of our nation in January this year. (193)
On an occasion like this... (202)
Other instances can be found on sentences number 209, 213, 214, 219, 221, 223, 225,
226, 233, 249, 258, 260, 263, 265, 267, 269, 273, 278-280, 286, 293-295 and 301.

An important observation to be made from the President’s use of the definite
pronouns ‘this’ and ‘these’ is that aside the regular job of a pronoun by replacing of a
noun in a sentence, President Jonathan employs it also in making emphasis;
emphasising a situation, a day, a fact, a phenomenon, etc. thus, we observe expressions
such as “this Administration” (58), “this scourge” (64), “this country” (87), etc.

Another demonstrative pronoun which the President equally employed is the
demonstrative pronoun- ‘those’. In the three speeches, he employed it in a miserly 8
instances as in the sentences below:

2012
Those who witnessed the lowering of the Union Jack.... (4)
Those challenges should not deter us. (70)
2013
Those who are elected to govern... (115)
...those in the creative industry (121),
also in sentences number 135 and 139.
2014
...those waging war against our country (215)
...those who have genuine grievances (216)
The examination shows that, just as in the case of his general choice of pronouns,

the President also avoids much use of this demonstrative pronoun (‘this’ and ‘those’)
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since it does not portray a sense of collectivism; recording only 11 instances,
collectively, in the all the three speeches.

4.2.7. Analysis of the use of declarative expressions

Of the four types of sentence that are known to exist in the English language
(declarative sentences, interrogative sentences, imperative sentences and exclamatory
sentences), it is observed that declarative sentences are common in these speeches under
analysis. Thus, it is safe to say that throughout the Independence Day speeches of
President Goodluck Jonathan in 2012, 2013 and 2014, the use of declarative expressions
span through the entire lines and paragraphs, from sentences 1 to 309.

Declarative sentences are sentences that state things the way they are. It can be said
to be a statement of fact. Thus, they state what has taken place. They are used to define or
explain a phenomenon. Declarative sentences are simply used to make statements.
Examples of declarative sentences drawn from these speeches include:

2012

Over the years, several leaders have built on the foundation laid by our Founding
Fathers (79)

The baton is now in our hands (80)

May God bless you all.(84)

2013

Fellow Nigerians, today marks 53 years of our Independence as a nation. (85)

If we look back over the years, we can say confidently that there is every reason to

celebrate. (91)

2014
The first one hundred years were marked by triumphs and tribulations... (194)

We have proven that we are truly a resilient nation. (198)

The preference and use of declarative sentences in these speeches are attributed

to the attempts by the president to ensure that his speeches reflect what he wants or
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needs them to reflect; that they are informative and viewed as authentic rather than
vague and questionable. These indeed, are not the attributes a leader would like to be
known for. Consequently, he resorts to the use of these declarative sentences in order
to assume the right personality of a strong, confident and reliable leader.

4.2.8. The number of words contained in the speeches

Observation of the speeches reveals that the Independence Day speech of President

Goodluck Jonathan in2012 comprises 1781 words. That of 2013 constitutes 2266 words

while that of 2013 comprises 2608 words.The data is shown in the table below:

Table 6: Tabulation of results obtained

Year Number of words contained in Percentage increase in the
each of the speeches number of words contained in

each of the speeches

2012 1781 -
2013 2266 27.2%
2014 2608 15.1%

Observation of the result in the table above shows that President Goodluck
Jonathan increased the number of words he utilizes in his Independence Day speeches
as the years went by. This can be attributed to the increase in the number and intensity
ofissues that arise and affect Nigeria and fact that his knowledge of the political,

religious, economic, environmental andsocial happenings in the country deepen as
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roles roll by. Consequently, he makes constant effort to address the major issues that

affect the country as much as possible.

4.3. Analysis of the contemporary relevance of the speech

Every speech delivered in any event ought to be relevant by addressing issues that
affect the contemporary times. Based on this, it is expected that any Independence Day
speech of a President ought to be contemporarily relevant by addressing issues that are
current and currently affect the country and her citizens.

Here, the sentences or expressions used by the President are analysed to find out
those sentences that highlight or address the contemporary issues affecting the country, as
well as the extent of each of the speeches in addressing contemporary issues affecting the
country.

2012

| bring to you today, a message of renewed hope and faith

in the immense possibilities that lie ahead. (8)
This sentence is contemporarily relevant. Based on the CP of relation, the relevance of
the statement above is drawn from the fact that the Independence Day speeches are often
aimed at reaching out to the citizens to make attempts at renewing their faith in the
government and the country at large, especially as Nigeria is currently faced with
challenges of terrorism and persistent underdevelopment. Other sentences that show
relevance include:

...to continue to strengthen the bond of unity that holds our nation

together and to promote and nourish the creative energies of our

people (20), We have cleaned up our electoral process... (25),

Our country’s power supply situation is improving gradually (32).
These sentences border on issues regarding the promotion of unity (20), the state of the
country’s electoral system (25) and the persistent erratic power supply (32). Other
statements which show contemporary relevance include statements on the creation of

wealth and millions of job opportunities for the youths and the general population (39),
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improvement on investment in the Nigerian economy by foreigners and other business
organisations (41), providing answers to the questions on how the resources under the
Subsidy Reinvestment Program (SURE-P) are utilised (52), the high rate of security
challenges in parts of our country (including terrorist activities) (53), the fight against the
scourge of corruption in various sectors of the country (59), and the issue of many of
Nigerian communities being ravaged by floods, resulting in the loss of lives and property
and the displacement of persons (71). Thus, based on their relevance in addressing the
issues affecting the country during the period of speech delivery, these sentences fulfil

the maxim of relation.

2013

Whether we are Muslims or Christians; rich or poor; from the

North or the South; East or West; regardless of our political

affiliations, this is the time for every one of us to be a

statesman! ( 117)...we should begin to align our political utterances

and conduct solely to the nobler passions that unite our people. (118)

Politicians do not make a nation; ordinary folks do. (119)

These statements are observed to have been necessitated by the knowledge that the
persistence of terrorism in Nigeria is due to sponsorship by some politician who are bent
on making the country ungovernable for the political head. Consequently, the President
employs the contemporary relevance of these sentences to make the politicians feel less
of themselves, rather than less of the majority of Nigerian citizens.

Someother sentences contribute to the contemporary relevance of the speech by
calming the people’s anxiety by notifying them of the fact that nations take time to
evolve (125) , urging them not to lose hope/faith in the country’s democracy (126) (as
such terrorist activities in a country due to opposition of leadership from some quarters
can lead to coup or toppling of a government by another force), and making the families
of victims of terrorism not to feel abandoned (139). Some other sentences show

contemporary relevance by convincing Nigerians of the resilient commitment of his
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administration to combat terrorism (140), encouraging Nigerians to play their active roles
against terrorism irrespective of who they are, their languages, religious persuasions or
political parties (142), encouraging the armed forces (who at that point, were getting
demoralised) (143), and assuring the citizens of eventual triumph if they did not despair
(187).

2014
They (the terrorists) will not succeed. (203); Dear countrymen and
women, we will not allow them. (207); My gratitude goes out to our

armed forces whose will has been greatly challenged by this insurgency

more than any other time, since the civil war. (209); To all those waging

war against our country, | ask that you lay down your arms and embrace

peace. (215);To those who have genuine grievances, | affirm that Nigeria

will listen to you, if you bring your grievances to the table of dialogue. (216).
The sentences above are, indeed, contemporarily relevant as they address the issue of
terrorism, which is at the moment of the speech delivery, posing serious challenge to the
peace of the nation. It, thus, adds to the speech’s relevance by proffering a solution which
is calling upon the perpetrators to shun their terrorist activities and embrace dialogue with
the government.
Some other sentences contribute to the contemporary relevance to this speechas they
address the issue of the implementation of the report of the 2014 National Conference
which was just concluded with Nigerians wondering whether the outcome will be
implemented (234), highlight the major lesson of the 2014 National Conference which
many are oblivious of (235), and address the issue of violence and malpractices during
elections, and need to uphold good governance by politicians, as electoral activities kick-
off (245 and 246, 288 and 289). Some other sentences prove contemporarily relevant by
addressing the issues regarding the swiftness and effectiveness with which the case of
Ebola disease was curtailed in Nigeria and urging the retention of the same spirit (293-

301); then the re-emphasising of the need for unity and unified efforts by Nigerians (304-
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308). Thus, based on their relevance in addressing contemporary issues affecting the
country during the period of the speech delivery, these sentences fulfil the maxim of

relation.

4.4. Analysis of the Information Strength of the Speech

Here, the Independence Day speeches by the President are analysed to find out the
level of their information dissemination; that is, the extent of their respective information
strengths.
2012

Those who witnessed the lowering of the Union Jack and the

emergence of the Green White Green flag continue to relish the

memory(4)... The worthy patriots who made this possible were

young men and women in their twenties and thirties. (6)... Their

resolve united a multicultural and multilingual nation of diverse peoples,

with more than 250 distinct languages and ethnic groups (8).
The sentences above provide information on the type of flags that were exchanged during
the independence (flag bearing the Union Jack and the Green White Green flag). It also
provided information on the age category of those who fought for the country’s
independence, as well as the multi-linguistic, multi-ethnic and multi-cultural nature of the
country. Other sentences adding to the information strength of the speech
provideinformation on the year of independence (9), the heroes of the independence
attainment period and the early stages of the country after the independence (12), the year
the President assumed office (23), information on his ‘Transformation Agenda’ (24), the
state of the country’s electoral system (25 &26), the challenges facing the global
economy (27), Nigeria’s real Gross Domestic Product (GDP) (29), oil sector reforms(30,
36-38) and power sector reforms (32-35).

Furthermore, the speech provides information on such programmes as Y ou-Winthat
provide jobs (40), gains of the Investment Climate Reform Programme (41-43), Nigeria’s

current ranking as the first in the top 5 host economies for Foreign Direct Investment
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(FDI) in Africa (44), goods clearing period in the ports (45 &46), new and improved visa
policy (47), increase in the number of registered companies (48), more members joining
the Manufacturers Association of Nigeria (MAN) (49 &50), and information on the
utilisation of resources under the Subsidy Reinvestment Program (SURE-P) which has
boosted the country’s health sector (52). Some other sentences provide information on
the strengthening and repositioning of the country’s security agencies (59), fighting of
corruption in various aspects of the country’s life and Nigeria’s rating in that regard by
the Transparency International (TI) (60-66), introduction of a Performance Contract
System for all Ministers and other officials of government for the first time in Nigeria’s
history (67), handling of issues affecting flooding (71-74), and the President’s
submission of his 2013 Federal Budget Proposal to the National Assembly (77).

2013
On January 1, 2014, Nigeria will be 100 years old as a country,
following the amalgamation of the Protectorates of Southern and
Northern Nigeria in 1914. (93) ...traditionally, the Presidential
address on this symbolic day has served two purposes. (94) It has,
quite rightly, been used to remind all Nigerians about our heritage. (95)
It has also allowed my predecessors and | to comment on our stewardship

to the nation and make political capital out of a state occasion. (96)

The sentences provide information about the then approaching centenary celebration of
Nigeria’s existence and the purposes of Independence Day speeches. Some other
sentences provideinformation on the cause of division or disunity in Nigeria (ethnically,
religiously, politically, and materially motivated causes) (100), his attending the 68th
United Nations General Assembly in New York during which he addressed a cross-
section of Nigerians the previous week preceding the Independence Day (111), that every
country, rich or poor, has teething problems and not just Nigeria (128-130), and that

Syria, which was once a peaceful country, has become a theatre of human misery due to
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the activities of extremists (132 &133). The speech equally provide information that he
(the President) grieves for Nigerians who lost their lives due to acts of terrorism (135),
that these acts of terrorism mostly take place in the North Eastern part of Nigeria (136),
that two days preceding the Independence Day, terrorist elements attacked the College of
Agriculture in Gujba, YobeState killing a number of students while most of them were
asleep (137), and that his administration’s Transformation Agenda encapsulates his
overall vision for Nigeria (149).

Other pieces of information include that on May 29th 2013, he presented, to the
nation, a mid-term report of his administration’s Transformation Agenda (150), that
Prime Minister TafawaBalewa had addressed the citizens of Nigeria during the country’s
independence also (156), that Nigeria is still a force on the world stage today (158), that
Nigeria’s Constitution is anchored ultimately on the idea of freedom and fundamental
rights: freedom of expression, freedom from discrimination; freedom to vote and be
voted for, and the right to human dignity (160), and that the previous week, he had
addressed the UN General Assembly (163). The speech equally provides the information
that over the years, well-meaning Nigerians have been suggesting a National Dialogue to
address the future of the country (171), his setting up of an Advisory Committee to
establish the modalities for a National Dialogue or Conference (174), that the Committee
will also design a framework and come up with recommendations as to the form,
structure and mechanism of the process (175), and that the Committee will be chaired by
Dr. Femi Okurounmu while Dr.Akilulndabawa will serve as the Secretary (176).
Furthermore, the speech informs the listener(s) that the full membership of the
Committee will be announced within a short time (177), that he expected the report of the
advisory council of the Conference/National Dialogue modalities one month from the day
of his speech (178), and that the Independence Day celebration marked Nigeria’s ‘Fourth
Republic’ which had lasted longer than all the previous three ‘Republics’ put together
(181).
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...today marks the 54th anniversary of our country’s independence as a

sovereign nation (192). This is also the tenth month of our journey into

a new century, having marked the centenary of our nation in January this

year(193). We also overcame the forces of disunity that culminated in a

debilitating civil war (196).

The sentences above provide information about the celebration in which the speech is
being delivered; the time of the year in relation to the country’s existence; the time
Nigeria had celebrated her centenary, as well as the information that the country had
experienced a civil war in the past. Some other sentences, which provideinformation that
he (the President) had addressed the nation the previous year (199), that the county has
been in sombreness due to acts of terrorists (200&201), that the terrorists had maimed
and raped several Nigerians (204), that they had killed men, women and children (205),
that the terrorists are bent on destroying Nigeria (206), that the security forces fight the
terrorists both day and night (208), that he as Commander-in-Chief will always play his
part (212) and that his administration had launched the Victims Support Fund to help the
victims of terrorism (219). The speech also provides information that a Safe Schools
Initiative had been introduced to promote safe environments for education nationwide,
starting with the North East region (220), that the Presidential Initiative for the North
East had been set up to help the economy of the region (221), that other parts of the
country are advancing economically (222), that the terrorists have sponsors (222 also),
that these terrorists target the weakest and most vulnerable members in society (224), and
that the international community, and especially Nigeria’s neighbours were helping
Nigeria confront terrorism (226).

Some other sentences in the speech provide information that the previous year, the
President had, on the advice of several Nigerians, announced the convening of a National
Dialogue on the future of the country (228 &229), that the National Conference had been
concluded (230), that the 2014 National Conference was headed by Justice
LegboKutigi(230 also), that the conference faced challenges, but notwithstanding, had

concluded and handed its report to him after several months (231), and that the President

100



promised to act on the recommendations of the conference headed by the Honourable
Attorney General of the Federation (233). The speech also informs the audience that the
country is in her sixteenth year of uninterrupted democracy (241), thattheinternational
and local observers had praised the country’ electoral system (243), that the time of
Independence celebration is always an opportunity to thank God for the country and to
report on the country’s journey so far (249), that the power sector reform was in progress
(250), and that the agricultural sector was being re-positioned to diversify the economy
(251).

Other pieces of information provided in the speech include the continuous upgrade
of infrastructure (252), the implementation of the Nigerian Content Act in the Oil and
Gas Sector over the last four years, to ensure increase in the participation of indigenous
Oil and Gas companies in the industry (253), increase in the level of indigenous asset
ownership (255), as well as information regarding increase in the manufacture of
equipment components and parts within the country (256). It also provides information
on the massive growth in indigenous participation in the provision of goods and services
to the upstream sector from 10% to 60% within the last four years (257), the rebasing of
Nigeria’s economy resulting in her being ranked the largest economy in Africa, with a
Gross Domestic Product $510 billion and her being the 26th largest economy in the world
(258). In addition, the speech provides information on the launching of the Nigeria
Industrial Revolution Plan (NIRP) and the National Enterprise Development Programme
(NEDEP), earlier that year, to fast track growth, job creation, enterprise development and
industrialisation (259), and information about encouraging the production of made-in-
Nigeria vehicles and making Nigeria a regional hub for the automobile industry, resulting
in a number of foreign auto manufacturers establishing plants in Nigeria (261). It also
provides information on the launching of a special support programme for Micro, Small
and Medium Enterprises with an initial intervention fund of N220 billion; the existence
of Presidential Job Creation Board inaugurated recently; and the establishment of the

Nigerian Mortgage Re-finance Company to address housing needs and job creation (264).
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Furthermore, the speech provides information on the reduction of extreme hunger
with the Food and Agriculture Organisation (FAQO) formally presenting the country with
an award for achieving the Millennium Development Goal on Hunger three years ahead
of the 2015 target date set for the Millennium Development Goals (266), and information
on increased capacity in the agricultural sector (267). It equally provides information on
the elimination of graft in fertiliser procurement system (267 also), expansion of
irrigation infrastructure to ensure sufficient water supply for dry season farming (268),
reduction of national food import bill, which has declined from 1.1 trillion naira (6.9
billion dollars) in 2009 to 684.7 billion naira (4.35 billion dollars) by December 2013,
and that this figure was constantly in decline (269). Information provided by the speech
also include the construction of modern hybrid schools resulting in increase in the
national school enrolment figure (270), and the construction of fourteen new Federal
Universities (271), introduction of a Presidential Scholarship Scheme based strictly on
excellence and merit. (271 also), and the building of roads and new rail lines (272).

More information provided in the 2014 Independence Day speech by President
Goodluck Jonathan include the commencement of the process of building the Second
Niger Bridge (273), the construction of the Loko-Oweto Bridge over River Benue in
Nasarawa and Benue States (274), the on-going dredging of the River Niger up to Baro in
Niger State (275), the on-going Zungeru and Mambilla Hydro-electric power projects and
the construction of the Kashimbilla dam which was started a f