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Abstract 
Politics has to do with the acquisition of power and politicians acquire power in order to control both 

human and material resources. Language then becomes an important agent of politics because it is the tool 

with which the people are mobilised for effective participation in the political process of a nation. 

Conversely, it is the tool with which people are manipulated and excluded from political participation. In 

effect, language shares an inextricable link with politics. Consequently, politicians manipulate language in 

a manner that accrues advantage to them. This in effect makes manipulation an important concept in 

politics. The subject of interest for this paper is to evaluate the extent to which language has influenced, 

shaped or reinforced political events in Nigeria, particularly the 2015 Presidential election where the 

opposition party for the first time in the political history of Nigeria defeated an incumbent president and 

candidate in the election. This paper was set to find out whether manipulation could be established in the 

press releases/statements of the spokespersons of the APC and PDP as well as determine those who were 

manipulated. The data collected were the press releases/statements of the spokespersons of the APC and 

PDP in the run-up to the elections. The data were analysed using van Dijk’s approach of Critical Discourse 

Analysis. Although the findings of this paper showed that the language used by these spokespersons is 

characterised by manipulation and that the political class as well as the literate and illiterate classes all 

suffer the effect of manipulation, it is however not enough to conclude that language manipulation by the 

spokespersons of the two major political parties, significantly affected the outcome of the 2015 Presidential 

election in Nigeria. 
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Introduction  

In democracy, power is said to reside 

with the people and their involvement is crucial 

to it (democracy). Language then becomes an 

important agent of democracy because it is the 

tool with which the people are mobilised for 

effective participation in the political process of a 

nation and conversely it is also the tool with 

which the people are manipulated and excluded 

from political participation. In effect, language 

shares an inextricable bond with politics or 

democracy; a bond which leads  Habermer cited 

by Hague and Harrop (105) to describe 

democracy as “…a form of communication in 

which citizens inform, educate and become 

reconciled to each other in the process of 

reaching collective agreement”. This description 

does not only see language as central to politics 

or democracy but sees man as controlling both 

language and politics for his ultimate benefit. 

In politics, politicians manipulate 

language in a manner that accrues political 

advantage to them. This in effect makes 

manipulation an important concept in politics. 

vanDijk (2006) sees manipulation as not only 

involving power but its abuse, stressing that 

manipulation can involve the exercise of a form 

of influence over another by means of text. He 

subsequently defines it as “a communicative and 

interactional practice in which a manipulator 

exercises control over other people, usually 

against their will or against their best interests” 

(360). Aligning with this assertion, Adamu (18) 

conceives manipulation to be “a wilful or 

intentional design to alter or affect the thought 

pattern /process, attitude or believe system of an 

individual or group by means of discourse in 

order to assert control or dominate the 

manipulated”. 

From the foregoing, it is obvious that 
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language is usually manipulated by the political 

class or actors who deploy it (language) in a 

manner that accrues advantage to them. 

Bamgbose (86) affirms this statement when he 

asserts that “language is a very powerful 

instrument of identification and classification; 

but… it can be manipulated for participation and 

exclusion”. Oha (294) aligns with this argument 

when he asserts that “language … has become 

not just a political weapon or instrument, but the 

real politics in the multilingual and multicultural 

Nigerian society”. This further confirms the 

inextricable alliance between language and 

politics, to the effect that language can be used to 

influence, shape or reinforce political events.   

 The subject of interest for this paper is 

evaluating the extent to which language has 

influenced, shaped or reinforced political events 

in Nigeria, particularly the 2015 Presidential 

election. This election becomes one of the most 

significant events in the political history of 

Nigerian because it is the first time an opposition 

party; The All Progressives Party (APC) defeated 

an incumbent President and a candidate of the 

ruling party; The Peoples Democratic Party 

(PDP) in an election. On this account, the 2015 

Presidential election in Nigeria is so important 

that this paper considers it worthy of scholarly 

investigation. We must emphasise here that the 

order or sequence of presentation of the two 

parties is purely by alphabetical order as the 

researchers do not have any attachments to any of 

the political parties.  

It is important to note that in the run-up 

to the election, two individuals were particularly 

outstanding because of the vociferous manner 

they defended their political parties (APC and 

PDP) and Presidential candidates (Muhammadu 

Buhari and Goodluck Jonathan). They were the 

spokespersons of the APC, Lai Mohammed and 

PDP, Olisah Metuh. Therefore, the press 

releases/statements of APC‟s Lai Mohammed and 

PDP‟s Olisa Metuh were used as corpus for this 

paper. Therefore the thrust of this paper is to find 

out the extent to which the language used by 

these two individuals who were the official 

mouth piece of their respective parties influenced, 

shaped or reinforced political events in the 2015 

Presidential election. Particularly, this paper is set 

against two objectives, which are; to ascertain 

whether manipulation can be established in the 

press releases/statements of the spokespersons of 

the APC&PDP and if yes then determine those 

being manipulated. 

Empirical Review 

This paper is aimed at finding out the 

effect of language manipulation by the 

spokespersons of the two major political parties, 

APC & PDP on the outcome of the 2015 

Presidential election in Nigeria. However before 

presenting the corpus for this study, it is 

important to review other studies related to this 

paper.  

Bamgbose (2004) in his study entitled 

English and Inequality: An African Perspective 

detailed how power, dominance and inequality 

are perfected and perpetuated through language. 

He emphasised that English and other imported 

official languages across Africa dwarfed other 

indigenous African languages to the point where 

the elites (because they are proficient in them) 

use them to exclude majority of the population 

who are not proficient in them from important 

national affairs, among which is the political or 

governance of a country.  

In another study entitled Language as a 

Factor in Participation and Exclusion Bamgbose 

(2003) re-echoes the position or argument that 

language is a powerful instrument of 

identification and classification but can be 

manipulated for participation and exclusion. He 

supported the claim with the contention that in 

most African countries, the educated elites 

participate in all important domains of national 

life through access to imported official language. 

Conversely those who do not have access to these 

imported official languages are excluded from 

such participation in national life.  

Bamgbose (2008) corroborates his earlier 

positions reviewed above, emphasising that the 

overwhelming and towering influence of English 

in Nigerian polity has been characterised in terms 

of dominance, power, hegemony and linguistic 

imperialism. He maintains that the English- using 

elite though in the minority wields a 

disproportionate power or influence over the 
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majority who are not proficient in English. All of 

these positions clearly amplify linguistic 

manipulation which Fairclough describes as “the 

conscious use of language in a devious way to 

control others” (9). Although these studies were 

not backed by any empirical evidence or 

theoretical framework, they nonetheless reflect 

the realities of the African and Nigerian political 

situation. 

Taiwo (2007) attempted an examination 

of the use of language in the print media, 

particularly in headlines to reflect specific 

societal ideologies and power relations in his 

investigation entitled Language, Ideology and 

Power in Nigerian Newspaper Headlines. The 

data for the work were generated from six 

Nigerian newspapers and were analysed using the 

Critical Discourse Analyses (CDA) as an 

analytical tool. The findings suggested that 

headlines had hidden ideological meaning 

reflecting the views of those whose interests were 

being served and those whose interest were being 

undermined. The conclusion from the 

investigation indicated that headlines were 

emotion-induced strategies used by editors to 

initiate and sustain discourse with a view to shape 

the perception or views of the readers on national 

issues. Although the study is in the realm of 

discourse analysis, it is still valid for this study 

because it shows the link between language, 

power and ideology which is part of the 

objectives of this study.  

In his work entitled Language, Political 

Manipulation and Democratic Governance in 

Nigeria: A Sociolinguistics Perspective,  Opeibi‟s 

(2008) attempted an investigation of the role of 

political communication in stabilising democratic 

governance in Nigeria by exploiting the 

relationship among language, politics and 

governance. In establishing these relationships, 

Opeibi‟s investigation reviewed Nigeria‟s 

multilingual situation and its impact on political 

communication and democratic processes. The 

paper argues that the dominance of English which 

is an exogenous language over Nigeria‟s diverse 

indigenous languages constituted a major 

challenge for her democracy. That although 

English is Nigeria‟s official language, its use as 

the major or official language of political 

communication excludes majority from political 

participation. It is also in line with the focus of 

the current investigation except that Opeibi‟s 

work relies on Austin‟s Speech Act theory for its 

analysis as against this study which relied on 

Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA). 

In the same vein, Emeka-Nwobia (2016) 

explored the use of Critical Discourse Analysis 

(CDA) in the analysis of his work entitled 

Political Manipulation in Nigerian Presidential 

Discourses.  Emeka-Nwobia explores the use of 

language as an instrument of political 

manipulation in Nigeria political environment. 

The study utilizes Fairclough‟s Critical Discourse 

Analysis (CDA) to analyse discourses of 

Presidents Olusegun Obasanjo and Goodluck 

Jonathan in order to discover the workings of 

power and ideology in the Nigerian presidential 

discourse with the view to unravel the concealed 

meaning in the utterances under study. The 

findings from the study showed that both 

presidents employed manipulative languages in 

advertising their agenda, ideologies and 

programmes to the electorates in order to enhance 

their acceptability. The study concluded that 

language, particularly English is utilized by 

Nigerian politicians as instrument for 

manipulation and mind control. This research 

though in the realm of Discourse Analysis 

showed the relationship between language and 

politics, especially that language is an instrument 

of political manipulation and control which is 

what the current study also seeks to prove. 

Apart from these Nigerian researchers 

whose work were reviewed above, there are also 

other African and non-African researchers who 

have made significant contributions in the field of 

Critical Discourse Analysis and other form of 

political or power relations and domination field 

whose work have been reviewed below.   

Marfo and Aminu (2014) whose study 

focused on politics in Ghana, reflected how 

language was used in electioneering campaigns 

by the two dominant political parties, leading to 

the 2008 elections. The data generated for the 

study were mainly extracts from the Presidential 

Debates of the candidates of the two dominant 

http://www.jolls.com.ng/


Journal of Languages, Linguistics and Literary Studies (JOLLS)         Http://www.jolls.com.ng 
Vol. 9. No. 2 September 2019                                                                ISSN : 2636-7149-6300 (online & print) 

 

                                                                                                              Abdumalik A. & Moses J. 
CC BY-NC-ND  Attribution-NonCommercial-NoDerivs 

 
 

122 

 

parties. The data were analysed using Hymes‟ 

ethnography of communication. The result 

showed that politicians use language in a 

particular way to maximise political advantage 

thus justifying the position that communication 

underlies political campaigns and rhetoric, and 

language, particularly effective use of it bolster 

communication. That politicians usually deploy 

various strategies, (all of which are tied to 

language) to communicate effectively with a 

view to winning elections and attaining power. 

This work is quite similar to the current study in 

that both attempt an analysis of language use by 

politicians during electioneering campaigns. Both 

studies also looked at language use by two 

personalities of two dominant political parties in 

Ghana and Nigeria respectively. However, the 

analytical tool used in the analysis in both studies 

differs. While the present study relies on van 

Dijk‟s approach to CDA, Aminu and Marfo‟s 

study relied on Hymes‟ ethnography of 

communication.   

Fairclough‟s Language and Power, for 

instance, used the face-to-face interaction to 

identify the power relations in an interview in a 

police station, involving the witness to an armed 

robbery and a police man, where basic 

information elicitation is going. The witness is 

being asked what happened, while the police man 

is recording the information elicited in writing. 

Fairclough observed that the relationship between 

the police (interviewer) and the witness is 

unequal one, with the police interviewer firmly in 

control of the way the interview develops and of 

witness‟ contribution to it, and taking no trouble 

to mitigate the demands he makes of her.  

Theoretical Framework 

This paper uses van Dijk‟s Critical 

Discourse Analysis (CDA) for the analysis of its 

corpus. For van Dijk,CDAis a type of discourse 

analytical research that primarily “studies the 

way social power abuse, dominance and 

inequality are enacted, reproduced and resisted by 

text and talk in the social and political context” 

(352). He sees manipulation as not only involving 

power but its abuse, stressing that manipulation 

can involve the exercise of a form of influence 

over another by means of text. Van Dijk 

conceives manipulation to be “a communicative 

and interactional practice in which a manipulator 

exercises control over other people, usually 

against their will or against their best interests” 

(360). He further offered a triangulated approach 

to manipulation where he sees it “as a form of 

social power abuse, cognitive mind control and 

discursive interaction” (359).  

In effect, text and talk control the minds 

of people and as a result discourse may influence 

the actions of people whether directly or 

indirectly by the means of persuasion and 

manipulation. Therefore, political discourse is 

thought to manifest manipulation as politicians 

use it as a strategy or device to perpetuate 

domination, inequality and power. Consequently, 

van Dijk (2006) establishes certain attributes of 

manipulation which he applied to the analysis of 

Tony Blair‟s address to the British Parliament in 

2003, legitimising the war in Iraq. These features 

include positive self-presentation, fallacy, 

ideological polarisation and generalisation 

amongst others. The features above provided the 

bases upon which the texts of the spokespersons 

of the APC (Lai Mohammed) and PDP (Olisa 

Metuh) were analysed.   

Methodology  

 The press releases/statements of 

the spokespersons of the two major political 

parties, APC‟s Lai Mohammed and 

PDP‟sOlisaMetuh were extracted for analysis. 

The data were analysed using van Dijk‟s 

approach of Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA). 

His approach “offers a triangular approach to 

manipulation as a form of social power abuse, 

cognitive mind control and discursive 

interaction” (359). In an article entitled Discourse 

and Manipulation, van Dijkapplied his concept of 

manipulation to the analysis of Tony Blair‟s 

address to the British parliament in March, 2003, 

legitimizing the war against Iraq. In his analysis, 

van Dijk (2006) outlined certain properties of 

manipulation which he used to measure 

manipulation in the text analysed. Therefore, this 

paper adopts those properties (already highlighted 

in this paper) and used them as the basis for the 

analysis of the data collected. 
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Analysis and Presentation of Data 

The data presented here are the press releases/statements of the spokespersons of the APC and PDP. 

They are arranged from texts 1 – 4; each text is followed by their analysis. We must reiterate that the order 

of presentation of the data is purely at the convenience of the researchers and not in preference to any of the 

candidates or parties.     

Text 1: OlisaMetuh 

Subject Matter: Stop insulting Jonathan, PDP tells APC 

Source: DAILY TRUST, Tuesday, May 24, 2014 

1. the National Chairman and the National Working Committee of the PDP find it 

2. very disturbing that the APC leadership made up of elderly persons who ordinarily 

3. should have a sense of self-respect and decorum, could condescend so low and resort to 

4. use of uncouth language against the office and person of the President out of sheer 

5. frustration, bitterness and envy. They have continued to show themselves as extremely 

6. unpatriotic elements blinded by narrow pursuit of power for very ignoble reasons for 

7. which they have contracted foreigners to undermine the government of their own nation 

8. using negative paid write-ups and advertorials to dish out lies and vituperations against 

9. the Federal Government … by constantly criticising every strategy adopted by the 

10. President in the war against terrorism, the APC has not only confirmed its preference for 

11. insurgency but also exposed its underlining design to distract the government and 

12. frustrate the overall anti-terrorism effort. Let it be known to the APC that power belongs 

13. only to God and that those who denigrate and disrespect authority at any level will never  

14. be entrusted with it. 

Analysis 1 

The press statement was released by OlisaMetuh, the Publicity Secretary of the Peoples Democratic 

Party (PDP) on May 24, 2014, following what the party perceived as an unrelenting attack on the President 

who was also the PDP‟s Presidential candidate. The opposition APC had launched sustained media attack 

against the President, accusing him of underperforming in all spheres of national life- from the economy to 

security and the issue of corruption amongst others. 

Metuh begins the press statement by acknowledging the National Chairman and the National Working 

Committee of the PDP; the two most powerful organs of the party. After that he employed the manipulative 

strategy of negative other representation in lines 1-4. The statement suggests that the APC leadership 

though made up of elderly people are irresponsible. The strategy is to attack the personality of the party 

hierarchy with the view to cause public rejection. This manipulative strategy of negative other 

representation continued with Metuh in line 4 suggesting that the leadership of the APC is made up of 

individuals who are frustrated, bitter and envious. This move is further sustained by another ideological 

move, namely that of patriotism when he (Metuh) describes the APC leadership as “extremely unpatriotic 

elements” by casting aspersion on a sitting President using foreigners to undermine the government of their 

nation.  

Metuhdescribesthe opposition APC as frustrating the government‟s fight against terror and 

consequently supporting insurgency. This is another attempt at manipulating the electorates by seeking to 

win their sympathy and in the process demonising the opposition. This insinuation underlies an implicit 

fallacious argument that is peculiar to manipulation. The overall effect of this argument is to paint a 

negative image of the party (APC) with the view to render it (APC) unattractive to the electorates and 

consequently, attracting sympathy for the government and PDP.  

The reference of “power belonging to God” in the text is an attempt to emotionalise the argument and 
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that in itself constitutes manipulation. This is particularly instructive knowing that the Nigerian society is a 

highly religious one (though not necessarily Godly) with followers of the two dominant religions (Islam and 

Christianity) ardently protecting their faiths.  

Another manipulative effect deserving of mentioning is the reminder that “… those who denigrate and 

disrespect authority will never be entrusted with it”. This is an attempt to moralise the issue which is 

another manipulative strategy. The attempt to moralise the issue is an attempt to manipulate the electorates.  
 

Text 2: OlisaMetuh 

Subject Matter:  Election is not about political window dressing and dramatizing 

Source: THE NATION, Tuesday January 6, 2015 

1. This election is not about political window dressing and dramatizing. What will 

2. count is record of performance and antecedents. It is therefore not surprising that APC 

3. and its presidential candidate will resort to organising a kangaroo opinion rating in a 

4. failed attempt to cover-up their inadequacies and manipulate public perception in their 

5. favour. Our findings reveal that the APC leaders are intensifying efforts to compromise 

6.  some sections of the media so as to ensure that the poll packaged by its foreign 

7. consultant is widely publicised. Part of the the strategy is a disguised mobile phone 

8.  ballot application circulated by APC whereby a curious click elicit a thank you message 

9.  from them and automatically register the unsuspecting phone user as having voted for 

10.  General Buhari. We are indeed shocked at the level the APC and its Presidential 

11. candidate have sunk in their desperation for power. We hereby urge Nigerian particularly 

12.  the media to be wary of this plot to deceive the public and truncate our democratic 

13. process. Our final advice to the APC is that it should focus on real campaign and stop 

14. playing to the gallery. Lies no matter how much embellished can never take the place of 

15. truth and nothing built on falsehood stands. 

Analysis 2 

This press statement was a release by the Publicity Secretary of the PDP, OlisaMetuh. The subject 

matter was an opinion poll result which indicated that the APC Presidential Candidate was ahead of the 

President and PDP candidate ahead of the February 14 & 28 elections which were later postponed to March 

28 & April 11, 2015. Metuh decried the opinion polls result, calling it “cheap diversionary tactics” and 

called on the APC to focus on real campaign issues. The Publicity Secretary of the PDP also considered the 

opinion polls result as “political window dressing and dramatizing”. Meaning that the opposition invented 

the figures in the opinion poll in order to lure the electorates into believing that the popularity of their 

Presidential Candidate was on the ascendancy; an assertion which he claimed was far from the truth.  

Metuh starts by reminding the opposition that the forth coming election “is not about political 

window dressing and dramatizing” and that “What will count is record of performance and antecedents”. 

The implication of this is that the APC is not only a party of deception but a party that thrives in self-

delusion believing that it is popular. This position is a manifestation of a manipulation strategy of negative 

other representation (projecting the APC in a negative light). This manipulative strategy is further enhanced 

by the use of the lexical items, “window-dressing” and “dramatizing” which politically implicates that the 

APC is merely engaging intheatricals and should not be taken seriously. What plays out here is a strategic 

political game between political opponents or rivals; one (the opposition), claiming a political advantage 

and the other (the ruling party) rebuffing the advantage, thereby refusing to yield or concede grounds to 

their opponent.  Revealing details of how the polls were manipulated makes it believable but may not have 

invalidated the polls as later events proved – APC eventually won the Presidential election). Therefore this 
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argument amounts to fallacy and fallacy is a common property of manipulation.  

 Furthermore, the reference to “record of performance and antecedents” reinforces Metuh‟s position 

that the PDP who possesses power will use “record of performance and antecedents” to consolidate its grip 

on power, thereby diminishing any hope of the opposition acquiring power. In other words, the argument 

here emphasises power and power is a common property of manipulation. The accusation of desperation for 

power against the APC and their presidential candidate projects the party (APC) in negative light, resulting 

in a manipulative strategy of negative other representation.          

 The advice to Nigerians to be wary of the plot to deceive them and truncate the democratic process 

also has a manipulative effect. In other words the public is being manipulated into believing that the APC 

and its presidential candidate cannot and should not be trusted with power. This is an attempt of the PDP to 

launder its image and dent that of the opposition, consequently leading to positive self-presentation (of the 

PDP) and negative other presentation (of the APC). 
 

Text 3: Lai Mohammed 

Subject Matter:  Reaction to DSS Report on “APC hacking into INEC data base” 

Source: THE NATION NEWSPAPER (Thursday January 8, 2015)   

1. First the DSS and the PDP said the APC was cloning Permanent Voters Card at the 

2. raided office , without a shred of evidence. Now after a “painstaking” investigation, the 

3. DSS has found out that the APC was only planning to inflate its membership data and 

4. then hack into INEC‟s database. And this is the outcome of its massive months-long 

5. investigations? … with these kind of findings, one can now understand why Boko Haram 

6. has continued to strike at times and places of its own choosing without any prior 

7. knowledge by our all-powerful DSS. Even the presentation of the report by a poorly 

8. trained and highly politicised spokesperson of the DSS worsened the so called findings. 

9. Why would the spokesperson of a national agency sound like a megaphone for the ruling 

10. party? … why does she have to go personal in presenting a report that supposedly is in 

11. the national interest? We have always warned that our democracy is in clear and present 

12. danger, not just from desperate politicians, but also from institutions of state that have 

13. compromised in their roles and resorted to crass lawlessness. The DSS‟ „findings‟ today 

14. have given us another reason to repeat this warning. 

Analysis 3 

The Department of States Services (DSS) had on January 7, 2015 at a press conference addressed by its 

spokesperson accused the APC of attempting to hack into the Independent National Electoral Commission‟s 

(INEC) data base with the intention of disrupting the electoral process of the 2015 general elections in 

Nigeria. 

 Lai Mohammed in this press release described as “disingenuous, flimsy, premeditated, partisan and 

an irritant” the DSS report linking APC with the hacking of INEC data base. The manipulative effect here 

lies with the presentation of the APCas victim of state suppression and oppression. In playing the victim, 

the APC cries out to the public to share in their plight by presenting graphic detail of the brutalisation of 

their supporters in the hands of the DSS. By presenting the conduct of the DSS as unprofessional and their 

spokesperson as “poorly trained and highly politicised”, the APC did not only play the victim card but also 

presents the PDP as relying or depending on apparatus of state for help to weaken the opposition in other to 

enhance their performance at elections. This is a manipulative strategy aimed at attracting public sympathy 

and image laundering by the opposition APC. 

By associating the PDP with the DSS report, the APC implied both to be enemies of democracy, a 
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strategy of positive self-presentation and negative other presentation. The APC also resorted to the use of 

sarcasm which is an ingredient of manipulation when it suggested that “with these kinds of findings, one 

can now understand why Boko Haram has continued to strike at times and places of its own choosing 

without any prior knowledge by our all-powerful DSS”. This is intended to ridicule the DSS. It is 

instructive to note that at the time of this press statement, Boko Haram did not only control territories in the 

northeast of Nigeria, but carried out bombings in other parts of the north including Abuja. The effect of this 

was to rubbish the organisation (DSS) as an ineffective organisation that left very important national 

matters, yet colluding with the ruling party to supress the opposition.   

Another manipulative device employed in this press statement is the rhetorical question; “And this 

is the outcome of its massive months-long investigations?” “Why would the spokesperson of a national 

agency sound like a megaphone for the ruling party?” “ … why does she [the spokesperson of DSS] have to 

go personal in presenting a report that supposedly is in the national interest?” All these questions were not 

meant to elicit any response but to create effects which portray the DSS and their principal (the government 

and the party in power PDP) as enemies of democracy and the Nigerian state. 
 

Text 4: Lai Mohammed 

Subject Matter: reaction to President Jonathan‟s lamentation over Nigeria‟s division along religious and 

ethnic lines 

Source: THE NATION NEWSPAPER (Friday, January 9, 2015)   

1. You are the most divisive leader in the history of Nigeria having ceaselessly exploited the 

2.  nation‟s fault lines for political gains ... Where was President Jonathan when his 

3. spokespersons and party members sought to pit Christians against Muslims by labelling 

4. the country‟s main opposition party, the APC, an Islamic party? Where was President 

5. Jonathan when his spokespersons and party members sought to portray all adherents of a 

6. particular faith as terrorists? Not once did this president call his loquacious and 

7. sycophantic supporters to order when they were denigrating people of other tribes, calling 

8. them unprintable names. Not once did he call his supporters to order when they were 

9. threatening to bring the country down if he is not re-elected. President Jonathan led the 

10. divisive band by tagging the leader of a whole people „rascals‟ just because people dared 

11. to protest against his administration‟s policies. A man who got a pan-Nigerian mandate 

12. turned himself into a tribal leader, running a government that excludes a critical mass of 

13. the nation‟s demography and pigeon-holing himself into an ethnic cocoon. A President 

14. who has undermined the nation‟s unity with his actions and utterances, and a president 

15. who has cashed in on all the nation‟s fault lines to feather his own political nest definitely 

16. lacks the moral authority to preach to anyone about unity. He is the embodiment of 

17. divisiveness, hence he has no business being self-righteous.  

Analysis 4 

Lai Mohammed begins by attacking the President, using the personal pronoun, „you‟ which is an 

overall strategy of negative other representation. Secondly in other to emphasise his point Lai Mohammed 

employs another manipulative device which is the use of rhetorical questions. He (Lai Mohammed) asks, 

“Where was President Jonathan when his spokespersons and party members sought to pit Christians against 

Muslims by labelling the country‟s main opposition party, the APC, an Islamic party? Where was President 

Jonathan when his spokespersons and party members sought to portray all adherents of a particular faith as 

terrorists? The effect of these questions is to project the President as a weak leader. Also, attacking the 

President‟s character amounts to negative other presentation. 
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Discussions of Analysis 

The objectives of this paper were to 

ascertain whether manipulation could be 

established in the press releases/statements of the 

spokespersons of the APC and PDP as well as 

determine those who were manipulated.  

From the data examined, the findings of 

this study showed that manipulation can be 

established in the press releases/statements of the 

spokespersons of the APC and PDP. This is 

because all the text analysed had multiple 

features or properties of manipulation identified 

earlier.  

As to those being manipulated, it is 

instructive to highlight Adamu (2018) 

categorisation of Political Actors in Nigeria 

where he distinguishes two sets of actors; the 

Politician and Populist. A further distinction is 

made between two classes of populist; the literate 

group and the illiterate group. The latter group 

constitutes the majority yet the most vulnerable 

because of their lack of access to English, which 

is the language of political expression in Nigeria. 

Adamu‟s study also identified three groups that 

suffer manipulation; the political class, the 

literate class and the illiterate. 

Consequently, since manipulation is 

established in the data provided, then the findings 

here is that all three classes above and by 

extension, all Nigerians suffer manipulation. 

Conclusion 

The focus of this paper is to find out the 

effect of language manipulation by the 

spokespersons of the two major political parties, 

APC&PDP on the outcome of the 2015 

Presidential election in Nigeria and generated 

data from the press releases and statements of 

these spokespersons. The analysis of the data 

showed that the language used by these 

spokespersons is characterised by manipulation 

and that the political class as well as the literate 

and illiterate classes all suffer the effect of 

manipulation. However these findings are not 

enough to conclude that language manipulation 

by the spokespersons of the two major political 

parties, APC&PDP significantly affected the 

outcome of the 2015 Presidential election in 

Nigeria. 
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