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Abstract  

This Study analyses and discusses the pragmatically negation 

in selected U.S and Nigerian presidential speeches. It first 

examined the process of speaking as a form of intimated and 

supportive relationship that serves as cement that holds 

friendships, families, communities, societies and government 

together. The focus is on political discourse which is closely 

related to power, that put certain political economic and 

social ideas into practice. Text of acceptance and 

inauguration speeches of President Barak Obama of the U.S.A 

and President Goodluck Jonathan of Nigeria are selected to 

be the working data. Three components, Description, 

Interpretation, and Explanation were used as the bases for 

analysis and discussions.  
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CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION 

1.0     BACKGROUND TO THE STUDY 

Most of our social lives depend on speaking to one another. 

It is the way we form intimate and supportive relationship. The 

mind of one human can reach the mind of another by a process of 

speaking. Speaking is the cement that holds friendship, families, 

communities, societies, and government together (Philips, Kougi 

and Kelly 1985). For any meaningful development and change to 

take place in a society, people must first speak out. At a formal 

level of interaction, there are many forms of public discourse, 

which among others include sermons, debates, and political 

speeches. Central to all public discourse is language. Language is 

indispensable tool more   especially   in   political   discourse.   

Schaffher   (1996:1) supports the argument, which put forward, 

language as and octant factor in political spe. He said that any 

political action is prepared, accompanied, controlled, and 

influenced by language. 

The Held of politic related to power. The power to put certain 

political, economic and social ideas into practices (Bayram, 2010). 

For this to be established one of the effective means at the 

disposal of those concerned with politics and by extension power 

is the act of making speeches. The ultimate aim of political 

speeches is to persuade their audiences especially of the validity 

of their political claims. However, this task is challenging because 

the audiences of political speeches are broad and that makes the 

language use within that domain to be complicated. Unlike other 

genres of public discourse, political speeches aim at wider range 

of audiences. Hence, language in the hand of modern politicians 

is at risk of becoming an obfuscating rather than a means of 



2 

 

enlightenment. This trend in the use of language by politicians 

made Orwell (1946) to conclude that in cash is in a bad way. 

Orwell criticizes the English of his  one citing examples from ng 

metaphors', verbal 'pretentious dictions and "meaningless words. 

The features outlined above by Orwell are some of the ways 

language is used to deceive by those in power. This kind of 

language used to deceive. Or veli termed it as 'Newspeak' 

popularly known as 'doublespeak". Doublespeak is a language 

that pretends to communicate, but really does not, which makes 

bad seem good, negative positive. Language that avoids or shifts 

responsibility and conceals thoughts. 

For a politician, this sort of language is risk free. It commits the 

speaker to nothing. It creates no expectation in the listener 

beyond the dull and nauseas certainty that there will be more-

much more to come. Clear language is of course risky to them. 

Speeches are undeniably part of the political state of affairs. Once 

someone has become a political figure, there will always be a time 

when he or she will be confronted to make speech. For 

presidents, the task of making speeches begins from the day they 

are declared winner of an election and on the day of taking oath 

of office. Thus, this study will do a pragmatic analysis of negation, 

of acceptance and inaugural speeches of  

 Nigerian and US presidents. 

A universal property of natural language is that every language is 

able to express negation. 

Every language has some devices at its disposal to reverse the 

truth-value of a certain sentence. However, languages may differ 

to quite a large extent as to how they express this negation. Not 

only that the languages vary with respect to position of negative 
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elements, but also the form of negative elements and the 

interpretation of negatives in utterances can deviate from what 

intuitively might be expected are based on the context it is used. 

It is not only negation, that can have different interpretations 

based on different context, but also, different utterances can be 

subjected to different interpretations. Voltaire, quoted in 

Standard Encyclopedia of philosophy, "2006, supports this that: 

When a diplomat says 'yes', he means 'perhaps' When he says 

perhaps, he means to. When he says 'no', he is not a diplomat.' 

When a lady says no, she means 'perhaps' when she says 

perhaps, she means "yes' When she says yes' she is not a lady 

These lines remind us that more is involved on what one 

communicates than what one literally says more is involved in 

what one means than the standard conventional meaning of the 

words one uses. The words 'yes", 'perhaps' and 'no' each has a 

perfectly identifiable meaning, known to us. However, the lines 

above illustrate that it is possible for different speakers in 

different circumstances-to mean different things using those 

words. Thus, the more you analyze conversations like the ones 

above the more you come to see that it is not so much what the 

sentences literally mean that matters when we talk as how they 

reveal the intention and strategies of the speaker themselves 

(Grundy, 2008). 

1.4     STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM 

It has become a common knowledge that politics is concerned 

with power; the power to make decisions, to control resources, to 

control people's behaviour and often to control their values. The 

success or failure to exercise these powers rest on the use of 

language. Language is unquestionable an • 
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important element of politics. Language can misrepresent as well 

as  represent realities.  The skillful use of language can improve 

human well-being and it can be rhetorically used to obfuscate 

realities.   Whenever  a  politician   makes   use  of a language,  

his  choice  of words  is not only defendant on   its grammatical 

importance but also, and more importantly, for its rhetorical 

effect on the audience. It is therefore believed that any  linguistic  

element in a political  speech  is  deliberately chosen and used 

rhetorically to advance political action. Thus, in political speech 

no word comes accidently. If a word is used, be assured it was 

planned that way. In other words, politicians exploit the 

possibility of linguistics choices in order to convey intentional 

meaning of a politico-pragmatic nature. 

It is against this background that this study will set out to 

analyze the use of negation in presidential speeches. 

THE RESEARCH QUESTIONS: 

In order to achieve this, the following questions will be answered: 

i. Do presidents  make  use  of different  modes  of negations? 

ii. If yes, do these different modes of negations have any 

pragmatic implication?  

iii. In what ways is the use of negation, in presidential speeches 

similar or different between Nigeria and U.S.? 

1.4     SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY 

Several researches have been done on political discourse such as 

Fairclough, 2001; Abaya, .2011; Van Dink, 1993; Wilson, 1990 

but none of these paid attentions to the use of negatives in 

political discourse. This research therefore aims at filling this gap 

left by previous studies thereby adding fresh idea to the existing 

literature on political discourse.  



5 

 

The study will also open up a new field of interest to both 

grammarians and pragmaticians to exploit different functions 

negation performs in sentences and utterances far from the 

traditional function of denying the truth-value of sentences and 

utterances. Thus, the study will be a reference material to 

grammarians, pragmaticians, students as well as those interested 

in the analysis of political discourse. 

1.5     SCOPE AND DELIMITATION OF THE STUDY; 

The study will analyze the speeches of acceptance and 

inauguration of four presidents, two from U.S., and two from 

Nigeria. The study limits itself to the analysis of only four 

presidents due to page limitation, time constraint, and resources. 

The U.S. and the Nigerian presidents' speeches were selected 

because U.S. is seen as the father of democracy where political 

culture and ideology are maintained over the years and are 

replicated through their speeches, and by extension Nigeria as 

upcoming democratic state tends to model after in both the 

system of government and political tradition of making speeches. 

Thus, the countries will serve as a good example in making 

comparison. The total number of eight (8) speeches will be used 

for the analysis. The focus of the analysis will be a pragmatic 

analysis of negation in the speeches paying close attention to the 

different modes of negatives and their pragmatic implications. 

Moreover, the similarities and the differences will be considered. 

The analysis will therefore ignore any other grammatical elements 

which, the choices were precipitated politically and pragmatically 

such as the use of pronouns, deixis. Thus, the study will be a 

pragmatic one with a focus on the use of negatives in presidential 

speeches, using Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) as a 
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theoretical, framework in explicating those hidden meanings 

embedded in the text. 

1.6 OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY: 

This study aims at doing a pragmatic analysis of negation in 

presidential speeches of Nigeria and U.S. presidents. In order to 

achieve this, the study tries to achieve the following objectives: 

i.        To find out the different negatives presidents use in their 

speeches. ii.       To show that, there is pragmatic implication in 

the use of negatives by presidents in their speeches. 

iii.      To bring out the similarities and the differences in the   use   

of  negatives   in   presidential   speeches between Nigeria and 

U.S. 
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CHAPTER TWO 

2.1      LITERATURE REVIEW 

 (THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK) 

Pragmatics, the study of the relationship of signs to interpreters. 

Morris explained further that the scope of pragmatics includes    

the    biotic    aspects    of   Semiosis,    that    is,    the 

psychological, biological and sociological phenomena which occur 

in the functioning of signs. This broad perspective to the scope of 

pragmatics is seen by Levison (1983) to be very much wider than 

the work that currently goes under the rubric of linguistic 

pragmatics. Because to Levison the Morris scope of pragmatics   

will    include   what   is    now  psycholinguistics, 

sociolinguistics,    neuro-linguistics and    much    besides. 

Levison believes that pragmatics should concentrate on the 

narrower version of pragmatics known as linguistic pragmatic 

that dwells on the factors of language use from the point of view 

of the users especially the choices they make, the constraints 

they encounter in social interaction and the effect the language 

has on other participants in an act of communication (Crystal, 

2008). 

However, Pikor-Niedzialek (2001) asserts that the broad 

perspective of scope of pragmatics intended by Morris is still 

retained, dealing mainly with matters as diverse as the 

psychopathology of communication and the evolution of symbol 

systems. Another philosopher connected with the development of 

pragmatics is Carnap (1942) Cited in Chiluwa (2010). Carnap is 

of the view that if an investigator made explicit reference to the 

speaker or the user of a language t such an investigation should 

be assigned to the field of pragmatics. However, any abstraction 
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from the user of the language , analyzing only the expression and 

their designate, then it should be within the field of semantics 

.And any abstraction from the designate also, and analyzing only 

the relations between expressions it should be within the field of 

syntax. 

The narrower view of Morris and Carnap pragmatics is linguistic 

pragmatics. Linguistic pragmatics has its root in the work of 

Levison (1983) supported by Leech (1983) and later Brown (1984). 

The general consensus is that pragmatics should concentrate on 

those factors of language use that govern the choices individuals 

make in social interaction and the effect the language has on 

interlocutors. Moreover, within the linguistics pragmatics, in 

recent time there are extended researches in  

cultural studies and social discourse, which argue in favour of 

discourse  pragmatics different  from  the  traditional   linguistic 

pragmatics that is concerned with language and the language 

user (Fairclough, 1989). Norman Fairclough is a leading scholar 

in this field. Fairclough (1989) offers a deeper level of pragmatic 

thinking, which goes beyond the usual interpretive stage of ethno 

mythology or descriptive socio-linguistic conventions. He is 

particularly invigorating in the way he offers credible 

understanding of the interrelationship of language and social 

practice (Morlcy, 2004). Fairclough argues that, rather than see 

language as an individual's strategy of .encoding meaning to 

achieve some particular effects on the hearer or reader, we should 

be concerned with the fact that social conventions and ideologies 

define people's roles, identities and language performance. People   

simply one particular ways as the society des. Fairolough b. that 

while people can manipulate language to achieve certain 
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purposes, they are in most circumstances controlled by social 

conventions. The study situates its analysis in the current 

interest of discourage pragmatics offered Fairolough because the 

language use in political discourse is ideologically driven which is 

not dependent on an individual perspective but of a group and 

social conventions in operation. Hence, the need to uncover the 

ideology based discourse which more often than not is found 

within the domain of political discourse. 

2.2     SPEECH ACT 

Speech act is a technical term in linguistics and the philosophy of 

language, which means ability to use language to perform certain 

actions. The contemporary term goes back to John L. Austin 

(1962) was intrigued by the fact that words areused to do 

different things against the traditional notions of using words to 

describe the true state of affairs and against the "Chomsky's 

treatment of language as an abstract device, or mental ability, 

dissociable from the uses, users and functions of language" 

(Levinson, 1983:35). In looking for a means to weaken these 

views, Austin developed his speech act theory. 

Austin started by criticizing the views of grammarians towards 

language by first stating that not all sentences are statements 

and that there are aspects of  conversation that cannot be said to 

be' true or false. These include questions, exclamations and 

commands. He went further to state that even in   sentences   

with  grammatical form   of declarative  are   not allused to make 

statements. He identified a subset of declarative sentences as 

follows; 

I promise to marry you. 

I declare this meeting open. 
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I warn you not to go out. 

Arising from this premise. Austin distinguished between what he 

called connotative' and per formatives. Connotative are sentences 

that describe an ex-world which can 

be subjected to its truthfulness or falsity. Constatives can .be 

factual statements (such as there are 3 opinion (I think it is going 

to ark of tree is brown). While perform the other hand are 

statements that conflate theory, by it an action they  cannot  be 

licitous. 

Felicitous if the statement successfully performs the said action, 

while infelicitous if the action was not successfully performed. 

The   distinction   between   connotative   and   per formative 

could   not   stand   because   Austin   later discovered   that   all 

For example, children who are play – acting a marriage cannot 

create the act of marriage just by uttering the right words, not 

that the play-acting child's statement is false, because the child is 

not lying, rather the child's statement is invalid because it did not 

meet what Austin called 'felicity condition. The conditions Austin 

proposed are summarized in Ward laugh (1998). The first 

condition is that a conventional procedure must exist for doing 

whatever is to be done, and that the condition must specify who 

must say and do what and in what circumstances. Second, all 

participants must properly execute this procedure and carry it 

through to its completion Third, the necessary thought, feelings 

and intentions must be present in all parties. Austin said that if 

either of the first condition is not met, we have misfired. 

The study of these conventional conditions for a successfully 

illocutionary act. together with the stud}' of their correct 

taxonomy constitutes the core of speech act theory. There were 
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five classes of speech act taxonomy classified by Austin (1962) 

but were later modified by Searle (1975) cited in Stand ford 

Encyclopedia of Philosophy (2006:14) as follows:  

Representatives: it commits the speaker to the truth of the 

expressed proposition, such words as asserting, concluding etc. 

Directives: are attempts by the speaker to get the addressee to 

do something, such as negatives and questioning. 

•    COMMISSIVES:  it commits the speaker to some future 

course of action, such as, promising, threatening, etc. 

« EXPRESSIVE:  it expresses psychological  state,  such as, 

thanking, apologizing, welcoming, congratulating etc. 

•    DECLARATIVES: It tends to rely on elaborate extra-linguistic 

institutions,  such as  excommunicating,  declaring  war, 

christening, firing from employment. 

John stone (2008) criticizes the general notion of speech act 

theory developed by Austin (1962) and Searle (1975). John stone 

says that their theory relies on Yestem ideas about meaning and 

its relation to reality. Moreover, that the theory was built the idea 

that meaning is located primarily in speakers' intention which 

cannot be true always. However, Johnstone did not provide any 

framework on how speech act theory can be developed outside the 

Western idea, He believes Austin and Searle   developed   theirs.   

Notwithstanding,   there   is   another  

 

approach of speech act developed by Bach and Harnish (1979) 

cited in Abaya (201 1) which is different from that of Austin and 

• 

Searle. Bach and Harnish speech act is name d'intention 

inference'. According to them, illocutionary act are performed with 
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the intention that the hearer identifies the act being performed. 

They conclude that linguistic communication is basically an 

inferential reference. Abaya(2011) believes that Bach and Harnish 

speech act theory provides a wide-range and broad analysis of the 

process of identifying an illocutionary act. In the domain of 

political discourse, speakers can be simultaneously doing a 

number of things and so a "single element   can   have   multiple   

speech   act   value   (Fairclough, 1989:156). Thus, in political 

discourse the negative element 'not'   can  perform   different  

speech   act  such  as   of denial, contradiction, contrasting, etc. 

The identification of the various speech act negation can perform, 

cannot be simply assigned on the basis  of formal  features of an  

utterance  as  it may  be obtainable with  other linguistic  

elements  in  other genre of discourse  (Fairclough,   1989).   In   

determining  what  sort  of speech act is performed by the use of 

negatives, interpreters  should take account of the "textual 

context of an utterance (what precedes and follows it in the text), 

the situational and intertexual context" 

(Fairclough,P. 156). The simple point is that in determining a 

speech act in political discourse and especially with negatives, 

there is need to make reference to the situational context it 

occurs, because formal property alone is inadequate to account 

for that. 

2.3     COOPERATIVE PRINCIPLE 

The way meaning is generated in language is one of the leading 

questions in linguistic theory. From antiquity to daie language 

has been seen as a meaning making enterprise, as such many 

linguists have attempted to find out how speakers arrive at 

meaning in a language. In art answer to this leading question, a 
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separate field within linguistic theory called semantics was 

fashioned to be solely devoted to the study of meaning. Within 

this field, many attempts were made to find out what is this 

meaning. To answer the question Ogden and Richard (1946) 

wrote a complete book titled: The Meaning of Meaning, which 

provides different views on the nature of meaning in language. 

Aside the semantic view of meaning, a revolutionary thought 

came from  Harvard scholar of Philosophy of Language H.P. Grice. 

Grice key ideas were delivered in his William James Lectures on 

Lome and Conversation delivered at Harvard in 

1967 still only partially published (1975, 1989) cited in Levison 

(1983). His theory of meaning was developed in terms of 

communicative intentions of speakers. However, it is his theory of 

implicative sand maxims of conversation that is considered as 

one of the single most important idea in pragmatics and the most 

substantial .contribution to the theory of meaning (Levison, 1983, 

Matthews 2007). 

Gricebelieved that meaning is realized through cooperation 

between speakers and hearers in a language ca[led technically 

'cooperative principle'. Grice 

Suggested that there is a set of over-arching assumptions guiding 

the conduct of Conversation. Levison says these set of over-

arching assumptions guiding the conduct of conversation arise, it 

seems from basic rational considerations and maybe formulated 

as guidelines for the efficient and 'effective use of language in 

Conversation to further cooperative ends. Grice identified four 

guidelines called maxim of conversation as general principle 

underlying the efficient cooperative use of language. They are as 

follows 
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•   The maxim of quality 

Try to make your contribution one that is true, specifically: 

i.     Do not say what you believe to be false. ii.     Do not say that 

for which you lack adequate evidence 

The maxim of quantity 

i.     Make   our contribution as informative as is reuired for 

the current purposes of the exchange. 

ii.     Do not make your contribution more informative than is 

required. 

•   The maxim of relevance 

i.     Make   our contribution relevant. 

The maxim of manner 

Be perspicuous and specifically: 

i.         Avoid obscurity 

ii.       Avoid ambiguity 

iii.      Be brief 

iv.       Be orderly 

The important point about these conversational maxims is that 

unlike rules (e.g. of grammar) they are often violated technically 

called flouting since Grice did not advocate the strict adherence to 

these four maxims, it means that people will interpret what we 

say as conforming to the maxim at least to some level (Levinson, 

1983). Abaya (2011) collaborates with Levinson by saying that 

Grice's cooperative principle used for the explanation of how 

people arrive at meaning does not show that people are truthful, 

informative and relevant in what they say at all times, rather 

people may decide tohold what information they have by flouting 

the maxim. For example, the following sentences are cited in 

Levinson (p. 102) to drive the point home: 
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a.   Where's Bill? 

b. There's a yellow VW outside Sue's house. If we take B's 

contribution literally, it fails to answer A's question, and thus, 

seem to violate at least the maxims of quality and relevance. B'5 

utterance may be interpreted as a non-cooperative response of 

putting aside A's  concerns with a change 'of topic. However, 

despite seeming apparent failure of cooperation, we try to 

interpret B's utterance as cooperative at some  deeper  level.   

This   is  done  by  asking  ourselves  the possible   connection   

between  the   location 'of Bill   and  the location of a yellow VW 

and thus, arrives at the suggestion if Bill has a yellow VW, he 

may be in Sue's house. It is this kind of inference  derived  from  

above utterance  that Grice  called conversational implicatures. 

Leech (1983) says that the current interest  in conversational  

implicatures  is that they generate inferences   beyond   the   

semantic   content   of  the   sentences uttered called Implicative. 

Implicatureis mostly contrasted with semantic terms like logical 

implication, entailment and logical consequences which refer 

solely to semantic content implicatures are not so much 

concerned with semantic inferences but inferences based on both 

the content of what has 

been said and some specific assumptions about the cooperative 

nature of ordinary verbal interaction. 

In analyzing the use of negation in political discourse, 

implicatures are central in arriving at the meaning of negation. 

Usually, in political conversation generally and in particular with 

negation, what is said literally and what is conveyed is 

substantially different that we cannot expect a semantic theory to 
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provide more than a small part of an account of how we 

communicate using language. It is based on this therefore, that 

this study will make use of Grice maxims towards analyzing 

negation in political discourse. The analyzed of political discourse 

should always move beyond what the literal content of an 

utterance is to what is intentionally communicated 

based on the non-literal utterances. 

2.4     PRESUPPOSITION 

Contrary   to    cooperative   principle   that   derives    its 

inferences  not  basically  on  the  linguistic  structures  of the 

sentences hut on certain contextual assumptions concerning the 

cooperativeness      of     participant's      in     a      conversation, 

presupposition   seems   at   least   to   be   based   on   the   

actual linguistics       structure.       Levison       (1983:168)       

describes presupposition from both the ordinary language notion 

and the technical notion. From the ordinary language notion he 

sees presupposition as "any kind of background assumption 

against which an action, theory, expression or utterance makes 

sense or is rational" in contrast, the technical sense is "restricted 

to certain pragmatic inferences or assumptions that seem at least 

to   be   built   into   linguistic   tests   (especially   traditionally, 

constancy   under  negation)".   It   is   the technical   notion   of 

presupposition   that   we   are   concerned   with   here.   More 

so, presupposition   can   be   either   semantic   presupposition   

or pragmatic presupposition (Grundy, 2008, Verschueren, 1999). 

The semantic presuppositions are triggered by some sets of 

particular linguistic forms and structures. Grundy (2008:51-53) 

outlines some of these below: 

®    Wh-questions: 'When will you be back' 
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•     Embedded wh-construction: 'You know what trains are like' 

•    Definite descriptions: 'Have you got your other ticket? 

•    The lexical item first 

•    Iterative: such as another 'another piece of bad news' 

•    Temporal   clauses   with   before,   after,   until,   when.   M 

thought 1 was a lucky until ! got married. 

•    Change of state verbs:  I   began/took up jogging last summer 

in addition to these Fairclough( 1989:152) added these verbs and 

adjectives regret, realized, point out, aware, angry etc. One thing 

that is apparent with presupposition is its ability to survive 

negation (Levison, 1983; Gruncly, 2008).The common example 

used in literature of presupposition to illustrate this is: The king 

of Franceis bald. 

The king of France is not bald. 

Whether the King of France is bald or is not bald the 

presupposition remains the same that there is a King of France. 

In political discourse presuppositions are taken for granted to be 

true regardless of whether the whole sentence is true or not. This 

habit of taking presupposition for granted is useful in political 

discourse because it can make it more difficult for the audience to 

identify or reject views communicated through presupposition in 

this way, persuading people to take for granted something which 

is actually open to debate (Bayram, 2010). Jones and Peccei 

(1999) identify three common uses of indirect negation often 

presupposed jn political discourse: first, it could be done by the 

use of a comparative adjective. For example, 'By having modern 

security gadgets, the Nigerian security situation will be better.' 

The above sentence presupposes that the Nigerian security 

situation is not good enough at the moment. Second, negation 
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could be presupposed by possessives as in 'We should never 

forgive his failures/ It presupposes that he has failed in 

something before. Third, presupposition could be one by having 

questions, such as Ms the security situation in Nigeria an 

acceptable condition? This sentence presupposes the answer 'No'. 

All these presuppositions help politicians in political discourse to 

convey their ideas unconsciously to their listeners' mind without 

explicitly using the actual words. 

2.5     LANGUAGE AND POLITICS 

Language is a universal property of human in which humans 

communicate', socialize and interact with one another. However, 

language does not have a single definition that adequately 

addresses what really it is. There are many definitions of language 

even though most are inadequate, they at least give us an idea of 

the, true nature of what a language is. We shall consider few 

definitions including our preferred one. 

The most frequent quoted definitions of language both within 

linguistics and outside linguistics is that of Edward Sapir. 

Edward Sapir is one of the well-known American linguist and also 

one of the two who popularized the linguistic determinism and   

linguistic   relativity   hypothesis.   Sapir  (1921:8)  defines 

language  as  "purely  human  and  non-instinctive  method   of 

communicating   ideas,   emotions   and   desires   by   means   of 

voluntarily produced symbols." This definition as Lyons(1981)-

observes, suffers from several defects. For example, a lot move is   

communicated   than   just   ideas,   emotions   and   desires. 

Moreover, it does not say what kind of symbols are produced 

whether  is  light,  electromagnetic,  sound, etc (Essien,  2003). 

Another popularly quoted definition of language is that of Bloch 
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and Trager (1942:5). Bloch and Trager define language as "a 

system of arbitrary vocal symbols by means of which a social 

group co-operates." This definition did not refer to the 

communicative functions of language: instead, ii puts ail rhe 

emphasis upon its s-octal functions. \\hkVi > a narrower view of 

the role language plays in a society. However, as Essien (2003) 

observes the definition advances Sapir's voluntarily produced 

symbols by stating that such symbols are vocalic that is, sound. 

Noam Chomsky, the most influential and greatest linguist of our 

time, defines language in this manner "from now on I will 

consider a language to be a set (finite or infinite) of sentences, 

each finite in length and constructed out of finite set of elements" 

Chomsky (1957:19). This purely structural definition did not say 

something on the communicative function of a natural or non-

natural language. The last definition we will consider and which 

is our preferred one for this study is that of Essien   (2003:14).   

He   defines   language   as   "a-'system   of structural arbitrary 

vocal symbols by means of which human beings made meaning 

and communicate, meet, interact with each other in a given 

community." This definition has made explicit that language is a 

system that is. system of rules and  

-principles in which sound, structure and meaning are 

integrated 

* 

for communication. More so, language is a system because the 

components are ordered not haphazard. It is primarily vocalin 

which the sounds must correspond to meaning otherwise we 

would be making just noises. This implies that language in all its 

ramification is meant for meaningful communication. We to 
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teach, inform, expire over. mislead, lie, insult e: produced 

symbols by stating that such symbols are vocalic that is, sound. 

Noam Chomsky, the most influential and greatest linguist of our 

time, define language in this manner "from now on I will consider 

a language to be a set (finite or infinite) of sentences, each finite 

in length and constructed out of finite set of  elements"   

Chomsky   (1957:19).   This   purely   structural definition did not 

say something on the communicative function of a natural or 

non-natural language. The last definition we will consider and 

which is our preferred one for this study is that of Essien   

(2003:14).   He   defines   language   as   "a'' system   of structural 

arbitrary vocal symbols by means of which human beings made 

meaning and communicate, meet, interact with each other in a 

given community." This definition has made explicit that language 

is a system that is, system of rules and principles in which 

sound, structure and meaning are integrated for communication. 

More so, language is a system because the components are 

ordered not haphazard. It is primarily vocalin which the sounds 

must correspond to meaning otherwise we would be making just 

noises. This implies that language in all its ramification is meant 

for meaningful communication. We use it positively to teach, 

inform, explain, direct, .inspire or negatively to deceive, mislead, 

lie, insult etc. 

Unlike some of the definitions of language above, the definition of 

politics is likely to be less technical in the sense that the term 

politics is used and known outside its professional domain. On a 

superficial level politics can be seen as an act of managing public 

affairs. This means that whenever people are involved in the art of 

politics, they are invariably managing all aspects of public affairs 
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usually through their leadership roles. However, on a deeper level 

Chiltou (2004:5) defines politics in two different ways. First, as" a 

struggle for power between those who seek to assert and maintain 

their power, and those who seek to resist it". Second, "as 

cooperation, as the practices and institutions a society has for 

resolving clashes of interest over money, power, liberty and the 

like." The two definitions as is observed by Wenden (2005)cover 

the basic themes found in the traditional study of politics and in 

political discourse studies. The first definition points to power 

struggle as the essence of politics.  While, the second  definition 

views  politics  as the management of conflicting interests in a 

non-violent manner further listing the examples of what may be 

the focus of such conflict. Bayram(2010:24) defines politics  as "a 

struggle  for power in order to put certain political, economic, and 

social ideas into practice." Central and crucial to the struggle for 

power is language. Language, therefore can be said to be the 

lifeblood of politics. Political power struggles, and the 

legitimization of political policies and authorities occur through 

primarily discourse and verbal representation by implication 

language (Fairlough, 2003). Power can be exercised through 

coercion or what Fairlough (1989) calls 'manufacture of consent'. 

The manufacture of consent is a language-based process of 

ideological indoctrination. Moreover,it is usually the 

advantageous because is cost effective. Language, 

therefore, plays  an   important  part  in  "creating  consent  and 

• making certain ideologies generally accepted as commonsense" 

(Cameron, 1999: 154). Cameron (1999) goes further to say that, 

whoever controls words controls the world. 
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The  study  of the  relationship  between  language  and polities is 

not a new field of enterprise. Bay ram (2010), Abaya (2011) and 

Essien (2003) all believe that the study of the relationship 

between language and polities was made very prominent within 

linguistic by Edward Sapir and Benjamin Lee Whorf in theirstudy 

of language and thought popularly known as Sapir-Whorf 

hypothesis. A broad consensus from political discourse analysts 

is that politics cannot exist without the strategic use of language. 

Pierre (2000) makes it unambiguous is language. Language, 

therefore can be said to be the lifeblood of politics. Political power 

struggles, and the legitimization of political policies and 

authorities occur through primarily discourse and verbal 

representation by implication language (Fairlough, 2003). Power 

can be exercised through coercion or what Fairlough (1989) calls 

'manufacture of consent'. The manufacture of consent is a 

language-based process of ideological indoctrination. Moreover,!! 

is usually the advantageous because is cost effective. Language, 

therefore, plays an important part in "creating consent and 

making certain ideologies generally accepted as commonsense" 

(Cameron, 1999: 154). Cameron (1999) goes further to say that, 

whoever controls words controls the world. 

The study of the relationship between language and polities is not 

a new field of enterprise. Bay ram (2010), Abaya (2011) and 

Essien (2003) all believe that the study of the relationship 

between language and polities was made very prominent within 

linguistic by Edward Sapir and Benjamin Lee Whorf in their study 

of language and thought popularly known as Sapir-Whorf 

hypothesis. A broad consensus from political discourse analysts 

is that politics cannot exist without the strategic use of language. 
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Pierre (2000) makes it unambiguous that language is not only a 

means of communication in political discourse, but also an 

instrument of symbolic power by which individuals pursue their 

interests. It is because of this awareness of the close relationship 

between language and politics that the researcher was convinced 

that negation as an element of language cannot be objectively 

used by politicians just for its grammatical function. There would 

be many factors that accompany its usage. 

2.6.    POLITICAL DISCOURSE 

Political discourse is identified based on the actors that 

Produced the discourse in a similar way medical,  legal, of 

educational discourse are identified. From the above point of 

view, Van Dijk(2003: 5) defines political discourse as discourse 

"identified by its actors or authors, viz, politicians." It is likely 

that the above view contributes to the dozens of political 

discourse analysis of presidents, prime ministers, members of 

parliament, etc. speeches.   However,   the   restriction   of the 

definition of political discourse to be mainly on the principal 

actors and the author is inadequate in providing the true picture 

of what political discourse really entails. Thus, for a broader 

coverage of what political discourse   means, the definition should 

be extended to include all relevant participants whether or not are 

directly   involved   in   the professional   art  of politics.   Based 

on the above premise, Schaffer (1996) says the identification of 

what is a political discourse should be based on the function and 

the theme of the discourse. The function will be whether the 

discourse performs certain political action even if a politician does 

not present it, but the fact that it performs political action can be 

said to be a political discourse. While the theme deals with any 
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topic that has relationship with 'politics, such as political ideas, 

political relations, political future, etc. Thus, all the following can 

be categorized as political discourse: parliamentary debates, law, 

• constitution, propaganda, political speeches, media interviews, 

and many more. 

As identified above, political speeches constitute one of the genres 

of political discourse and form the focus of this study. Akmal 

(2010) sees political speech as a part of the political state of 

affairs. Once someone has become a political figure or is involved 

in political situations there will always be a time when he or she 

will be confronted with the task of making speech. Political 

speech mostly reflects the philosophy, values, and beliefs of a 

particular party, organization, community and society 

(Akinal,2Q10). Even though political Speech is delivered by an 

individual, the person speaks on behalf of the community. In 

other words, "the society speaks through the individual" (Sapir, 

1921:36).The political post where the art of speech is enshrined in 

the official duty of a politician is the post of a president. Speeches 

to a modern president is a vital tool in governing strategy. 

Adetunji (2006:234) is of the view that presidential speeches 

represent institutional voices because presidents are considered 

the "most eligible representatives of their countries, whose word 

therefore bear a semantic load of their nations' ethos and soul." 

Because of this vital function presidential speeches perform, there 

are many archives, of presidential speeches. This has contributed 

to different linguistic investigations into    presidential    speeches    

from    different linguistic enquiries. Such as pragmatics (Chilton 

and Schaffer 1997, Adetunji,    2006)    discourse    analysis    
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(Miller,    2004, Okpanachi, 2004), and Stylistics (Adegoju, 2005, 

Oha, 1994). 

In addition, presidential speeches can be delineated into their 

thematic preoccupations such as inaugural address, address to 

party congress, campaign speech, and acceptance speech and so 

w> on. The pragmatic analysis of negation we attempt to do in 

this study  focuses  on   inaugural   and  acceptance speeches  of 

the selected presidents. Inaugural and acceptance speeches have 

three functions: first, they serve as "public ritual where the newly 

elected typically celebrate the democratic processes that empower 

them" (Strachan, 2010:21).Second, this particular political 

speeches function to celebrate the country's shared values in a 

process that explicitly describes the relationship between the 

executive and the people (Strachan, 2010). Third, unlike other 

speeches of presidents, inaugural address and acceptance  

speeches  are  included  in  official   public  papers which mean 

they are actually available from state archives and historical 

documents. Inaugural and acceptance speeches are, therefore a 

valuable source of both historical and a comparative data about 

the country's presidents. 

2.7.0 THE   LINGUISTIC   FEATURES   OF   POLITICAL 

SPEECHES 

These features will  be broadly categorized  into three 

main parts:  

I.         Lexicon 

ii.       Grammar 

iii.      Rhetorical devices 

Perhaps the absence of such terms might have changed the 

public perception of. the Democrats platform and also limited the 
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scope and clarity of their policies. Another case of vocabulary 

removal is the case of political correctness that deals with 

avoidance of forms of expressions or actions that exclude, 

marginalize, or insult certain racial or cultural groups (Abaya, 

2004). So many of these words were identified (see Abaya, 

2004:143-146) to include fireman (firefighter), blacks (African-

American), ghetto (inner city), etc. The generation of new 

vocabulary is easy to recognize on the other hand. Both the elites 

and masses have introduced new terms for political reasons 

which are evident from the samples of political speeches in the 

United States and in Nigeria. In America, we have   'Nukespeak'   

a vocabulary created by the public and private, organizations     

associated with the production and deployment of nuclear 

weaponry (Powder 'and Marshall, 1985). We have also 'transfer 

tubes' created in 2003 during Iraq war to refer to containers used 

to transport the dead bodies of soldiers home (Thorne, 2006), 

'spin-doctors' created in 1980 to refer to someone who deceives 

(Beard, 2000). In Nigeria, we use such words as  'god-father',  

'Ghana must go polities'. 

27.1.2 Technical words: technical words in politics are 

neologism, even though after a period they become part of the 

vernacular. For how long it becomes part of an' everyday 

vocabulary is known, but Geis (1987) points out that as long as 

they maintain their precise and complex meaning they remain 

technical words. Because of the complexities attached to 

technical words, they serve to further different purposes for 

politicians. First, it makes argument inaccessible' to those outside 

the linguistic community of the speakers. Second, it causes 

listeners to accord undue prestige to the speaker. Fowler and 
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Marshall (1985) put forward that no attempt is usually made to 

clarity the meaning of the words used unless it has generated 

controversial interpretation that can be inimical to them. Gastil 

(1992) cited 'real politik' as an example of technical words. In 

Nigeria we have what the late former senate president Chuba 

Okadigbo called 'political arithmetic'. 

27.1.3 Imprecise words: they are usually words without having 

precise or exact meaning. Orwell (1946) mentioned that is normal 

to come across words in passages that are almost completely 

lacking in meaning. The following words are identified by Orwell 

as examples of imprecise words: values, human, democracy, 

sentiments etc. Orwell believed that these  

2.7.1   LEXICON 

Gastil (1992) identifies five features of political discourse lexicon:    

vocabulary,    technical    words,    imprecise    words, euphemism 

and loaded words. 

27.1.1 

Vocabulary:   in the  fictional   language  of 'Newspeak' by Orwell 

(1949) in both the text and the appendix to   Nineteen   Eighty-

four,   prominently  featured changes in vocabulary, including  

additions to and deletions from the English language. Politicians 

use the addition or deletion as a strategy to restrict the range of 

things thinkable in the language because though tare only 

expressed with words available irk the language. Aside the 

fictional analysis of political vocabulary by-Orwell, Edelman 

(1964) did an empirical study of political vocabulary drawing-

upon Orwell's ideas. Edelman concluded that both perception of 

fact and value connotations hinge on the adequacy and character 

of the available vocabulary. A case of vocabulary  removal   for  
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purely   its  political   interest  can   be hardly   found however,  

there  are  cases  which  Gastil   (1992) draws attention to, and 

that is the cases of such words as 'liberal'   and   'progressive'. 

Gastil   observes that these  words began to disappear from the 

jargon of Democrats in the late 1980's as a result of distancing 

themselves political words are strictly meaningless and all 

attempts to give the words agreed definition is resisted. Gastil 

(1992) outlines three reasons why imprecise words are used in 

political discourse. 

First, vagueness allows different listeners to infer contradictory 

meanings, causing them to agree with the speaker on entirely 

different reasons.   Second, extreme ambiguity can serve as 

camouflage. That is, it makes unpleasant facts less obvious, hides 

the ignorance of the speaker and makes it easier to deny 

statement afterwards. Finally, the repetition of meaningless and 

dead words makes the listeners less critical and more receptive. 

2.7.1.4  EUPHEMISM:  it is a mild or evasive term  for something 

that is taboo, negative, offensive, or top direct - Opposite of 

dysphemism (Theme, 2006). The use of euphemism in politics is 

one of the ways politicians make unpleasant sound more 

pleasant. In Orwell's novel Nineteen Eighty-four some of the 

euphemism used clearly illustrate how unpleasant are turned            

pleasant.   For   instance,   such   usages   as   'joy camp'   (force- 

Labour camp), 'mini pax' (ministry of peace i.e. ministry of war). 

There is a body in the United States called National Council of:          

Teachers of English (NCTE) who has been giving awards to those 

who have used language deliberately euphemistic. Some of the 

recipients of the awards are Col. David HE Offer. The United 

States Air Force Officer in Cambodia after a US bombing raid, he 



29 

 

allegedly told reporters: "you always write it's bombing, bombing, 

bombing, it's not bombing! It's air support" (Thome, 2006: xii). 

Ronald Regan received the award in 1983 for the MX 

intercontinental Ballistic missile ' peacekeeper'. Hyident from the 

above uses of euphemisms, euphemism sare used by politicians, 

to portray negative most especially actions to positive. 

2.7.1.5 LOADED WORDS loaded words provide additional 

meanings to words. Orwell (1949) said that the use of loaded 

words in political discourse does not only have political 

implication, but also are intended to impose a desirable mental 

attitude upon the person using them as well as the listener.  

Fowler and Marshall (1985) give the word 'peace-monger' as an 

example of a loaded word. They said that the word 'peace-monger' 

refers to peace activism which carries the irrationality and 

savagery of its closest and more familiar lexical relative war-

mongering. 

On the whole, the use of technical, imprecise, euphemistic and 

loaded words in political discourse has served different political 

purposes which may not be known by people outside the cycle of 

politics. For this reason, many studies have been done on the 

lexical features of political discourse and their implication in the 

domain of politics of which this one is part in helping uncover the 

implicit ways politicians manipulate lexical items to their selfish 

purposes.  

2.7.2.0 GRAMMAR 

The prominent features of grammar of political speeches we will 

consider in this study are voice, 'pronoun, nominalization, 

modality and negation. 
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2.7.2.1 Voice- Voice is   a   grammatical   feature   which 

indicates whether a subject in a sentence is the agent of an action 

or affected by the action (Beard, 2000): Voice can be either active 

or passive. For example:  

The government has raised taxes. (Active) Taxes were raised by 

the government. (Passive) The 'by-phrase' can be deleted. Thus: 

Taxes were raised. 

From the above examples, politicians can deliberately choose the 

active voice in order to emphasize their role, passive in order to 

conceal responsibility or choose the agent less passive to leave 

out the agent altogether. 

2.7.2.2 Pronouns:  pronouns are used in place of nouns or noun 

phrases to refer to people or thing without actual naming  them. 

Pronouns differ depending on person (we, 2" -you, or 3 — he, she, 

it), gender (male — he, female — she, neuter —If), 

case (nominative -- he, accusative -- him, genitive -- his) and 

number(.v//7g«/<3r - /, plural - we). In political discourse one of 

the simplest and perhaps most common ways of establishing 

opposites   and   'otherness'   is   through   the   use   of  personal 

pronouns (Van Dijl<1993, Wilson, 1990, Thome, 2006) This is 

true because whenever pronoun is used in political discourse a 

sense of otherness is consciously or subconsciously evoked. 

The   most   common   use   pronouns   that   denotes   political 

Polarization   are   'us/them'   and   'we/they1   (Van   Dijk,   

1993) Gastil (1992:484-485) summarizes how pronouns are used 

in politics: first, people use pronouns indicating their ideological 

position on specific issues For example, a politician may refer to 

government policy as 'our' or 'it' depending upon their view of the   

policy.Second,   the   choice   of pronouns   indicates   how 
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close/distance the speaker is the topic under discussion. For 

example, the judicious distribution between 'we' and 'they'. Third, 

the use of 'we' to include the listeners leads to their involvement 

in the speaker's argument and will possibly make them more 

receptive. Finally, pronouns are used for attribution of 

responsibility. The hypothetical example given by Wilson 

(1990:48) effectively illustrates this point. Wilson gives a 

hypothetical example of a president trying to explain an 

unpopular interest rate increase as follows: 

i. Due to the rising balance of payment deficit ii.       It has been 

found necessary to increase interest rates iii.      1 have found it 

necessary to increase interest rates iv.      We have found it 

necessary to increase interest rates 

That the use of it', T and 'we1 distribute responsibility differently. 

It is easy to suspect that the president will use (ii) and (iv) 

avoiding full responsibility for the unpopular raising of-interest 

rates. 

2.7.2.3 Nominalization: is the process of turning what is 

typically a verb into a noun. The verbs change from concrete 

action to an abstract concept with direct consequences. 

Fairclough (1989:124) states that the nominalization of words in 

political discourse is ideologically motivated with the aim of 

obfuscating the "agency, causality and responsibility" through the 

representation of processes taking place in the world as entities 

rather than processes. Fairclough (2003) demonstrates this 

process by citing an excerpt of Tony Blair speech. It reads "The 

modern world is swept by change." The 'change' in the text was 

nominalised and the consequence is that the agents of processes 

or people who initiate processes are absent from the text. This is 
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one of the common reasons politicians nominalisewords in a 

political discourse. 

Modality ctheuse of modality in political discourse is one of the 

most studied features of grammar of political discourse. This is 

because   almost  all   other  aspects   discussed   so   far  (voice, 

pronouns and nominalization) can serve to initiate modality in 

political   discourse.   Consequently,  a  study   like  this  cannot 

adequately cover the different aspects of modality available in 

literature. Notwithstanding, the focus here will be on the ones 

identify   by   Green Baum   and   Sidney   (1996)   and Fair 

claugh (2003) Green Baum and Sidney (p. 80) define modality as 

"a semantic category that deals with two types of judgment: (1) 

those referring to the factuality of what is said (its certainty, 

probability, or possibility); (2) those referring to hum-an control 

over   situation   (ability,   permission,   intention,   obligation)." 

Fair clough says modality deals with speaker or writer authority 

and its use in political discourse deals with what people commit 

themselves when they make statements, ask questions, mid make 

demands or offers. People's commitment can be through their 

attitude, judgments and stance or position. Modality is centrally 

marked by modal verbs (can, will, may, must, should etc.). 

However, Fair clough identifies the following as equally ways of 

marking modality. They are modal adverbs such as 'certainly' 

obviously, usually, in fact; participate modal adjectives such as 

'required', 'possible', 'probable'; cognitive verbs such as 'think', 

believe' and verbs of appearance such as 'seem', 'appear'. Abeer et 

al (2011) say that the use of modality in political discourse by 

politicians goes a long way to show their lack of precision and 

commitment to proposition content of an utterance. Politicians 
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resort to imprecision and lack of commitment to what they say as 

a way of protecting themselves against any fixture criticism if 

their utterance are proved wrong later on. 

Negationrin a layman understanding, negation is the use of 

negative operators 'no'' and 'not' to reverse the truth-value of an 

affirmative statement. However, the concept of negation cannot be 

limited to a simple grammatical function, 'as it will be shown 

negation is used for diverse functions. It is a "linguistic, cognitive, 

and intellectual phenomenon. Ubiquitous and richly diverse in its 

manifestation and is fundamentally important to all human 

thought" (Lawler,2007:l). Horn and Kato (2000:1) further 

emphasize the importance of negation to be "core of human 

communication and of no system of animal communication. 

Negation and its correlates truth-value, false messages,   

contradiction,   and   irony can thus be   seen as defining 

characteristics of the human species." From the two above 

descriptions of negation, it can be summed up that the concept   

of negation   is   multifaceted   and   complex   and   its 

description should be from a cross-linguistic approach. 

The study of negation has played a central role in the 

investigation of natural and formal linguistic system from Plato 

and    Aristotle    to    contemporary    linguists,    logicians    and 

psychologists (Horn and Kato, 2000). This is in part because of 

the complexity negation exhibits in both form and function within 

its actual uses in sentences. Muhammad (2010) provides a long 

list of studies on negation (see Muhammad, 2010:69). However, 

aside Horn (1985) and Jerspersen (1917) that touch some of 

aspects of pragmatics of negation, ail the studies cited by 

Muhammad   were   either   on   the   syntax   of negation   or 
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semantics  of negation. In the  intervening  time,  this  study 

situates its analysis within the model of negation proposed by 

Jespersen, Jespersen study of negation ranges over diverse 

aspects of negation from morphology, logic, typology to what 

would now fall under the rubrics of pragmatics. His attention to 

the interpretation of ordinary and marked negation in different 

linguistic environment constitutes the basis on which this study 

is anchored. We will briefly outline the different forms of negation 

proposed by Jespersen (1917:1-57). 

i. Overt negatives: these are linguistic elements generally 

considered as negative operators in English with the sole purpose 

of signaling negation in .different utterances. There are two: 'no' 

and 'not'. 'No' is used as a prefix to three words: thing • nothing, 

body - nobody, where — nowhere. While the adverbs 'never and 

'none' have over the years acquired negative value and  are 

usually  used  with such value in many utterances. In colloquial 

usage, the negatron 'not' occurs in a contracted form mostly with 

auxiliary and modal verbs. For example, 'has not'—'hasn't', do – 

not don't, cannot' - can't etc. 

 ii. INCOMPLETE NEGATIVES— They are incomplete negatives 

because they do not express absolute negatives they are rather 

approximate negative of Seldom and rarely -adverbs meaning 'not 

often.  

Scarcely  and   hardly       adverbs   meaning   'almost 

not/no'. Little and few— determiners or adverbs meaning 'not 

much and not many' in contrast with 'a little' and 'a few' which 

are the positives. Only— meaning no more/other than'. 

iii.      Negative connectives- they are negatives but usually they 

serve as a means of joining phrases or clauses. 
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They are: either ... or, neither... nor. 

iv. Indirect    negation—    these are    achieved    through 

different strategies as follows: 

a.    Question: 'Am I the guardian of my brother?' lam not. 

'Who knows?' – No one knows or I do not know. 'Where shall 1 

go?' – I have nowhere to go. 

b.    Conditional clause: if I understand, I am a villain - Ido not 

understand. Hang nle, if I can tell - fdo not know. 

c.    Statements: let me see you play! –at threat don't play or I 

punish you. 

d.    Catch me doing it phrase: catch him at that, hang him – you 

can't catch him doing that. 

e.    Ironical phrases: good men have to missionary -there are no 

good men here. Much I care - I don't 

care. 

f.     Hypothetical clauses: if 1 were rich - lam not rich. 

g.    Expressions with too:  she is too poor to give anything. 

Another very important point about negation is its scope. Larsen-

Freeman, (1999) cited in Wu (2005:53) underscores the 

importance of scope of negation in the interpretation of 

negative statements. He says that, "when we are concerned with 

the meaning of the negative, it should also be concerned with-its 

scope." Quirk et al (1985:85) define scope as "the general term 

used to describe the semantic influence which certain words have 

on neighboring parts of a sentence." The scope of negation is a 

complex linguistic phenomenon that cannot be easily perceived 

and lack, of proper and clear understanding of the scope of 

negation can lead to misunderstanding and 
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ambiguity. For example, 'I have no food to eat' the meaning can 

be I do not have of what so ever food to eat or I have food but non 

edible. This ambiguity can be resolved by looking at scope of 

negation to start from the negative words itself to the end of the 

clause (Quirk, et al 1972). This interpretation applies to a large 

number of negatives. For example:  

a.   Musa obviously hasn't understood a word. 

(It is obvious that Musa hasn't understood a word.) 

b. Musa hasn't obviously understood a word. 

(It is not obvious that Musa has understood a word.) However,   

the   following   example   can   still    remain ambiguous: 

I wasn't listening all the time. It could be either 

'For the whole time I wasn't listening. Or I was 

listening occasionally. 

It is- because of this discrepancy that Quirk etai (1972:382) says 

it is enough to identify the scope of negation but the "information 

focus". The focus of negation is achieved 

through special constructive stress falling on a particular part of  

end of the clause (Quirk, et al 1972). This interpretation applies 

to a large number of negatives. For example: 

a.   Musa obviously hasn't understood a word. 

(It is obvious that Musa hasn't understood a word.) 

b.   Musa hasn't obviously understood a word. 

(It is  not obvious that Musa has  understood  a. word.) However,   

the   following   example   can   still    remain 

ambiguous: 

I wasn't listening all the time. It could be either 

'For the whole time I wasn't listening. Or I was. 

listening occasionally. 
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It is- because of this discrepancy that Quirk etal (1972:382) says 

it is enough to identify the scope of negation but the "information 

focus". The focus of negation is achieved through special 

constructive stress falling on a particular part of the clause that 

indicates the contrast of meaning implicitly-located at that spot. 

It is from the four categories of negative elements and devices 

identified by above that this study will focus on as the main 

component to be analyses. There are other negative words which 

include inherent negative words, such as 'deny' 'fail', the core 

assertion is normally made twice — in a positive and a negative 

form. 

2.7.3.2 Metaphor— is a direct reference to an object, concept, or 

idea quality to another word. Unlike a simile, which compares two 

things by saying that one is like the other, metaphor compares 

two things by saying one is the other. For example 'run' can be 

compared with 'lightning' as 'He is a lightning 

runner' against the simile 'He runs like lightning' The use of 

metaphor in political speeches involves the use of a word or 

phrase to an object or concept which does not relate to it but to 

t 

give concrete labels to abstract ideas, Kulo (2008). Kulo observes 

that most of the metaphors used within political discourse are 

derived from the domain of war and sport. However, Thome 

(2006) points out that not all metaphors can be lively and 

commendable, some have become common and are no more seen 

as metaphors. They have become what Orwell (1946) called  'dead 

metaphors': Example of these kinds of metaphor include 'time is 

money', etc. 
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2.7.3.3 Triads -- they are described as group of threes. The items 

that are grouped in threes may be words, phrases, or sentences. 

The pattern in which they are grouped makes political speech 

forceful and persuasive. Heritage and Great baugh (1986) refer to 

this rhetorical device as Mist' and view it as a major weapon in 

the armory of a public speaker. Triads or three-part list combines 

resources by which a political message is emphasized and 

through which its completion point can be anticipated (Beard, 

2000). The following is an example of triad given by Heritage and 

Great batch (1986) that describes .a disadvantage group as 

having been the victims of union attacks: "But in the winter of 

discontent, how many of the old, the sick, the unemployed were 

bashed by unions?" Here, the list of disadvantage groups alleged 

to have been 'bashed' by unions adds weight and emphasis to the 

point being made which could have been lost if these groups are 

described with a single general term such as 'the disadvantaged'. 

Aside the use of triads for emphasis and generating response, it 

can be an excellent method of closing remarks or, conclusions 

speeches (Alimole, 2000). 

2.7.3.4 Repetition- this involves the repetition of a phrase, a 

word or words at the beginning, middle or end of the sentence. 

Whenever speakers repeat part of an utterance it does not mean 

it is repeated just for repeating themselves or clarity but for 

emphasis (Beard, 2000). Alimole (2002) gives this example 'let's 

monitor performance. Let's complain when promises are broken. 

Let's use our electoral muscle to get the sort of government we 

deserve. Let's work to get more women elected into public office. 

Let's humanize government — to make it not only accountable, 

but also responsible to people who elected it' in this example, the 
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speaker has repeatedly used the word 'let's' to emphasize their 

role. 

2.7.3.5 Rhetorical questions- is one of the common devices used 

by politicians. It is a question that is not expected to be answered. 

Alimole (2002) views rhetorical question as a question asked only 

on the basis of its effect on the audience rather than expecting an 

answer. Politicians employ the use of rhetorical by phrasing their 

thoughts in a form of a question instead of making straight 

declarative statements. The reason is because of the force and 

dramatic effects it has on the listeners. For example, 'how much 

longer shall we put lip with this injustice?'"Isn't it time that we 

took action?''All these questions need no answer. Without an 

answer the message has been communicated. 

2.7.3.6 Puzzle-solution- is comparatively straightforward device 

that speakers begins by establishing some kind of puzzle or 

problem in the minds of the listeners and then, shortly afterwards 

offer as the solution to the puzzle a statement that stands as the 

core of the message that he or she wishes to get across  (Heritage  

and Great batch,' 1986).   In this   device, the adumbrated 

message is emphasized by the puzzle, which limits the audience 

to  anticipate  or guess  as  its  solution,  and  by the same token, 

to listen carefully to the speaker own solution when it is 

delivered. 

Heritage and Great batch give this example of puzzle-solution: 

"Unemployment Mister Chairman immediately brings to mind 

young people. What they want are real jobs. Many a business 

would like an apprentice. So why do they do without? 

Because the minimum wage lay down by wages councils and joint 

negotiating agreements are more than they can afford." 
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One thing that needs to be stressed here is that these rhetorical 

devices are not exclusive speeches;- a speaker can make use of all 

or combination of some of them to achieve their purposes of 

persuasion.  

2.8  THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK 

In the Journal of Language and Politics the analysis of political 

speeches is frequently featured. This is due to the institutional 

voices these speeches represent and due to its close relationship 

with the language of politics. The analysis of political speeches 

can never be said to be a new field of linguistic enterprise. From 

the Aristotelian period to the present time speeches have received 

a considerable attention. Within the linguistics circle speeches 

have been analyzed from the view point of Discourse Analysis, 

Stylistics and pragmatics.   

Until recently within the field of pragmatics, Critical Discourse 

Analysis (henceforth CDA) has been the theory on which the 

speeches are analyzed (Van Leeuwen, 2010). CDA focuses on 

revealing how a speaker uses certain strategies to communicate 

their message and which linguistic means are used to achieve 

these   strategies.   In   other  words,   it  uncovers   the   implicit 

meanings and reveals the linguistic choices that help to achieve 

speaker's purpose. The precise analysis and description of the 

materiality    of   language    are    factors    which    are    always 

characteristics of CDA (Bayram, 2010). It strives to explore how   

these   non-transparent   relationships   are   a   factor   in 

securing power and hegemony. The theoretical framework of this 

study is derived from CDA.  CDA  however,  does  not provide a 

single method (Wadak et al,  1998).  Rather three strands   of   

CDA   can   be   distinguished   within    linguistic framework:  



41 

 

a. A Social-Cognitive Model: Teun Van Dijk proposes this model 

of CD A and is seen as one of the leading figures  and pioneers of 

the study and researcher in the domain of CDA. His Socio-

Cognitive Model suggests that analysis of the topics that people 

talk about represents the things that exist in their minds. In Van 

Dijk's view point, those things are mental and personal tenets 

about ethnic events believe that the major premise in talking 

about others includes positive self-representation and other 

representation. Most of his critical works are concerned with 

prejudice and racism in discourse. One of this is the 

consideration of how Netherlander and Californian Caucasians 

talk about ethnic minorities and what role do these conversations 

play in the reproduction of ideology, b. Sociological and 

Historical Model – Ruth Wadak from Vienna University proposes 

this model of CDA. This model     is     based     upon     

Bernstein's     tradition     in sociolinguistics     and     Frankfurt     

School,     especially Jurgen Heber man  (Ahmad Vand,  2010).  

Based  on  this model Wadak has had some studies on the 

institutional relations and discourse barriers in courtrooms, 

school, and hospitals. The distinctive feature of this approach is 

the attempt to use all the background information in analyzing 

different layers of a spoken or written text.  

Wadak (2001:69-70) puts forward some features for the historical 

approach to CDA as follows:  

i. This approach is interdisciplinary. Like other critical 

linguists, Wadak acknowledges the intricacy of the 

relationship between language and society. As a result she 

believes that CDA is interdisciplinary in nature.  
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ii. ii.   This interdisciplinary nature could be seen both in     

theory     and     practice.     She     combines argumentation     

theory     and     rhetoric-     with Halli day's Functional 

Linguistics, iii.   This approach is problem-oriented  rather 

than emphasizing some special language issues, iv.   

Methodology   and   theory   are   chosen   through 

eclecticism, v.   In this approach, the analyst is always on 

the move between theory and empirical data. 

iii. Historical context will go under investigation and will be 

incorporated into the analysis of discourse and texts.  

c.   Discourse   as   Practice   Model:   this   model   by  Norman 

Fairelough,  a British  sociolinguist sees CDA as a method for 

examining social and cultural modifications that could be 

employed in protesting against the power and control of elite 

group on other people. Fairelough believes that this social and 

cultural modification shapes our language that shapes our social 

identities and interaction, knowledge system and belief in turn. In 

Language and Power he calls his approach Critical Language 

Study and considers the first aim of this approach as helping to 

correct the vast negligence in relation to the significance of 

language in creating, maintaining and changing the social 

relations of power. This approach is theoretical in nature. The 

second approach is practical in nature. It is about raising 

awareness on how language can influence the dominance of one 

group of people over other. He believes awareness is the first step 

toward emancipation. To reach this goal, Fairelough put a great 

emphasis on raising the level of people's consciousness. 

Among the  three  models  to  CDA  this  study  adopts discourse 

as practice model put forward by Fairclough because of its focus 
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on compelling issues in contemporary pragmatics and offers a 

deeper level of pragmatic thinking which goes beyond the usual 

interpretive stage of ethno-methodology or descriptive 

sociolinguistic convention. His model is revitalizing because   of   

how   it   offers   credible   understanding of   the 

interrelationship of language and social practice. The choice of 

this model of CDA as a framework for the analysis in this study is 

borne out of the following reasons: first, political speeches do not 

take place in a vacuum it is embedded in a specific context. 

Therefore, political speech cannot be understood without taking 

into consideration its context. This point is central in pragmatics 

as was made explicit by Wittgenstein (1956). Wittgenstein argued 

that utterances are meaningful only in their situational, cultural, 

ideological and historical context. It is based on this reasoning 

that CDA allocates the analysis of context a central place. Second, 

one important feature of CDA is the conceptualization of 

discourse as action - hereon can clearly see the pragmatic 

imprint. Discourse is not merely a form of language use but does 

have a behavioral dimension as a form of social practice 

(Fairclough, 1989). In speech presentations politicians act 

because what they do has consequences: they create situations 

that are based on verbal and non-verbal action. Third, meaning is 

not atmonolithic construct; it is a multidimensional and slippery 

concept with amazing complexity. Understanding the silent 

meaning of a text is a highly needed skill in contemporary 

pragmatics. Most of the central topics in pragmatics focus on 

meaning explicitly or implicitly expressed in an utterance. Critical 

Discourse Analysis, attempts to reveal the hidden meanings 

embedded in a discourse and for the purpose of this-study CDA 
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will be used to reveal the different shades of meanings attached to 

the use of negation in political speeches. Finally, from the 

foregoing it is obvious that CDA does not only have strong affinity 

with pragmatics but also takes many of its assumptions. This is 

evident in itsconcentration not only 

• 

on discourse but also taking into account the cultural and social 

 

context. 

2.9      PREVIOUS STUDIES 

This is the aspects that discussed the relevance of the scholars    

research,    because    prior    to    this    Work,    various 

contribution different scholars, prior analysis, it pertinent to the 

present a review on speech and speech marking is a bit like 

prospecting for black gold, if don't strike oil in ten minute, stop 

boring and other notable speeches were analyzed via pragmatic 

form and semantic theories. 

However, Great speeches like Martin Lurther King (jnr) "I have a 

Dream' Abraham Lincoln's "Gehyburg Adress" and Desmon Tutus 

"Nobel lectures" and recently Goodluck Jonathan's "victory and 

inaugural speech of 2011" were analyze, found worthy, so place in 

"Living Memories" in the world of oratory. 

However, pragmatically, different scholars and articles analyses 

different speeches such as Umar Bello's personal pronouns in 

political discourse: 

A CDA of President Jonathan's presidential declaration speech 

which found relevance to my own analysis thought he adopted 

Fairclough's (1989) three-tiers analytical framework in his 

analysis i.e. description, interpretation and explanation helps to 
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reconstruct the import and real ideological thrust of the speech. 

He found it easy to analyzed the speech based on the level of 

pragmatics and intersexual method which is linguistically useful. 

Another important relevance b research on my work is pragmatic 

and critical discourse analysis: 

A cross-disciplinary inquiry written by Ruth Wociak of Lancaster 

University. Ruth's analysis is based on contrast between the two 

notable linguistics theories which identified the three utterances 

analysis of locution, per locution and illocution as a framework; 

she further discussed the relationship between discourse-

analytical and pragmatic approach to graps the intricacy of anti-

Semitic meaning of utterances or speeches. So I found Ruth's 

paper as a relevance because it's also deals which the meaning in 

context Furthermore, "Get rud Reershemus" Research/cultures 

and pragmatics function of humor in academic research 

presentations: A corpus-assisted analysis this notion though is 

more of pragmatic function but found it worthy to be relevance 

especially considering it adopted an expression of discourse 

reflexivity as a framework in his analysis which reveal a clear 

considerable different between quantitative distributions of a 

team "Homour" as a function as pragmatic foam. 

Sunday Adefemi Sangoniran's a pragmatic analysis of slangs 

and catchy phrases used in some Nigerian Hip-Hop Sonas' is 

another notable relevance research work that inculcate which my 

research topic. Adefemi's adopted pure pragmatics 

presupposition, reference, intention and inference to denote the 

meaning of Hip-Hop in his work. 

Finally, the aforementioned research works, I came across 

several other researches been justify the  authenticy of my 
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research which aim filled gap void and embarked upon to add 

exiting knowledge enable readers to know that there is a lot of 

information to discuss on pragmatic analysis.   
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CHAPTER THREE 

METHODOLOGY 

3.1 SOURCES OF DATA 

The sources of data for this study will be adopted from the 

original texts of acceptance and inauguration speeches of the 

various selected presidents by locating them in the internet. A 

total number of eight (8) speeches will be used for the analysis. 

They include two speeches for each ofthe presidents. The 

presidents whose speeches are to be analyzed are: George W. 

Bush, Barak Obama, Musa Yaradua and Goodluck Jonathan. 

The full speeches will be at the appendix. The main body of the 

text will be an extract taken from the main political speeches 

which are randomly selected, according to the needs ofthe 

section. In other words, an extract of a political speech may be 

used if a particular feature of negation is spotted and the usage 

has been a good example of our discussion. 

3.2 POPULATION SAMPLE  

This dissertation uses secondary uses sources (text of acceptance 

and inauguration speeches of the selected presidents) for its 

working data. The target speeches are of reflexes President Barak 

Obama of USA and President Goodluck Jonathan of Nigeria. A 

total number of four (4) speeches will be used for the analysis.  

The Study includes two speeches for each of the president. 

President Barak Obama is the current president of United States 

of America and first African American to be sworn into the office 

of a president. The selected acceptance speech was delivered on 

the 4Ih November, 2008 at Grant Park, Illinois when he was 

declared the winner of the 2nd November USA President election. 

The second speech to be analysed is his Oath of Office as the 44Ih 
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American President at Abraham Memorial Centre. The two 

speeches are considered by speech analysts as the greatest 

speeches delivered by Barak Obama in his political career. The 

second speaker, President Goodluck Ebele Jonathan is the 

current President of Nigeria and the first person to be elected to 

the post of a president in the history of Nigeria from his geo-

political zone (South-South). His inaugural speech was presented 

at the Eagle Square, Abuja, the Nigeria's Federal Capital Territory 

to the audience of international and national imminence 

including Heads of governments of most African States. The 

second speech to be analysed is his declaration of intention 

speech to be vie for the post of the President under the flag of his 

political party-Peoples" Democratic Party (PDF) presented at the 

Eagle Square to his supporters. The full speeches will be at the 

appendix. The main body of the text will be an extract from the 

main political speeches which are randomly selected, according to 

the needs of the section. In other words, an extract of a political 

speech may be used if a particular feature of negation is spotted 

and the usage has been a good example of our discussion. 

3.3    METHOD OF DATA ANALYSIS 

Analytical procedures to be used for the research are textual and 

discursive utilized by Fairclough (1989). Fairclough identifies 

three components of the analytical procedure that include 

description, interpretation and explanation. This design will  be  

used  to  describe,  interpret and  explain the  use of negatives in 

presidential speeches. 

The negatives will be categorized according to Jerspersen (1917) 

identifications. They are categorized into the following types:  

i.         Overt negation: no, not, never 
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ii.       Incomplete negation: hardly, scarcely, seldom, a little, only, 

etc. iii.      Indirect negation: Questions: 'Am I the guardian of my 

brother?' 

Statements: 'let me see you play.' Hypothetical clauses: "like if I 

were rich." Conditional Clause: T am a rogue, if I drank today."  

iv. Negative connectives: neither./.. Nor, either... or. The above 

types of negation will be analyzed based on Critical Discourse 

Analysis (CDA) framework, in order to find out the pragmatic 

implications. In addition, the negatives and their pragmatic 

implications found in the speeches of Nigerian and U.S presidents 

will be compared and contrasted. 

3.3 METHOD OF COLLECTION 

Analytical procedure to be used for the research is the three 

stages of Critical Discourse Analysis proposed by Fairclough 

(1989:26). Three components of the analytical procedure are:  

Description:   This   stage   is   concerned* with   formal 

properties of the text. 

Interpretation:  Is concerned   with   the   relationship between 

text and interaction b    Seeing    the text as the product of the 

process of production and as a resource in the process of 

interpretation. 

•   Explanation: Is concerned with the relationship between r 

interaction and social context, the social determination of 

 the process of production and interpretation, and their effects. 

In all these stages, the concern is with analysis, but the nature of 

the analysis differs in each stage. The first stage limits its 

analysis to labeling the formal properties of the text. Thus, this 

study, at this stage, concentrates on the identification and 

labeling of the different types and forms of negation used in the 
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selected presidential speeches. The second stage is the cognitive 

process of the participants and their interactions focusing on the 

ideological mind sets that prompts and controls the different 

choices of one type of negation to another. Finally, in the third 

stage, the aim is to explain the relationship  between social events 

and social structures that affect these events and have affected 

them. This stage specifically looks at the connection between the 

choices of negative items, and social structures and how these 

choices affect one another in the overall communicative event. 

3.1.J Data Collection and Classification 

The data collected in the course of .this study are presented 

above, for the purpose of easy analysis and clear interpretation of 

the presented data above, the researcher used the idea of 

classifying the data into different classes of negation structure so 

as to enable come up with the pragmatic analysis. The 

classifications of negation are divided into two natural classes, 

these are: 

3.1.2: DESCRIPTIVE AND METALINGUISTIC NEGATION 

According to Horn (1989) Negation as it is use*d in sentences, can 

fulfill one of two different functions either negation is descriptive 

or it's metalinguistic. 

In descriptive use, negation is primarily "world Oriented or 

referentially oriented; that is the speaker intend to describe the 

negative State of affairs. This is typically the case in initial, non-

reactive utterances, therefore below are the data which 

descriptively negation: 

DESCRIPTIVE NEGATION 

a.    I did not hand over to civilian in 1979 (text A). 

b.    He didn't create these visions (text A). 
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c.    Cynicism and Skepticism will not help our journey to 

greatness. (Text B). 

d.    It has not been for the path for painted for those that the 

leisure over work (Text C). 

e.    The nation cannot proper long-when it favours only the 

prosperous. (Text C). 

f.     Your people will' judge on what you can build not what you 

destroy. 

The  second  classification  is  Met linguistic  Negation, which 

simply refers to a negation that formally explains the negative 

utterances used to object to a previous utterances on any 

grounds whatever, including the way it was pronounced" (Horn 

1989 : 374). Below are data found in a text with typical Met 

linguistics Negation. 

Meta linguistics Negation 

1.   1 cannot thank them enough, (text B) Means 

2.   These plans will not work if we did not respect the ruler of 

law. (Assertive) 

3.   I cannot buy tribute to our late President Alh. Umaru Musa 

Yar'adua (Stating). 

3.1.3 Initiative and Reactive Negation Utterances 

Horn   (1989:   423)  opines  that  initiative   and   reactive 

negation Utterances, characterized as serving the same similar 

function   with   descriptive   and   metalinguisties   negation   

but initiative and reactive negation has appears exactly real State 

of affairs world — oriented. 

In   this   explanation,   the   major   distinction   we conclude, 

then, the initial negation utterances are always descriptive 



52 

 

reactive. But reactive negation utterances can neither be 

Metalinguistics or descriptive. 

Initiative Negation in a text 

Not only did president Obasanjo destroy his own image as a 

statement and patriot, it was not true (text A).  

Reactive negation in a text 

1.   Luckily, we are not starting from the scratch. 

2.   For we know that our patch work heritage is a strength not a 

weakness, (text C). 

3.   Your people will judge you on what you can build, not you 

destroy. (Text C). 

4.   Confidence that a people that are truly committed to a noble  

ideal, cannot be denied the realization of their 

vision. (Text B). 

3.1.4: Focusing and Correction Negation 

If the negative operators focuses on part of an utterances. In 

other words, if we have constituent negation, focusing negation 

are usually introduced by conjunction "But". 

Examples of "focusing negation in a text" 

1.   We will act to only to create new job but not to lay a new 

foundation for ground (Text C).   

2.   Recall that the entire generalization faced down facism and 

communism not just with missile and tanks, but with study 

alliances and enduring convictions. (Text C). 3. The ability to 

extend opportunity to every willing heart not out of charity but it 

is the surest route to our common good. (Text C). 

4.   A recognition on the part of the every American that we have 

duties to or salve, our nation and world; duties we do not 

gratingly accept, seize gladly. (Text C). 
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5.   'Hie question we ask today is not whether out government is 

too big or too small but whether it works. (Text C). 

6.   Less measureable, but not less profound, is a sapping of 

confidence across our land. (Text C). 

7.   We honor them not only because they are guardians of our 

liberty but they embody the spirit of services. (Text 

C). 

8. The success of our economy has always depended no.t just on 

the size our gross-domestic products, but on the reach of our 

prosperity. (Text C). 

3.1.5  Positive Polarity Negation 

Characteristic    of   positive    polarity    items    like    the 

adverbials pretty or rather, is that they cannot occur within the 

scope of negation. 

1. Less than 60 years ago might not been solved in local 

restaurant can now stand before you to take most sacred oath. 

(Text C). 

2. That prefers leisure overwork or seeks only the pleasure of 

riches and fame rather it has risk takers (Text C).  
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CHAPTER FOUR 

DATA PRESENTATION, ANALYSIS AND 

INTERPRETATION 

4.0     INTRODUCTION:  

This chapter deals primarily with data collections. In order 

to achieve this, the research has used inter-textual method of 

data collection and has analyzed the data based on sentences find 

in speeches first according to their appearance in speeches and 

functions in terms of social context, political discourse as well as 

according to the role they serve in a various text. 

4.1      DATA PRESENTATION 

In the course of Data Collection and Presentation, the Speeches 

are downloaded and extracted the sentences with negation in 

other to analyze the pragmatics form of negation below are the 

sentences with negation labeled as text 'A' for President Umaru 

Musa Yar'adua inaugural Speech of29lh May, 2007, while text 'B' 

stands for the sentences with negation for the speech of President 

Goodluck Jonathan"C' carriesthe sentences with negation for the 

U.S President Barack Obama respectively. Below are the data 

collections and presented. 

TEXT 'A' 'Yar'adua's Speech 

Sentences with negation 

1.  I didn't hand over power to civilian in 1979. 

2.  He didn't not create these divisions. 

3.   Not only did President Obasanjo destroy his own image as a 

Statement and patriot, it was not true. 

4.   Luckily, we are not starting from the scratch. 

5.   If these plans will mean little, we did not respect rule of law. 

TEXT 'B' President Goodluck Jonathan Speech 
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Sentences with negation 

1.   I cannot thank them enough. 

2.   1 cannot but boy but tribute to our late President, Alhaji 

Umani Musa Yar'adua. 

3.   We will not allow anyone exploit differences in creed or 

tongue, to set one against another. 

4.   Confident that a people that are truly committed to a noble  

ideal, cannot be denied the realization of their vision. 

5.   My fellow country Men and Women. Nigeria is not just land  

of promise;  it shall  be a nation  where positive change will 

continue to take place for good of our people. 

6.   Cynisicism and Skepticism will not help our journey to 

greatness. 

'C'   TEXT   inaugural   Speech   of  U.S   President   Barrack 
Hussein Obama 

'Sentences with Negation 

America has not carried on simply because of the Skill or vision of 

those in high office, but we the people have remains faithful to 

the ideal of our forebears and true to our founding documents. 2.  

Less Measurable, but no less profound, is a sapping of confidence 

across our land. 

3.  It has not been the path for the faint-heated, for those that 

prefer the leisure over work, or seek only the pleasures of riches 

and fame. Rather it has been a risk takes. 

4. And will act on only to create new jobs but to lay a new 

foundation for growth. 

5. The Question we ask today is not whether our government is 

too big or too small but whether it works . 

6.  The nation cannot proper long when it favors only the 

prosperous. 
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7.   The success of our ceremony has always dependent not just 

on the size of our gross domestic products, but on the reach of 

our prosperity. 

8.    The ability to extend opportunity to every willing heart not 

out of charity but it is the suvrest route to our common good. 

9.   Those ideals still light the world and we will not give them up 

for expedience sake. 

10.  Recall that earlier generalizations faced down fascism and 

communicism not just with missiles and tanks, but with study 

alliances and enduring convictions. 

11. We will not apologize our way of life, nor will we waver in its 

defence. 

12.  For we knew that our patchwork heritage is a strength not a 

weakness. 

13.  Poor people will judge you on what you can build, nor what 

you destroy. 

14.  We honour them not only because they are guardians of our 

liberty but they embody the spirit of service. 

15. A recognition on the path of every American that we have 

duties to ourselves, our nation and world; duties we do not 

grudgingly accept, but rather seize gladly. 

6. Less than 60 years ago might not been served in local 

restaurant can now stand before you take a most sacred Oath. 

4.1     DAT A ANALYSIS 

In the course of analysis, the three speeches selected are labeled 

text "A" president Umar Musa Yafadua inaugural speech, text "B" 

President Good luck Ebele Jonathan inaugural speech and text 

"C" President Barack Obama inaugural speech. The total 

numbers of sentences with negation extracted portion are twenty 
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seven; therefore, we have A 1-5 and text Bl-6 sentences and 

finally text Cl-16 respectively this was done in order to make the 

analysis clear and easy to understand. Efforts were made to 

calculate the percentages of speech acts types so as to make 

interpretation of the tables clear and empirical. The calculation of 

the percentages of the speech acts in a speech is based on the 

number of sentences and not on the total number of speech acts 

in each speeches. This we have; 

Total number of speech acts             

Total numbers of sentences in speech        1 

This will served as the basis for our discussion in the research 

work. 

Text A; The speech Act Analysis of President Umaru Musa 

'Yar'adua inaugural speech: 

Data I: 

Locution: •   I didn't hand over power to civilian in 1979. 

illocutionary: 

(a) Direct: assertive (stating) 

(b) Indirect: verdictive (confirming) 

Expected perlfocutionary: confirming. 

Data II: 

Locution: He did not create these divisions. 

Illocutionary: 

(a) Direct: assertive 

(b)Indirect: verdictive (confirming) 

Expected perlocutionary: confirming. 

Data III: 

Locution: Not only did President Obasanjo destroy his own image 

as a stateman and patriot, it was not true. 
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Illocutionary: 

(a) Direct: Expressive (b),Indirect: Commissive 

Expected perlocutionary effect: confirmation. 

Data IV: 

Locution: Luckily, we are not starting from the scratch. 

Illocutionary: 

(a) Direct: Assertive (stating) 

(b) Indirect: verdictive 

Expected perlocutionary Act: happiness. 

Data V: 

Locution: These plans will means little, if we didn't respect rule of 

law. 

Illocutionary: 

(a) Direct: directive 

(b) Indirect: commissive 

Expected perlocutionary Act: Encouragement. 

Text   '13'   A   speech   Act   Analysis   of President   Jonathan 

Inaugural speech. 

Data Bl: 

Locution: I cannot thank them enough. 

Illocutionary Act: 

(a) Direct: declarative (b)Indirect: assertive 

Expected perlocutionary Act: Sympathy. 

Data B II: 

Locution:   I cannot but Guy tribute to our late president, Alh. 

Umaru Musa Yar'adua. 

Illocutionary Act: 
(a) Direct: Expressiveness (Sympathy) (b)Indirect: Assertive 

Expected perlocutionary Act: Sympathy 

Data B III: 



59 

 

Locution:  We will not allow any one exploit differences in creed or 

tongue to set one against another. 

Illocutionary act: 

(a) Direct: directive 

(b) Indirect: commissive 

Expected perlocutionary Act: sobriety and reflective 

Data B IV: 

Location: Confident that people cannot that are truly committed 

to 

a nobi-e ideal, cannot be denied the realisation of their 

vision. 

Illocutionary act: 

(a) Direct: assertive 

(b) Indirect: declarative 

Expected perlocutionary Act: hopefulness. 

Data B VI: 

Locution: Cyniciscism   and   skepticism   will   not   help   over   

our  journey to greatness. 

Illocutionary act: (a) Direct: directive 

(b)Indirect: assertive 

Expected perlocutionary Act: appealing. 

Text 'C' A speech act analysis of President Barack Obama 

Inaugural Speech: 

Data C I: 

Locution: America has not carried on not simply because of the 

skill and vision of those in high office, but we the people have 

remain faithfully to the ideal of our forebears and 

true to our founding documents. 

Illocutionarv act: 
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(a) Direct: directive 

(b) Indirect: verdictive 

Expected perlocutionary Act: sobriety and reflective. 

Data C II: 

Locution: • Less measurable but not less profound, is a sapping 

of confidence across our land. Illocutionary act: 

(a) Direct: directive 

(b) Indirect: declarative 

Expected perlocutionary Act: inspiring. 

Data C III: 

Locution: It has not been the path for the faint-heated for those 

that prefer leisure over work or seek only the pleasures of 

riches and fame. Rather it has been a risk takers. 

lllocutionary act: 

(a) Direct: assertive 

(b) Indirect: expressive 

Expected perlocutionary Act: sobriety and reflective. 

Data C VI: 

Locution: •   And we will act not create new jobs but to lay new 

foundation for   rowth. 

lllocutionary act: 

(a) Direct: assertive 

(b) Indirect: expressiveness 

Expected perlocutionary Act: hopefulness. 

Data C V: 

Locution: The   question   we   ask   today   is    not   whether   

our government is too big or too small but whether it works... 

Illocutionary act: 

(a) Direct: commissive 
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(b) Indirect: verdictive 

Expected perlocutionary effect: hopefulness. 

Data C VI: 

Locution: The nation cannot proper long when it favour, only the 

prosperous. 

Illocutionary act: 

(a) Direct: assertive 

(b) Indirect: expressive 

Expected perlocutionary effect: encouraging and inspiring. 

Data C VII: 

Locution: The success of our economy has always depended not 

just on the size of our gross domestic product but on the 

reach of our prosperity. 

Illocutionary act: 

 (a) Direct: assertive 

(b) Indirect: commissive 

Expected perlocutionary effect: Inspiring. 

Data C VIII: 

Locution: The ability to extend opportunity to every willing heart 

not out of our gross domestic,  but the .reach  of our prosperity. 

Illocutionary act: 

(a) Direct: Assertive 

(b) Indirect: Declarative 

Expected perlocutionary effect: hopefulness of sympathy. 

Data C IX: 

Locution: Those ideals still light the world and we will not give 

them up for expedience sake. 

Illocutionary act; 

(a) Direct: Commissive 
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(b) Indirect: Declarative 

Expected perlocutionary Act: hopefulness. 

Data C X: 

Locution: • Recall that earlier generalizations face down racism 

and communism not just with missile and tanks but with study 

alliances and enduring conviction. . 

Illocutionary act: 

(a) Direct: assertive (a) Indirect: expressive 

Expected perlocutionary Act: pacification. 

Data C XL- 

Locution: We will not apologies our way of life; nor will we favour 

waver in its defence. 

Illocutionary act: 

(b) Direct: declarative 

(c) Indirect: verdictive 

Expected perlocutionary Act: determining of encouragement. 

Data C XII: 

Locution: For we knew that our patchwork heritage is a strength 

not 

a weakness. 

Illocutionary act: 

(a) Direct: Assertive (b)Indirect: commissive 

Expected perlocutionary Act: motivation and Inspiring. 

Data C XIII: 

Locution: •   Your people will judge you on what you can build, 

not what you destroy.                                       

Elocutionary act: 

(a) Direct: Assertive 

(b) Indirect: Virdictive 
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Expected perlocutionary effect: appeasement. 

Data C XIV: 

Locution: We honour them not only because they are gurdians of 

our liberty but they embody the spirit of service. 

Illocutionary act: 

(a) Direct: Assertive 

(b) Indirect: Declarative 

Expected perlocutionary effect: happiness and cheerful. 

Data C XV: 

,ocution: 

A recognition on the part of every American that we have duties to 

ourselves, our nation and world; duties we do not grudgingly 

accept but rather seize gladly. 

Illocutionary act: 

(a) Direct: Commissive (b)Indirect: Declerative 

Expected perlocutionary effect: Encouraging. 

Data C XVI: 

Locution: 

Less than 60 years ago might not been solved in local 

restaurant can now stand before   ou to take sacred oath. 

Illocutionary act: 

(c) Direct: Assertive 

(d) Indirect: Verdictive 

Expected perlocutionary effect: excitement. 
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TABLE I: 

TEXT 'A' (YAR'ADUA INAUGURAL SPEECH) 

Speech   Act   (Direct   

& 

Frequencies Percentages 

Indirect   

Assertive Directive 3 1 30% 1 0% 

Expressive 1 10% 

Verdictive o 30% 

Commissive 7 z. 20% 

Declarative 0 0% 

Total Number of Acts 10 * 

TABLE 2: 

TEXT 'B' (GOODLUCK JONATHAN INAUGURAL SPEECH) 

Speech   Act   (Direct   & 

Indirect 

Frequenc

ies 

Percentages 

Assertive 5 41.6% 

Directive 2 16.6% 

Expressive 1 8.3% 

Verdictive 0 0% 

Commissive 2 16.6% » 

Declarative 

Total Number of Acts 

16.6% 

TABLE 3: 

TEXT   'C'    (INAUGURAL   SPEECH   OF   PRESIDENT 

BARACKOBAMA) 

Speech   Act   (Direct   & Indirect Frequencies Percentages 

Assertive 10 3 1 .2% 
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Directive 2 6.2% 

Expressive 4 12.5% 

Verdictive 5 15.6% 

Com missive 5 15.6% 

Declarative 6 18.7% 

Total Number of Acts 32  

 

4.3 INTERPRETATION OF THE ANALYSIS  OF TABLES 

Language is a powerful weapon in getting to the political thought 

and ideologies of politicians; hence the language use of Yar'adua, 

Goodluck and Barack Obama's inaugural speeches through three 

selected speeches in order to get their thought. Speech Acts 

Theory was applied to the study of the speeches 

and we discovered that the five categories of Searl's (1969) 

Speech Act manifested with vindictive category from Austin 

(1962). 

It is pertinent to the state that speech acts could be intended or 

unintended, as the speaker is often unaware of some speech acts 

tactics especially the indirect illocutionary acts. 

It was found from the inaugural speeches that five sentences 

contained negation (not) had used mainly sentences that were 

assertive as they have total of 30% while 10% of those sentences 

were directive and expressive, however, the commissive contained 

20% and verdictive 30% respectively. 

It is important to note that President Umaru Musa 'Yar'adua used 

assertive and verdictive more in his speech with signified that 

people in power used more authority just to give instructions and 

orders that will guide his administration.  
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In the second table President Goodluck Jonathan used more of 

assertive in speech with consist of 41.7% while the speech act 

that follows are declarative, commissives and directives carried 

16.6% to maintain and inform more promise in his subjects; and 

expressive 8.3%.  

From the tables, it is realized that each of the sentences are 

analysed performed both direct illocutionary and indirect acts. 

This showed that the presidents did more than saying or stating, 

in their processes of making statements' various other soeech 

acts were performed. The fact that aii ihe sentences have both 

direct and indirect speech acts brought the total number of 

illocutionary acts in the. Fifty four sentences to one hundred and 

eight. The direct acts were mainly in the categories of directives, 

verdictives, commissives, expressive and declaratives. 

In a global macro-speech act sense, the totally of the speeches 

selected and analysed in our data displayed efforts made by 

presidents Yar'adua, Jonathan and Barack Obama to make the 

public accept their government and co-operate with them. There 

was no forceful in their speeches, they manifested high frequency 

of assertive and verdictives in their sentences. This was because 

at the initial stages, they were trying to lay claims to their' power 

and authority as the newly elected presidents and they 

demonstrated these in their inaugural speeches, hence the wide 

use of these acts in the speeches. 

4.4     DISCUSSION 

Speech acts which are analysed using illocutionary acts and the 

perlocutionarty acts of the utterances show what the speakers 

used their utterance to perform: The ways they used their 

utterances and the effects that the utterances are excepted to 
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have on the listeners. We can observe that in all twenty seven 

sentences analysed. They are same number direct and indirect il 

locutions. 

We can also observe that the speaker predominantly uses 

assertive and expressive in a speech to describe the state of 

affairs of the nation; to show the rich knowledge about the sad 

event and to show their personal and emotional concern. In terms 

of Obama's speech He personally admonishes his feelings about 

his people and United States in General. 

Another important observation in the research is mostly of the 

sentences analysed with negation express feelings of trust by the 

speakers to prepare their people minds toward achieving the 

illocutionary forces of other utterances that they uttered which 

are commissures in nature and more direct (to make them 

perform the actions that he wants them to perform). 

4.5 CONCLUSION 

In this chapter, we have presented and anaylsed the ^ural speech 

of Nigerian and US Presidents speeches using ;h acts theory 

(Searl's iilocutionary act classification was ;ed) using clear 

relevance classification of negation i.e. 

tivc negation and metalinguistics negation. It's important »te that 

the tables used in analysis signify that truly ned the iilocutionary 

acts such as commissives declaratives, verdictives among others. 

The observation arising from the analysis have been  the answers 

to our research questions have been xi as well as achieving the 

aims and objectives set out at running of this research. The next 

chapter will therefore .immary. of the research of the research 

findings. 
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CHAPTER FIVE 

SUMMARY, FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

5.1      SUMMARY 

The research is based on pragmatic analysis of negation of some 

selected speeches of Nigerian and United States Presidents 

notably President Umaru Musa Yar'adua, President 

Goodluck Jonathan of Nigeria and President Barack Obama of US 

inaugural speeches. It contains five different chapters, chapter 

one the general introduction to the study was presented, it is 

made of an introduction to the study, statement of the research 

problem, the research questions, aims and objectives of 'the 

study, the scope of the study, the justification as well as a 

description of our data. 

Chapter two contains the literature review, we started by tracing 

the history of pragmatics, we reviewed some of its definitions and 

scholarly contributions, also reviewed some theories and elements 

of pragmatics as well as looking at the contributors and 

theoretical framework with its speech acts theory. 

The third chapter deals with the methodology which includes the 

methodology used in analyzing data; the method adopted for 

analysis. 

However, chapter four contained the data collected, the 

presentation of the data as well as analysis interpretation and 

discussion of research findings. 

Finally,   chapter   five   included   the   summary   of  the 

findings, conclusion and recommendations. 

5.2     MAIN FINDINGS OF THE STUDY: 

Presidents Barack Obama, Umaru Musa Yar'adu and Goodluck 

Jonathan inaugural speeches were been looked into using some 
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theories and elements of pragmatics. As it's already known, the 

aim of pragmatics is to investigate how meanings are generated 

from utterances beyond the reliance on only the linguist 

properties of utterances made. 

1.  It is, by general observation, known that language is the 

means of communication and there is a great need for leaders to 

communicate with the governed.  

2.  It therefore behaves one to   properly account the meanings 

contained in the utterances of leaders. 

3. That is why we have chosen the inaugural speeches of the 

Nigerian and US presidents. 

4. In this research, it has been found that president Jonathan,  

Yar'adua and   Obama  embedded   in  and constrained    by    

cognition, social  principles of communication and the context 

that surrounds them. 

5.   This research also shows the presidents are as careful users 

of words and a performer of many actions with few utterances. 

5.3     RECOMMENDATIONS 

Going by the analysis done so far and the data presented in the 

four cliapter of the research, the salient findings are analyzed 

using pragmatic theory. 

The researcher adopted Austin's and Searl's speech act theory in 

order to show cases the pragmatic analysis which gives the 

element of interpretation of their utterances. They serve as a 

conventional undertone for speeches where there is no immediate 

linguistics feedback. 

It's recommended that the research form as part of contribution 

threefold. First it makes a theoretical based However, 

pragmatically, different scholars and articles analyses different 
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speeches such as Umar Bello's personal pronouns in political 

discourse: 

A CDA of President Jonathan's presidential declaration speech 

which found relevance to my own analysis thought he adopted 

Fairclough's (1989) three-tiers analytical framework in his 

analysis i.e.1 description, interpretation and explanation helps to 

reconstruct the import and real ideological thrust of the speech. 

He found it easy to analysed the speech based on the level of 

pragmatics and intertextual method which is linguistically useful. 

Another important relevance b research on my work is pragmatic 

and critical discourse analysis:  

A cross-disciplinary inquiry written by Ruth Wodak of Lancaster 

University. Ruth's analysis is based on contrast between the two 

notable linguistics theories which identified the   three   

utterances   analysis   of  locution,   perlocation   and illocution 

as a framework, she further discussecf the relationship between 

discourse-analytical and pragmatic approach to graps the 

intricacy of anti-Semitic meaning of utterances or speeches. So I 

found Ruth's paper as a relevance because it's also deals which 

the meaning in context in view of that there is need for furthering 

this research. 
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