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Abstract 

This paper seeks to analyze the deictics used in political discourse using the framework of Discourse space 

theory. The data for the study were drawn from five different speeches delivered by Yemi Osinbajo, this 

study explore the types of deictics and the frequency at which each of the types are used in the five 

speeches. To achieve our aim, qualitative and quantitative analyzes were used. The data were presented in 

different tables showing the types of decitics, frequency and total. It was revealed that Osinbajo used 

different types of deixis including the discourse, spatial, temporal, personal and social deixis. Be that as it 

may, the frequency of using each type differed from one speech to another. It was noticed that audience 

influenced Osinbjo‟s use of deixis. Space elements in each of the speeches are easily to identify people, 

entities, markets, groups and events were distinctly located on different locations on the spatial, temporal 

and modality axes of the Discourse Space Theory. 
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Introduction  

Language is significant to politics as it performs 

unique political purposes and functions. It is on 

this note that Eromosele  (8-15) confirms that the 

numerous functions performed by language in the 

field of politics have drawn the attention of 

several scholars in recent time. Conceivably, this 

is the reason Beard (2002) in Eromosele (8-15) 

avers that „looking at the language of politics as 

an occupation is important because it helps us to 

understand how language is used by those who 

wish to gain power, those who wish to exercise 

power and those who wish to keep power.‟ The 

essence of power in the governance and affairs of 

people can never be swept under the carpet; this, 

to Eromosele, makes the people in control of 

power to be subject of attraction and they are as 

important as well as the language used by them. 

Similarly, Taiwo (192) observes that „the study of 

language of politics has been carried out within 

the framework of political rhetoric, linguistic-

stylistic, pragmatics, discourse analysis and 

critical discourse analysis‟. This submission 

shows that language of politics is fast becoming a 

field that attracts linguists‟ attention. The 

language of politics, indeed, provides the 

opportunity for politicians to explore the 

resources available through language to 

manipulate words to suit their intentions. Hence, 

language could be regarded as a vehicle for 

political rhetoric. 

Thus, no matter what is achieved in polities, 

whether to convince, persuade, entertain, 

promise, enlighten or inform the people, language 

serves as the link to people‟s hearts in politicking. 

It is based on this that Akinkurolere (14) opines 

that „the support that citizens have for the 

politicians will be determined by what they say 

and how they say it for success to be achieved in 

candidacy, programmes or policies.‟ 

Hence, people implore the use of hedges being a 

behaviour wherein speakers or writers attempt to 

distance themselves from the proposition they are 

communicating. Hedges terms include items such 

as „I think x‟ or „it‟s sort of y.‟ According to 

Prokofieva et al (1), identifying such behaviours 

is important for extracting meaning from speech 

and text, and can also reveal information about 

the social and power relations between the 

conversants. 

Profile of Yemi Osinbajo 

Oluyemi Oluleke Osinbajo, is the Vice President 

of the Federal Republic of Nigeria. Born on 

March 8 1957 at Creek Hospital, Lagos, Yemi is 

a Professor of law and a Senior Advocate of 

Nigeria. He is married to Oludolapo Osinbajo 

(nee Soyode), granddaughter of the late sage and 

statesman, Chief Obafemi Awolowo. They are 

blessed with three children. 

Yemi‟s early years in primary school were spent 

at Corona School Lagos. Between 1969- 1975, he 

attended Igbobi College, Yaba where he was the 

winner of the State Merit Award (1971); the 

School Prize for English Oratory (1972); Adeoba 
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Prize for English Oratory (1972-1975); Elias 

Prize for Best Performance in History (WASC, 

1973); School Prize for Literature (HSC, 1975); 

and African Statesman Intercollegiate Best 

Speaker‟s Prize (1974). 

Thereafter, he studied for his undergraduate 

degree at the University of Lagos between 1975-

1978 when he obtained a Second Class Upper 

Degree in Law. Here, he also won the Graham-

Douglas Prize for Commercial Law. In 1979, he 

completed the mandatory one-year professional 

training at the Nigerian Law School whereon he 

was admitted to practice as a Barrister and 

Solicitor of Nigeria's Supreme Court. In 1980, he 

attended the London School of Economics & 

Political Science, where he obtained a Master of 

Laws degree. An accomplished scholar, teacher, 

lawyer and administrator, Yemi is one of the 

nation‟s leading experts on the Law of Evidence, 

National and Regional Corporate Commercial 

Laws and Public Law.ving his country  

In 1981, the University of Lagos, Nigeria, 

engaged Osinbajo as a Lecturer. From 1988–

1992, he was appointed as an Adviser (Legal 

Advice and Litigation), to the then Attorney-

General of the Federation and Minister of Justice, 

Prince Bola Ajibola, KBE. Between 1999 and 

2007, Osinbajo was Member of Cabinet of the 

Lagos State Government where he served as 

Attorney-General and Commissioner for Justice. 

In 2007, Osinbajo became Senior Partner at 

SimmonsCooper Partners, Nigeria (a commercial 

law practice). Professor Osinbajo is a member, 

United Nations Secretary General‟s Committee of 

Experts on Conduct and Discipline of UN, 

Peacekeeping Personnel around the globe, 

Member, 2006. Partner in Law Firm of Osinbajo, 

Kukoyi & Adokpaye. 

Yemi is a member of the International Bar 

Association and the British Institute of 

International and Comparative Law and has 

served on the Nigerian Body of Benchers and the 

Council for Legal Education of Nigeria. He was 

also an independent director of CitiBank Nigeria 
and an ethics adviser to the Board of the Africa 

Development Bank (ADB). He has authored 

several books. 

While in public office as Attorney General, 

Lagos, Yemi is credited with undertaking far-

reaching significant judicial reform in Lagos 

State, addressing critical areas as judges' 

recruitment, remuneration, training and 

discipline. In addition, he addressed access to 

justice for the poor by establishing appropriate 

institutions in the Office of the Public Defender 

(OPD) and the Citizens Mediation Centre (CMC). 

Yemi founded the Orderly Society Trust (OST) 

involved in an Excel literacy programme that 

aims to provide children in public primary 

schools with the same level of training in English 

as is available to their counterparts in private 

schools. Yemi also co-founded Justice Research 

Institute (JRI), a justice sector think tank as well 

as the Convention on Business Integrity. 

As a spiritual leader, Osinbajo has organized 

various initiatives that work towards social 

justice. He organizes the Liberty Schools Project 

that provides free primary school education with 

free school lunches to poor children. This Project 

has three sites in poor communities in Obanikoro, 

Ikota and Makoko, all in Lagos. Other initiatives 

include free health care facilities, free legal 

services, social rehabilitation, and skills 

acquisition for the very poor, a regular soup 

kitchen service, and free shelter for young people 

without accommodation. He is an ordained Pastor 

of the Redeemed Christian Church of God and an 

Emeritus Ambassador for the Environment in 

Lagos. This great personage and huge 

achievements has informed our choice to study 

his speeches. 

The efficacy of language to politics cannot be 

undermined as it performs unique purposes and 

functions. Different scholars confirmed these 

functions performed by language in the field of 

politics. But how does language help us in 

understanding how those who wish to gain 

power, exercise power and to keep power use 

language? Since the essence of power in the 

governance and affairs of people can never be 

swept under the carpet; this, makes the people in 

control of power to be subject of attraction and 

they are as important as well as the language used 

by them. 

Thus, no matter what is achieved in politics, 

whether to convince, persuade, entertain, 

promise, enlighten or inform the people, language 

serves as the link to people‟s hearts in politicking. 

Hence, the support citizens have for the 

politicians will be determined by what they say 
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and how they say it for success to be achieved in 

candidacy, programmes or policies. The 

challenge is, are the governed aware of the 

language game played by their leaders? How do 

they express this understanding and if they are 

not aware why? Therefore, this work studies 

deixis in speeches of Vice President Yemi 

Osinbajo to determine how language in use 

achieves certain purposes and why it is used thus. 

To this effect, the research is guided by the 

following questions. 

i. Are there deixes in speeches of Vice 

President Yemi Osinbajo? 

ii. What are the types of deixis used in 

the speeches? 

iii. How are deixes used in the speeches? 

iv. What informs their choices and 

usages? 

v. What are the functions of deixes used 

in the speeches? 

The study therefore aims at identifying and 

analyzing deixes used in the speeches of Vice 

President Yemi Osinbajo. Hence, the significance 

of this study primarily lies in its potential 

contributions to pragmatic study and specifically 

political discourse. The study also hopes to be of 

great importance to speech writers, public 

speakers especially politicians as the findings 

hope to reveal the efficacy of language in speech 

writing craft, the power of words as well as the 

technicalities involved in speech crafting. The 

present study hopes to serve as a source of 

reference to future researchers who would 

attempt the areas it covers. 

Bearing in mind the fact that there are several 

deixes, this research limits itself to political 

discourse and specifically, the different deixes, in 

the selected speeches of Vice President Yemi 

Osinbajo. The language of the speech text is 

therefore studied using the auspice of Discourse 

Space Theory. 

Concept of Discourse Analysis 

Discourse Analysis as a field is said to owe its 

origin to Zellig Harris, a renowned American 

Linguist, who first introduced the concept to the 

scientific community in an influential article in 

the Journal „Language‟, Ivanovo (11). 

The concept, according to Harris cited in Ivanovo 

(12) is a method for the analysis of connected 

speech (or writing) that, firstly goes beyond the 

limits of a single sentence and secondly, 

correlates culture (in a meaning of non-linguistic 

behaviour) and language. 

Moreover, this concept is better understood in 

terms of coherent sequence of sentences, 

propositions as well as speech acts. Accordingly, 

Fine (1) cited in Aziz (15) defines it thus: 

The organisation of stretches of 

language greater than a sentence. It 

can focus on conversation, written 

language, when searching for 

patterning of the language. 

Discourse analysis must determine 

units of this larger stretches of 

language, how these units are 

signalled by specific linguistic 

markers, and/or the processes 

involved in producing and 

comprehending larger stretches of 

language (2).   

Cook (19), McCarthy (91) and Furlough (203) 

cited in Ivanovo (8) all have a consensus 

definition of the field of discourse analysis as the 

study of the relationship between language and its 

intertextual, social and intercultural contexts. 

According to Bloomart (2) cited in Johnston (2), 

discourse is defined as meaningful symbolic 

behaviour in any code. It is the study of language 

in everyday sense. These include talk, 

communication discourse. Similarly, Prasad 

(154) defines discourse as a stretch which is 

coherent in its meaning and includes both 

grammar and coherence. 

McCarthy et al (55-73) give a background to 

discourse analysis as a constant life flow of 

discourse of language functioning in one of the 

many contexts that together make up a culture. It 

will, very likely, start with discourse (for 

example, greeting members of the household and 

some item of news from the radio, TV, world 

wide web or printed newspaper) before rush off 

to go to work or school. The day then continues 

with a variety of discourse in these institutions: 

discussing plans at a business meeting, writing an 

undergraduate psychology essay in the university 

library, ordering lunch at a fast food outlet (the 

day may, of course, include contexts that are not 

part of daily life, both private ones, such as the 

inaugural speech by a newly elected official) as 

the day outside the home draws to a close, the 
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members of the household come together again, 

quite possibly sitting down for a joint meal with 

enough time review the day and dream about the 

future. 

McCarthy et al (55-73) buttressed that if one tries 

to document in a „discourse dairy‟, the flow of 

discourse over a few days, there would be a good 

sense of the extent to which life is made up of 

discourse, and the extraordinary range of contexts 

in which one engages in communication. This 

throws more light on the diverse demands on 

language faced by language learners: learning 

how to engage in discourse is one of the most 

important goals in language learning and 

teaching. This demonstrates that the study of 

discourse is absolutely central to the concerns of 

applied linguistics. 

Due to the pervasiveness of discourse analysis in 

life, it is studied in a number of different 

disciplines. In the field of applied linguistics, the 

most relevant body of work is that which has 

come to be known as „discourse analysis‟ (or text 

„text linguistics‟). The discourse analyst however 

studies texts, whether spoken or written, whether 

long or short, and is interested in the relationship 

between texts and the contexts in which they 

arise and operate. Hence, discourse analysis 

always look at real texts – and in this they differ 

significantly from formal (as opposed to 

functional)  grammarians and philosophers of 

language, since these scholars tend to work with 

invented (constructed) examples. Moreover, 

discourse analysts study language independently 

of the notion of the sentence, typically studying 

longer passages of texts, whereas grammarians 

traditionally do not work beyond the written 

sentence. Put differently, discourse analysts work 

with „utterances‟ (sequences of words written or 

spoken in specific contexts), whereas 

grammarians tend to work with „sentences‟ 

(sequences of words conforming, or not, to the 

rules of grammar for the construction of phrases, 

clauses, etc.). Discourse analysts focus on the 

following questions when analyzing texts: 

i. Who are the participants in the 

discourse, that is, the writer and 

reader(s) the speaker(s) and listener(s)? 

What is their relationship? Is it one 

between equals? Are there differences 

in power or knowledge between the 

participants? What are their goals? ( a 

formal grammarian does not usually 

take any of these factors into account 

when working with out-of-context 

sentences.) 

ii. How do we know what writers and 

speakers mean? More specifically, 

discourse analysts ask „What does this 

piece of language mean in this context?‟ 

and „What does the speaker/writer mean 

by this piece of language?‟ What factors 

enable us to interpret the text? What do 

we need to know about the context? 

What clues are there in the surrounding 

text which will enable us to apprehend 

the meaning? (In contrast, a formal 

grammarian can ask the question „What 

does this sentence meaning?‟, and 

lexicologist can ask „What does this 

word mean?‟ independently of context). 

Discourse analysis occupies an enviable position 

in applied linguistics because it enables applied 

linguists to analyse and understand real language 

data. For example, texts written by first and 

second language learners, or recordings of the 

spoken output of second language learners, or of 

the interaction between teachers and learners of 

or among learners themselves in classrooms. It 

also enables us to understand better the kinds of 

discourse that language learners are exposed to 

outside the classroom: the language of service 

encountered in shops, banks, restaurants, etc., the 

language of newspapers, the language of 

everyday informal conversation. In addition, such 

analyses can assist language teachers and 

materials writers to evaluate language course 

books in terms of how closely they approximate 

authentic language, or what needs to be modified 

when authentic texts are brought into the 

classroom. Language testing can also gain a deal 

from looking at real language use as a source of 

criteria for the evaluation of test performance. 

 Deixis 

Deixis is a linguistic term which is derived from 

the Greek word “dzizis” meaning pointing 

orzindicating. It belongs to the domain of 

pragmatics which directly concerns the 

relationship between the structure and the context 

in which they are used. Marmaridou (65) says 

that deixis concerns the used of certain linguistic 



Journal of Languages, Linguistics and Literary Studies (JOLLS)         Http://www.jolls.com.ng 
Vol. 9. No. 3 January 2020                                                                ISSN : 2636-7149-6300 (online & print) 

 

CC BY-NC-ND                                                                                                                                     Stephen Lagu 
 

115 

 

expressions to locate entities in spatio-temporal, 

social and discourse context. Similarly, Levinson 

(94) describes deixis thus: “… deixis concerns 

the ways in which languages are encoded or 

grammaticalised features of context of utterance 

or speech event, and thus also concerns ways in 

which the interpretation of utterances depends on 

the analysis of that context of utterance.” 

According to Mac Arthur (260) deixis is “the 

function of an item or feature that refers to 

relative position or location (here and there) and 

point of reference (me, you, them). He says that 

„I‟ and „you‟ are deictic because they refer 

respectively to speaker and person spoken to. 

“This” and “these” are deictic when pointing to 

objects in closer proximity to the speaker, in 

contrast to “that” and “those” for objects further 

away. Busse and Montoro (73) views deixis as: 

The way in which languages can point, not 

merely in a locative and temporal manner (via the 

adverbs „have‟, „now‟ and „then‟ for instance), 

but also as a means of signalling personal, social 

and psychological distance (by address terms, 

vocatives, titles or demonstrative). 

Green (128) points out that deixis can be encoded 

linguistically in two main ways, through “deictic 

terms” and deictic elements”. By deictic term, he 

means a set of number of linguistic items capable 

of projecting deictic parameters which include 

the personal pronouns („I‟, „you‟, and „he‟), 

demonstrative determiners and pronouns („that‟, 

that‟), certain adverbial („here‟, „there‟, „now‟, 

„then‟), definite referring expressions (introduced 

by the definite articles „the‟), a few lexical verbs 

(„come‟, „go‟, „take‟ and the vocatives). Deictic 

elements on the other hand, are not, in and of 

themselves, capable of displaying deixis; they can 

only be used deictically in very specific situations 

so that their deictic function is completely context 

dependent. 

Deixis helps listeners/readers to fully understand 

the speakers/writer‟s meaning. In doing this, the 

speaker‟s identity, situation time and 

environment should be understood by the 

hearer/reader. For instance, consider the way the 

temporal reference in a „post – it note‟ on a 

lecturer‟s office below: 

“Back in ten minutes.” 

This needs to be conceptualized by students. The 

note‟s temporal frame can be understood from the 

perspective of the writer who expects to be away 

from his office no longer than the time stated (10 

minutes). On the other hand, students reading the 

note can assume their lecturer has left his office 

sometime in the immediate past and will be back 

in less than ten minutes from (their) now, in 

which case they would be projecting their 

temporal parameters, then they can wait outside 

their lecturer‟s office at least ten minutes 

counting from the moment they read the note. 

Deictic reference or indexicals like „us‟, „them‟, 

„he‟, „him‟, „now‟, „here‟, etc. help the 

listener/reader to be able to quickly pick out the 

person, place or time relevant to the 

understanding of the intended meaning. They are 

used as pointers to persons, place or time the 

speaker has in mind. It is the context of the 

utterance that will help in giving meaning to 

these indexical like in this example. 

You don‟t come here often, do you? The „you‟ 

refers to a particular person at a particular time 

and place and „here‟ will be meaningfully if both 

the speaker and listener are at the same place. 

Such deictic expressions encode specific aspects 

of speech events and cannot be interpreted unless 

contextual parameters are taken into account. 

That is why Fillmore (38-39) in bringing out the 

importance of deictic information for the 

interpretation of utterance says that is best 

illustrated by what happens when such 

information is lacking in the expression. This 

implies that when such deictic information is 

lacking, no adequate interpretation of the 

utterance is possible. It is worthy to note that 

deictic centre or origin is very important in their 

interpretation of the meaning of the speaker‟s 

deictic reference. Deictic centre or origo is the 

speaker‟s location at the time of the utterance. 

Mclntyre says deictic centre or origo refers “not 

just to the speaker or listener‟s location in space 

and time, but also to their position from which 

they interpret deictic terms” (92). The deictic 

centre frames speakers‟ reality and allows them 

to access other deictic indicators from core 

perspective. Speakers tend to assume that by 

default, they always inhabit the deictic centre, so 

any reference to other locations or time will be 

conceptualized in relation to their current here 

and now. 

Form all the above, it can be said that the notion 
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of deixis conveys the meaning of pointing or 

situation like pointing in space, time and 

discourse in order to come out with a complete 

and correct interpretation of an utterance. 

Types of Deixis 

The various types of diexis generally discussed 

by scholars as identified by Busse and Montoro 

(77-78) include time deixis, person deixis, social 

deixis, emphatic deixis and discourse deixis 

(Green, 1992, 1995, Levinson, 1983, Lyons, 

1977, Mclntyre, 2006, 2007) 

Time Deixis 

Time deixis according to Levinson, concerns the 

encoding of temporal points and spans relative to 

the time at which an utterance was spoken (or a 

written message inscribed) (67). In other words, it 

refers to deixis reference that point to the time the 

utterance is made as well as the time the speaker 

intends to communicate to the hearer. Such 

markers of time as now, then, yesterday, 

tomorrow, next day, soon, before, last week, last 

year, etc. identify time of speaking or writing and 

its relations to other events. 

Temporal deixis may be expressed through tense 

like “I speak the truth”, or “I spoke the truth” and 

though adverbs like now, then, today, yesterday, 

last week, last month, last year, etc. 

Person Deixis 

This type of deixis highlights the way the role of 

the participants (speaker/writers, 

listeners/readers) is encoded in the actual speech 

event, for which function, personal pronouns are 

the preferred option. This means the use of 

expressions to point to a person with personal 

pronouns like „I‟, „you‟, „she‟, „it‟, „we‟, and 

„they‟. Personal pronouns such as the above 

identify a speaker or a writer and participants or 

non-participants in a discourse. 

Place Deixis 
This is that deixis reference that point to a 

relative position or a location. Levinson (79) says 

“place or space deixis concerns the specification 

of location relative to anchorage points in speech 

event”. Some demonstrative adverbs to place 

deixis include: „here‟ and „there‟, the 

demonstrative adjective and pronouns „this‟, 

„that‟, „there‟, „those‟, etc. Locative markers like 

„this and „that‟, „here‟ and „there‟ identify the 

position of the speakers or writer in relation to 

other entities referred to. 

“This” and “these” are deictic when pointing to 

object in closer proximity to the speaker, in 

contrast to “that” and “those” for object further 

away. 

Social Deixis 

This is the social distinction that relates to 

participants roles (speaker-addresses) in a 

discourse. This type of deixis highlights the 

social view point of interactions and is inscribed 

in the terms of address. Items such as vocatives: 

„Hey Jack‟, honorifics like „Sir‟, „Lady‟ or title 

markers like „Prof‟, „Dr‟, „Ms‟, „Miss‟, etc. can 

project the type of relationship held between the 

speaker and the hearer, so much that misuse of 

these forms could have significant social 

consequence. For examples, if on meeting the 

person you know to be your university lecturer, 

you address inappropriately by using the 

vocatives „male‟, „honey‟ or „babe‟ or fail to 

acknowledge his institutional rank by dropping 

the title „Prof‟, „Dr‟ you could seriously 

compromise your relationship with this person by 

having ignored differences in academic status. 

Discourse Deixis 

Marmaridou (93) defines discourse deixis as:The 

use of expressions within an utterance to refer to 

some parts of the discourse that contains this 

utterance (Levinson, 85). Therefore, discourse 

deixis is deixis in text, whether in its written or 

oral realization, is closely related to the concepts 

of space and time… discourse is expressed with 

terms that are primarily used in encoding space 

and time deixis. 

He clearly explains the way discourse deixis 

works with the examples: 

“Listen to this joke;” and 

“Do you remember that story?” 

Both forms can be said to be used in discourse 

because their referent is part of the discourse 

itself, but temporality of the discourse as it 

unfolds is also invoked. In the examples above, 

therefore, (a) indicates temporal closeness for the 

“joke” is about to be disclosed after uttering the 

sentence, whereas (b) suggests remoteness in that 

the story-telling being referred to, took place 

sometime in the past. 

Empirical Review  
This section presents an empirical review of some 

researches in political discourse. It is hoped that 
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this will act as a pointer to the study. 

Igwedibia, (2016) in a work titled, “Analyzing 

the Political Speeches of Obama on “Race and 

Economic Renewal in America” avers that 

interaction can take many dimensions such as 

face to face conversation, body language, written 

speeches, and so on. In almost every speech 

(spoken or written), the speaker or writer, in most 

cases, is the manager of his words. He controls 

and manipulates his words as he likes. In doing 

so, the speaker or writer puts information across 

to the listener or reader. The use of language in 

speech making is very important. The way 

language is used makes the speech meaningful to 

the listener. Considering the efficacy of language 

in this context, he upholds that it is necessary to 

look into the use of language in speech making. 

 He claims not much has really been done in this 

area. Scholars and researchers focus their 

attention more on literary works than speech 

making. Political speeches have been severally 

made in various dimensions, and most of them 

have also been analyzed in one way or another. 

However, such speeches as Obama‟s political 

speeches on “Race and Economic Renewal in 

America” have been, in most cases, analyzed in 

terms of theory and practice. Speeches are 

supposed to be studied and interpreted using 

suitable apparatuses. Obama‟s speeches on “Race 

and Economic Renewal in America” definitely 

have pragmatic implications, but unfortunately 

have not been exhaustively discussed.  

The study therefore concludes that Obama‟s 

speeches studied obeyed Grice‟s maxims to a 

great extent and flouted the same to a lesser 

extent. This was observed from the analysis of his 

speeches in the light of the maxims of quantity, 

quality, manner and relation.  

Furthermore, Babatunde et al (22–54) worked on 

“Politeness, Intention and Common Ground in 

Nigerian Pidgin Radio Discourse”. The paper 

examined empirical data for indices of the 

independence of effective health communication 

on face work, shared believed common ground of 

participants in the Nigerian Pidgin radio 

discourse. It also examined the appositeness of 

the pidgin medium in the targets audience. 

The result of the quantitative study shared that 

knowledge of linguistic codes, objects and social 

cultural communicative strategies imparted on the 

listening audience as knowledge acquired for 

behavioural change is evidence in memory. 

Abochol et al (14–19), in a paper entitled “A 

Forensic Discourse Analysis of Propaganda: A 

Case Study of Military Threats in the Fight 

against Boko Haram Insurgency” did a critical 

discourse analysis of the language of propaganda 

and threats by Nigerian Military in the fight 

against insurgency in the North-East Nigeria. The 

study examined how language of power and 

dominance is used to create fear in the hearers‟ 

minds. 

The researchers used J.R. Austin‟s Speech Act 

Theory which was consolidated by Searle, Van 

Dijk‟s Theory of Ideology and Fairclough 

Communicative Event Theory as theoretical 

framework. The paper examined the events that 

led to military threats and propaganda in the war 

and the effects on the hearers which was taken 

care of by Austin and Searle theories. 

The researchers collected their data from online 

newspapers and after analysis discovered that 

language is a powerful weapon which human 

beings use to achieve their desire in 

communication. 

Still on Speech Act, Adegoke (34–40) examined 

the use of free direct speech and direct style for 

character portrayal in Achebe‟s Arrow of God. 

This style according to him is often employed by 

literacy writers for general and strategic purpose. 

The researcher observed in the Arrow of God just 

like many other local and foreign writers that this 

narrative style, a foregrounding device, is 

employed for character portrayal. He therefore 

examined the context drawing instances of 

relevant excerpts of the use of the style of 

narration that occurred in the text. The study 

therefore revealed that the technique employed 

by the author assisted the reader to gain insight 

into the characters and how they are portrayed by 

the author. He concluded that this linguistic 

approach to text interpretation is a veritable 

means of literary text description and 

interpretation. 

In all these studies none of them has investigated 

the political speeches of Yemi Osinbajo. They are 

mostly concerned with formal discourse outside 

political context. The ones concerned with 

political discourse used different theories. This 
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study therefore differs from all the studies carried 

out so far though they all used linguistic theories; 

the theory of this study differs. This is significant 

as it studies speeches of His Excellency, Yemi 

Osinbajo, the Vice President, Federal Republic of 

Nigerian using Discourse Space Theory. 

Theoretical Framework 

This study seeks to use Discourse Space Theory 

as its theoretical framework. Hence, the theory is 

discussed below. 

Discourse Space Theory 

The discourse space theory suggests that "a type 

of mental space is opened up to describe 

conceptually the world in a discourse" (Hart, 

164). This mental discourse space consists of 

three intersecting axes; space, time and modality 

(Kaal, 12). The point of the intersection between 

the axes is called the “deictic center” or “Origo”. 

The deictic center refers to the speaker‟s current 

utterance which reflects his/her orientation and 

situatedness within a discourse (Chilton, 15). So, 

the deictic center of a discourse is the point of 

anchoring of the discourse events (Chilton, 24). 

People tend to position different world entities 

with regard to themselves. The origo or the 

deictic center is the self and any place, idea, 

feeling or events that are considered conceptually 

close to the self (Hart, 166). On the other hand, 

counter actions, situations or events which are 

considered a “Self-threat” are located in distal or 

proximal positions. This process is called 

proximization (Chilton, 24). 

Thus, the Discourse Space theory offers a spatial 

model that is based on three axes: time, space and 

modality as a ground for analyzing ideologically-

based relations in a political discourse. These 

relations are called worldviews (Kaal, 22). These 

three axes are addressed in the following. 

Temporal axis (t) 

Time is one of the cognitive structures. Temporal 

cognition needs to be analyzed "semantically and 

pragmatically to give a coherent representation of 

time within a discourse" (Moulin, 228). Temporal 

axis is one of the axes in the discourse space 

theory. It is a positioning strategy that indicates 

"the temporal distance between the deictic center 

and the elements of a text" (Hart, 337-338). The 

deictic center refers to the time of speaking which 

is counted as “now”. The past or historical events 

are placed relatively far from the deictic center 

and are referred to using (-t) or (t past) (Hart, 

207). Similarly, future events are situated 

relatively at a distant position from the deictic 

center and are referred to as (+t) or (t future) 

(Chilton, 205). 

There are some devices that could be used to 

reveal the temporal relationships within a 

discourse like the use of verb tenses, time 

adverbs, time expressions, and/or a logical order 

in narrating some events (Moulin, 197). The 

speaker may influence the hearer‟s cognition by 

using co-temporality between two events to give 

a sense of unexpectedness. Co-temporality could 

be expressed through the use of temporal 

connectors like as, while and when (Verhagen, 

7). 

Spatial axis (s) 
Space, also, is a cognitive structure. Humans tend 

to organize the world around them based on an 

egocentric principle. People use their spatial 

discrimination ability to access the position of 

objects represented in a discourse (Cienki, Kaal 

& Maks, 10). 

Spatial axis is a "strategy that signals the spatial 

distance between the deictic centre and the 

entities in a text" (Hart, 117). The deictic centre is 

referred to by “here”; while the extreme remote 

position is referred to using „there.‟ Similarly, „I‟, 

„we‟, „us‟ and „our‟ are at the deictic centre of a 

discourse. „They‟ and „them‟ are located at the 

remote position of the spatial axis (Hart, 170). 

Hart (337), points out that distance along the 

spatial axis is not geographical, but rather 

politically, culturally and/or emotionally. For 

example, “English people find Australia closer to 

them than Albania” (Chilton, 58). 

Modality axis (M)  

The axis of Modality is called the "Evaluative 

Axis". This axis is the third positioning axis of 

the Discourse Space theory (Hart, 117). It 

modifies deictically time/space (Kaal, 202). This 

Modal axis is complex because it is related to the 

discourse ontology of the speaker‟s ideas. The 

modal axis has two facets; deontic (Md) and 

epistemic (Me). The deontic aspect is related to 

rightness of ideas. Ideas that are considered 

deontically right are placed in the deictic centre, 

but the wrong or illegitimate ideas are located in 

a remote position. The epistemic aspect is related 

to the truthfulness of the ideas. Ideas which are 
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"epistemically true are in the deictic center; while 

the untruthful ideas are positioned in a remote 

location" (Chilton, 59-60). 

Methodology 

The researchers seek to randomly select five 

political speeches of Yemi Osinbajo, from his 

selected remarks and speeches.The data were 

presented and analyzed base on the use of deixes 

in the texts. The paper groups and analyzes the 

data according to the types of deixes used in each 

of the selected five speeches.  

 

Analysis  

1. Osimbajo’s speech at the Tony Elumelu 

Entrepreneurship Programme (Teep) 

Bootcamp on Saturday 11
th

, July, 2015. 

In his speech at the programme, Yemi Osinbajo 

used different deixis which included personal 

deixis, spatial deixis, temporal deixis, discourse 

deixis and social dexis. The deixis used in this 

speech is analyzed in the following section. 
 

Table 1 Personal Deixis in Osinbajo’s speech at the Tony Elumelu Entrepreneurship Programme 

 

Personal Diexis Pronouns Frequency Total  

1
st
 person pronoun  Singular Me 6 

 

 

 

21  I 15 

Plural inconclusive  we 3  

 

7  us 

 

1 

 our 3 

2
nd

 person pronoun   

 

You 18  

25 

 Your  7 

3
rd

 person pronoun  Singular  

Plural  

he 6  

9 

they 3 

 

In addition to these personal pronouns, there were 

other words that were used to embody personal 

deitic meaning. The word together was used two 

times in combination with the pronoun we to 

emphasis the meaning of the plural first person, 

we. Also, everyone was used once in this 

discourse to as third person in comparison with 

the third person „he‟ having Tony Elumelu as the 

referent. For example “… he is smarter than 

everyone else”. 

Spatial Deixis  

Osimbajo used spatial deixics about 45 times in 

this speech. He employed here once, this eleven 

times, and these once to refer to entities in the 

deictic centre. In  was used as a place reference 

10 times, while at was 2 times, Nigeria once, and 

Ogun State Used twice.  

 

Temporal Deixis  

Time referents were expressed in different ways 

within Osinbajo‟s speech at the Tony Elumelu 

Entrepreneurship programme. The present that 

represented the time near to the deitic centre was 

expressed through different features. For 

instance, now was used once, today was used 3 

times, moment, which points point to the moment 

of speaking was used once, this was used 11 

times to refer to the present time, and in was used 

once to refer to the present time.  

However, past events that were at a distal 

position from the deictic centre were expressed 

through expressions      “… you have started …”, 

“after many years …”, “….demonstrated …” 

were used once. Also, the word before was 
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employed once to show past events. In the same 

manner, the past tense was used about 7 times 

within this discourse for instance, “….have 

contested”, “have decided”, „I knew‟ and others. 

In the same vein, future events were expressed 

through different deictic features. First, the 

coming years, to see the future, you will succeed, 

you will not were used at once. Second the future 

tense was expressed by using the model will nine 

times, for instance, “will be found out”, “ will dry 

up”, „ will come …”, will come to that”, “will 

succeed”, “will be safe” and others.  

Summarily, temporal deixis is used 36 times 

within the discourse of Osinbajo‟s speech at the 

Tony Elumelu programme. The deictic that 

referred to past events were about 7 times. 

Whereas, the deitics that referred to future events 

were used 9 times. 

Discourse Diexis 

Osinbajo‟s used different kinds of discourse 

deixis. He made use of discourse diexis about 80 

times in his speech at the Toney Elumelu 

Entrepreneurship programme. It was used to 

indicate other portions of the discourse for 

example “commendation and acclaim that it is 

getting”. And many others. Also, but was used 4 

times, and 58 times, while was used once finally, 

so was used 6 times.  

Social Deixis  

Social deixis were not used as much as discourse 

deixis within Osinbajo‟s speech at the Tony 

Elumelu Entrepreneurship programme. He used 

about 7 eminent personalities. Governor was used 

3 times, prime minister was used 3 times, David 

Oyedepo was used once and Tony Elumelu was 

used 6 times. 

The analysis of Osinbajo‟s speech at the Tony 

Elumelu Entrepreneurship programme indicates 

that he employed different types of deixis. He 

employed discourse, personal and spatial deixis 

more than any other type. Discourse diexis was 

employed more than personal and spatial deixis 

was used more than the other types. However, the 

least used deixis is social deixis. 

2. Osimbajo’s speech at 1
st
 Calestons Juma 

Innovation Colloquium Held in Lagos on 

11
th

 April, 2019.  

Osinbajo‟s in his eight pages speech of 2,755 

words addressed key areas like, Climate, 

Healthcare, Food Security, Power and Education. 

To drive home his points and massage 

convincingly, Osimbajo employed different kinds 

of deitics, about 718 times.  

Personal deities  

Osinbajo employed different forms of personal 

dietics to express his view. He used personal 

deitics about 132 times. Most of the deitics are 

summerised in the table below.  

 

 

Table 2. Personal deixis in Osimbajo’s speech at 1
st
 Calestons Juma Innovation Colloquium in Lagos. 

Personal Deixis     Pronoun                                                        Frequency    Total                                                       

1
st
 person pronoun   

Singular  

 

  i                                      20  

 

23  me                                  3 

Plural   we                                38  

53 
 us                                         7 

 our                                        8 

2
nd

 person pronoun    you                                       7  

8 
 your                                              01 

3
rd

 person pronoun  Singular   his       3 3 

Plural  They 8  

28 
them                                           8 

Their  12 
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In addition to the personal pronouns, Osinbajo 

used other personal referents. He employed the 

use of personal names five times. For instance, 

Osh Agabi, Mr. Tumba James, Bashir Ya‟u, 

Suleiman Habib Adam and Kabir Adamu. 

Moreover, the word people was used by 

Osimbajo about fifteen time. All the instances of 

its usage referred to those who were not near the 

deitic centre. Again, the word leader was used 

about 2 times as a general reference to both those 

in government and other sectors. The first 

instances refers leaders in government whereas, 

the use talks about business leaders.  

Osimbajo used personal deixis to refer to 

thosewho were within the deictic centre 

contextually, despite that he presented the speech 

in Lagos, his dietic centre is Africa. Therefore, 

his referents are all over Africa.  

Spatial Deixis  

In the speech in view, Osimbajo used spatial 

deixis about 221 times. Table 3 elucidates the 

spatial deixis used in Osimbajo‟s speech.  

 

Table 3. Spatial Deixis in Osinbajo’s Speech at 1
st
 Calestons Juma Innovation Colloquium Lagos 

Spatial Deixis  Frequency  Total  

Here 1  

This 16  

To 85  

From 6  

Those 6  

There 11  

At 12  

In  51  

Where 1  

Africa 14  

Nigeria 5  

Yola 4  

Kano  1  

Total   221 

In addition to spatial dexis mentioned, Osimbajo 

used some spatial referents. He made mention of 

some countries that were deemed near the deitic 

centre like. Algeria, Kenya, imbabwe and Chard. 

Other that were not mentioned were considered 

far from the deitic centre by Osimbajo. Similarly, 

Nigerian major markets were equally considered 

near to the deictic centre hence, there was a 

mention of them in the speech. They are; Ondo 

and Gbagi markets in Oyu, Sabongari market in 

Kano, Ariara market in Aba, Sura market in 

Lagos and Isikan in Edo respectively.  

Temporal Deixis  

Osimbajo in his speech used time referent about 

106 times. Time was expressed through different 

ways by Osimbajo.  

 

Table 4Temporal Deixis in Osinbajo’s speech at 1
st
 Calestons Juma Innovation Colloquium in Lagos 

Temporal diexis  Frequency  Total  

Then 1 1 

Future 1 1 

When 4 4 

This (time) 6 6 

At 12 12 

In 51 51 
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For 31 31 

Each-home 1 1 

  101 

 

Apart from the previous time diectics used, 

Osinbajo used tenses to differentiate between the 

events that were near to him and the events that 

he deemed far from him. He used the present 

tense about 38 times, to show incidents that were 

close to the deitic centre,  65 present continuous 

tense to show events that were considered in the 

deitic centre, for instance, “…dying up”.  

Osinbajo used past tense about 25 times to 

express events that were away from him in the 

past,for instance, “led to worst human 

development”future occurrences were expressed 

using different forms like modal +infinitiveor 

verb +going+to+infinitive. The modal will was 

used about 18 times to refer to future tense and 

would 8 times to express future in the speech. He 

used time to either express present, past, or future 

action about 6 times too.  

Discourse Deixis  

In the speech at 1
st
 Calestons Juma Innovation 

Colloquium Lagos, Osimbajo used variety of 

discourse deixis 259 times. He used that about 41 

times to show other portions of the discourse. For 

instance, “we started that in a village called 

Wuna”. He also used it to refer to other portions 

of the speech 21 times. Similarly, this was used 

as a reference to other parts of the discourse, for 

instance, “…this means 100 million young people 

are 18 or under‟ furthermore, Osimbajo used 

some words that gave the meaning of adding 

some portions of the discourse to previous 

portions. He used also about 22 times, and 98 

times, while once, all 17 times.  

The analysis of the deixis used in Osimbajo‟s 

speech at 1
st
 Calestons Juma Innovation 

Colloquium in Lagos shows that he used 

discourse deixis and spatial deixis more than any 

other because he focused on infrastructural 

development more than any other type. 

Nevertheless, discourse deixis was more than 

spatial deixis and the spatial dexies more than 

personal deixis, personal deixis more than 

temporal deixis as there is no record of social 

deixis used in the speech in view.  

 

3. Osinbajo’s Speech during an Interaction 

with Nigerians Resident in South Africa on 

8
th

 of November 2018 

On 8
th
 of November, 2018, Osinbajo gave his 

4,281 words speech of about nine pages to 

Nigerians resident in South Africa during an 

interaction with them. He used a total of 1,117 

deixis in the speech in view.  

Personal Deixis   

Osinbajo employed different types of personal 

deixis throughout his speech during the 

interaction with Nigerians resident in South 

Africa. He used personal 312 times. This 

pronouns are presented in table 5 below. 
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Table 5 Personal Deixis in Osinbajo’s Speech during Interaction with Nigerian Resident in South 

Africa  

 

  

In addition to these personal pronouns, there were 

other words that were used to express personal 

deictic meaning, there were, people this was used 

13times, presedient was asked 2 times to express 

third person singular. Moreso, personal names 

were used in the light of expressing personal 

deictic. The names were Abike Dabiri, Chief 

Benjamin Okoli, Ibikunle and Deola. Reference 

was made to other nationales to emphasize third 

person plural. Example include, 

Canadians,Australians and South Africans there 

were used once respectively. 

Spatial Deixis  

Osinbajo used Spatial deictic about 364 times in 

his speech during his interaction with Nigerians 

resident in South Africa. He used here 10 times,  

this 22 times, these  12 times,  in 79 times, and 

where  16 times to refer to entities within the 

deictic centre. While at was used 23 times as a 

spatial deixis. 

In the speech in view, Osinbajo used  that about 

169 times as a conjunction or as a temporal 

deixis. And not a locative that.Names of regions, 

states, and countries were also employed as 

spatial deixis. The names were: North used once,  

Southwest  used once,  Ogun state   once, South 

Africa used 5 times, Nigeria used about 23 times 

and Africa as a contienet used once. Other cities 

used as spatial deixis in the speech include, 

Enugu and Ajaokuta used 3 times. 

Temporal Deixis 

 In the speech presented during Osinbajo‟s 

interaction with Nigerian resident in South 

Africa, used time referent 25 times. He expressed 

time via different ways. He used now  11 times, 

today  and day  once, time  4 times, year  3 times, 

then  4 times and future once. 

In addition to the above, Osinbajo used different 

tenses to express time and distinguish between 

the events that were near to him and events that 

he deemed far from him. He employ present tense 

about 60 times to show incidents that were close 

to the deictic centre, for instance, “ we think that 

this is certainly for us….” Again, he employed 

present continues tense 155 times  to demonstrate 

events that were within the deictic centre, for 

instance, “ we‟re really looking at how to 

effectively fund entrepreneurs” Osinbajo used 

past tense 82 times to refer to events that were 

away from him in the past. Consider this 

example, “Bank of industry established….” 

Osinbajo used future tense about 9 times, the 

modal will  4 times and the phrase, going to  5 

times to express or show future events that were 

not near to the deictic centre. 

 

Personal  Deixis  Pronouns  Frequency  Total  

1
st
 person pronoun  Singular    I 

                me   my    

Plural      we 

                us  

               our  

 

65 

3, 3 

138 

7 

14 

71 

 

 

159 

2
nd

 person pronoun you  

your  

47 

3 

50 

3
rd

 person pronoun Singular   his  

Plural      they them their  

 

1 

11,7,3 

 

 

21 
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Discourse Deixis  

Discourse Deixis were used 416 times within the 

speech in view. And  was used about 96 times to 

add a part of the discourse to another. That  was 

used about 163 times, this 22 times, while  2 

times, it  37 times but  45, also   15 times, so  33 

times and for example  3 times. 

Social Deixis  

 Few social deixis were employed in Osinbajo‟s 

speech during his interaction with Nigerian 

resident in South Africa. The examples were: “ 

Manufacture Association of Nigeria,”  “Ministry 

of Agriculture,” “ Ministry of Mines and Power,” 

and “Family Homes Funding.” 

The analysis of  Osinbajo‟s use of deixis in South 

Africa during interaction with Nigerians resident 

there reveals that Osinbajo used discourse deixis, 

spatial deixis and personal deixis more than other 

forms of deixis.  

4. Osinbajo’s speech at the inauguration 

of the Deeper Life Bible Church 

Headquarters Building in Gbagada, 

Lagos April 24, 2018. 

Osinbajo in his 1,193 words speech of 3 pages 

delivered   at the inauguration of the Deeper Life 

Bible Church Headquarters Building in Lagos 

used different deixis. The deixis used totaled 397 

times in the speech. Below are the different deixis 

employed in the speech. 

Table 6 personal Deixis in Osinbajo’s Speech during the Inauguration Deeper Life Bible Church 

Lagos  

 

In addition to these personal pronouns, there were 

other words that were used to express personal 

deictic meaning. They include, Christians this 

was used twice, Muslims used once. Personal 

names were equally used to express personal 

deictic.Kumuyi was used once and in the speech. 

Other nominals used to express deictic meaning 

were Jesus Christ.  Which was used 7 times, 

Boko Haram used once and   herdsmen  also used 

once.  

In the speech, the use of his about 3 times, one 

referred to the Church (Church Universal) and 

twice to the person of Jesus Christ. You was used 

6 times with 5 times as general deictic and sixth 

one referred to Kumuyi. 

Spatial Deixis  

In the speech in view, Osinbajo employed about 

125 spatial deixis  

 

 

 

 

 

Personal  Deixis  Pronouns  Frequency  Total  

1
st
 person pronoun  Singular I 

            me       

Plural  us  

           our  

            we  

12 

3 

7 

5 

20 

15 

 

 

32 

2
nd

 person pronoun you  

your  

6 

3 

9 

3
rd

 person pronoun Singular his  

               him 

Plural they  

them    

their  

3 

01 

 

01 

2 

2 

8 
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Table 7 Spatial Deixis in Osinbajo’s Speech at the Inauguration of Deeper Life Bible Church Lagos  

Spatial Deixis  Frequency  Total  

To  35  

This  23  

Here  3  

Those  7  

There  6  

At  3  

In  46  

Where  01  

Before 01 125 

 

Also, Osinbajo used some spatial referents apart 

from the previous spatial deixis. He used Nigeria 

which he considered as part of the deictic centre 

and referred to some cities considered as near the 

deictic centre. Examples, Benue, bama and 

Shushan. 

Temporal Deixis  

 In the speech under study, Osinbajo used time 

referent 77 times. He expressed time through 

different means. The time used 4 times, at 4 

times, in 40 times  and  for 20 times respectively. 

Tenses were equally employed to express 

proximity and distance with deictic centre. 

Discourse Deixis  

 Within the speech at Gbagada during 

inauguration of Deeper Life Bible Church, 

Osinbajo used 116 discourse deixis. He used  it 7 

times to refer to other portions of his speech. 

Moreover, thatwas used in 19 times to show other 

portion of discourse. Similarly, while was used 

twice and was used 23 times as reference to other 

parts of the discourse. To express contrary view, 

Osinbajo employ but5 times. Additionally, 

Osinbajo employed some words that created the 

notion of adding some portions of the discourse 

to previous portions. He used and 45 times, also 

once, so3 times and all were used 7 times. 

Social Deixis  

Social deixis was not used within the discourse of 

Osinbajo‟s speech at the inauguration of Deeper 

Life Bible Church in Lagos.The analysis of deixis 

used in the speech in view shows that Osinbajo 

used a total of 397 deixis in the speech. 125 

spatial deixis 116 discourse deixis, 79 personal 

deixis, 77 temporal deixis and no record of social 

deixis in use. 

5. Osinbajo’s speech on Behalf of 

President Muhammadu Buhari At The  

10
th

 General Assembly of the National 

Council of Traditional Rulers Held in 

Abuja, 28
th

 January, 2019. 

Osinbajo in his 8 pages speech of about 2,009 

words used 537 deixis during The 10
th
 General 

Assembly of the National Council of Traditional 

Rulers in Abuja. The different types of deixis 

used can be discussed below. 

Personal Deixis   

In the speech in view, he used personal deixis 92 

times to convey his message. Table 8 Personal 

Deixis in Osinbajo‟s speech The 10
th
 General 

Assembly of the National Council of Traditional 

Rulers in Abuja. 
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Table 8 Personal Deixis in Osinbajo’s speech The 10
th

 General Assembly of the National Council of 

Traditional Rulers in Abuja. 

 

These were the only personal deixis used in the 

speech unlike other speeches where he used other 

words or terms to express personal deixis. 

Spatial Deixis  

At The 10th General Assembly of the National 

Council of Traditional Rulers Osinbajo onbehalf 

of president Muhammadu Buhari presented his 

using about 158 spatial deixis. Consider the 

illustration in table 9. 

 

Table 9 Spatial Deixis in Osinbajo’s at The 10
th

 General Assembly of the National Council of 

Traditional Rulers   

Spatial Deixis  Frequency  Total  

Between  1  

Among  1  

From   6  

To  58  

This   27  

There  1  

At  8  

In   53  

Where  1 158 

Temporal Deixis  

In the discourse of his speech in Abuja, Osinbajo 

use time referents about 109 times. He expressed 

time through different ways. Table 10 below 

demonstrates that. 

 

Table 10 Temporal Deixis in Osinbajo Speech at the 10th General Assembly of the National Council 

of Traditional Rulers 

Temporal Deixis  Frequency  Total  Temporal 

Deixis 

Frequency  Total  

Then  1  At 8  

Future  1  in  53  

Personal  Deixis  Pronouns  Frequency  Total  

1
st
 person pronoun   Singular  

 

 

                                       Plural  

I 

 me       

  we  

 us 

  our  

9 

4 

4 

1 

18 

13 

 

 

48 

2
nd

 person pronoun you  

your  

12 

15 

27 

3
rd

 person pronoun  his  

 him 

 they  

them    

their  

3 

01 

1 

1 

1 

3 
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When  1  for  18  

This  27  - -  

 

Osinbajo used some other time referent like verb 

tenses to situate incidents on the temporal scale. 

He used the present continuous tense 50 times to 

show events in the deictic centre, for instance, 

“improving security, fighting corruption and 

revamping the economy…” He used the present 

tense 12 times to show events close to the deictic 

centre, for instance, “it is indeed an honour to be 

in your midst.” On the other hand, he used past 

tense about 63 times to indicate past incident that 

are far from the deictic center, for instance, 

“….has been restructured, repositioned, 

recapitalized, and consolidated.” Moreover, he 

used modal will  6 times to show future events 

that were not near to the deictic centre, for 

instance, “…… will offer 20 million jobs in the 

nearest future.” 

Discourse Deixis  

Discourse deictics were used 170 times within the 

discourse of Osinbajo‟s speech at the National 

Council of Traditional Rulers in Abuja. It   was 

used 8 times,  that was used 22 times, and  90 

times, again2 times, also once all 12 times and  

so 3 times. 

 Social Deixis  

Few social deixis were used in the speech. Royal 

fathers was used 3 times and National Council of 

Traditional Rulers was used 5 times making a 

total of 8 use of social deixis in the speech in 

view. 

The analysis of deixis used in Osinbajo‟s five 

selected speeches shows that the most frequently 

used types of deixis where discourse deixis and 

spatial deixis. Personal deixis was used more than 

temporal social deixis in his speech at the 1
st
 

Calestons Juna Innovation Colloquium in Lagos. 

Table 11 gives a summary of each of the types of 

deixis used in each of the five speeches. 
 

Table 11 Summary of the Types of Deixis used in Osinbajo’s five Speeches 

The speech  Discourse  Spatial  Personal  Temporal  Social  

Tony Elumelu 80 53 67 39 20 

Juma 

Innovation  

259 221 132 106 - 

South Africa 416 364 312 25 4 

Deeper Life 

Bible Church 

Building 

Inauguration  

116 125 79 77 4 

National 

Council of 

Traditional 

Rulers  

170 158 92 109 8 

 

Discussion of Findings  

The analysis of Osinbajo‟s five selected speeches 

shows that he used different types of deictics in 

the selected speeches. Be that as it may, the 

frequency of using each type differed from one 

speech to another. 

In the use of discourse deictics, these deictics 

were often used in Osinbajo‟s speeches during an 

interaction with Nigerian resident in South 

Africa. He used 416 discourse deixis out of the 

1121 deixis used in his speech 4,281 words than 

his other speeches among the selected five. The 

interpretation of discourse deixis is however 

dependent on the shared context between the 

speaker and his audience. Consequently, the 

preponderant use of discourse deixis in 

Osinbajo‟s speech in South Africa could be 

adduced to the shared background between 

Osinbajo and the Nigerians resident in South 

Africa (his audience). 
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Furthermore, discourse deixis enhanced 

coherence and signals the referents salience. 

Thus, in his speech in South Africa, he endeavour 

to signal some referent like “for the first time in 

years, we‟re complying with Health care Act…..” 

“Regarding Nigeria Air and the suspension of the 

project – what has happened is really the question 

around how this project should go forward.” 

On Social deixis, they were scantly used in the 

speech except to Juma Innovation where none 

was used at all. At Tony Elumelu 

Entrepreneurship Programme,   about 20 social 

deixis were used. This is the only speech among 

the selected speeches that use social deixis in this 

number. Others were 4,4 and 8. At the Tony 

Elumelu Programme, there different caliber of 

people in attendance and Osinbajo tried to be 

courteous with his audience.  

For temporal deixis, adverbs of time that were 

closely related to deictic centre as now and 

todaywere used more often at the National 

Council of Traditional Rulers in contrast to the 

other four. It was used about 109 times in the 

speech. Here, Osinbajo tried to convince the 

Traditional Rulers to see how much their 

government has achieved within the shortest time 

compare to the previous government. He 

therefore maximizes the use of temporal deixis to 

achieve his aim in the speech. 

As for the spatial deixis, Osinbajo used both 

distance, geometric and geographical deixis in his 

five speeches. Nevertheless, he dwelt more on 

distance spatial deixis to identify people and 

entities far from him. In all the speeches, 

Osinbajo used spatial deicttics to show closeness 

like this,   those, and here. For far spatial deictics, 

that,those, and there, were highly used in the five 

speeches. 

The deictic analysis of the discourse of the five 

speeches of Osinbajo speeches helps portray the 

space of each of these speeches. In all the 

speeches, it was agreed that Osinbajo located 

himself, the audience and all the Nigerians in the 

deictic centre. Again, Osinbajo throughout the 

speeches uses Africans, Cities, markets, and crisis 

prone areas in the centre of the spatial axis. 

Conclusion  

Yemi Osinbajo in the five speeches under study 

used different types of deixis. In all the speeches, 

he used more discourse deixis more than other 

types this is not to say that other deixis like 

spatial, temporal and personal were scantly used 

in the speeches. They were all adequately used 

except for social dexis that were scantly used all 

through the five speeches. Where he used 20 and 

8 social deixis, he tried to express his admiration 

and praise to the eminent personalities during the 

Tony Elumelu Programme and to the Royal 

Fathers during the 10
th
 General Assembly of 

National Council of Traditional Rulers in Abuja. 

The space elements varied from one speech to 

another. It was believed that the difference in 

audience and the place where the speeches were 

delivered affected the construction of the space. 
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