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Abstract

Language plays an essential role in political activities. The excellent use of language during political campaigns determines, to a great extent, the society one will envisage after the elections. This study investigates language manipulation through political campaigns and its sociolinguistic impacts on Nigerian society. The study focuses on how politicians seeking elective positions use language during their campaigns and the implication of those campaign outbursts to the masses' security, economic, and social well-being. Data are drawn from campaign policy documents of the party under focus. The findings show that politicians manipulate language to confuse the electorates about their desired choices. The after-effects of linguistic manipulation are the country's misgovernment and insecurity, which has led to the collapse of almost all country sectors. In order to forestall the dangers inherent in language manipulation in political campaign promises, this study recommends honesty and integrity as the watchword for politicians.
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1. Introduction

The place of language in every human enterprise cannot be overemphasised. This explains why chief executives employ experts in the art of oral and written language to help out in the day-to-day activities of any organisation. The appropriate use of language enhances the smooth running of any human entity. Language can make or mar any society, which accounts for why people choose to go to soft targets by manipulating their speeches to align with the demand of the time. They make comments to misinform with the sole aim of attracting favour from the audience. This is known as language manipulation. Politicians are primarily guilty of language manipulation whenever they carry out their political campaigns. Most, these speeches are observed in breeches once the elections are won and lost.

Since the return to democratic governance in Nigeria in 1999, the country has witnessed six general elections - 1999, 2003, 2007, 2011, 2015 and 2019. The 1999 election marked the advent of the fourth republic that is still ongoing and uninterrupted in Nigeria. In Nigeria, elections are held every four years to choose the president, the vice president, the governors and their deputies, the members of the National Assembly, the House of the Representatives and the House of the Senates. Since 1999 till date, different presidents have ruled Nigeria Gen. Olusegun Obasanjo, Alhaji Umaru Musa Yar'dua, Dr. Goodluck Ebele Jonathan, and Gen. Mohammadu Buhari.

           Since campaigns precede every election, each group brought out what they thought could give them victory at the polls and most of what was said were presented in manipulative language. The sections that follow discuss these statements against the concept of linguistic manipulation and the sociolinguistic implications of those well-thought-out statements to the growth, peace, and harmony of Nigeria's corporate entity.

           The objective of this study is to outline some of the promises that the party in focus made during the political campaigns of 2015 through 2019 and the resultant effects of those language manipulations on the corporate existence of the country in the areas of the economy, security and wellbeing of the entire populace. 
The study uses the appraisal tool for data collection. Textbooks, Journals, Theses, Magazines, and Newspapers were consulted, and the needed campaign excerpts were extracted and qualitatively analysed. The policy documents of the All Progressive Congress (APC) party serve as the primary source of data for analysis because the documents provide veritable ground for analysing the subject matter.

1.1. Methodology

The study adopts qualitative approach in its analysis. By qualitative, the study uses secondary sources of data from textbooks, journals articles, theses, magazines, and newspapers that deal with the issues of discourse. The policy document of the All Progressive Congress (APC) party is used as the primary source of data for analysis. Some contents of the document are assembled and analyzed objectively according to issues of consideration. Based on the analysis of data, summary and conclusion is reached.  

2.  The concepts of language manipulation

Human language is systematic and contains words appropriately arranged in linear sequence according to rules to enable man to communicate his ideas, emotions, and desires to members of his linguistic community. Njoku (2017, p.1) sees language as “a system of rules and principles of human communication.” (Anagbaogu, Mbah and Eme 2010) define language as a means humans use to communicate their ideas, feelings, emotions, and desires through complex vocal or written symbols. In the views of (Ogbodo, Otagburuagu, Ogbuehi and Ogenyi 2014, p.4), language is “the institution whereby humans communicate and interact with each other employing habitually used and arbitrary auditory symbols”.

Based on the definitions above, people use language for varied purposes to satisfy their idiosyncrasies. They also employ different styles to achieve them. In using language, one can be polite, truthful or manipulative. One can as well aim at mischievous achievement while using language. Whichever one chooses depends on the goal of the communication. In the words of (Maillat and Oswald 2009, p.369), “manipulation is an attempt at misleading the addressee, which ensures that only a limited set of contextual assumptions is assessed by taking advantage of her/his cognitive optimism”. The above definition of manipulation implies that manipulative discourse is a form of communication that puts the addressee in a situation where s/he will be led to shallow-process contextual assumptions.

In the same vein, (Saussure 2005, pp.119-120) in (Njoku 2017, p.2) remarks that “communication is manipulative when the speaker retains some relevant information, or provide the correct information in order for hearers to conclude that he should behave in a way which favours the speaker’s interests, without being aware of it”. (Usman 1987) in (Njoku 2017, p.2) opines that manipulation is essentially controlling the actions of a person or group without that person or group knowing the purpose, goals and method of that control and without even being aware that a form of control is being exercised on them at all. (Dijk 2006: p.259) sees manipulation from the social, cognitive and discourse perspectives. He posits:

Socially, manipulation is defined as illegitimate domination, confirming social inequality. Cognitively, manipulation as mind control involves the interference with processes of understanding, the formation of biased mental models and social representations such as knowledge and ideologies. Discursively, manipulation generally involves the usual forms and formats of ideological discourse, such as emphasizing our good things, and emphasizing their bad things.

Distinctively, (Tunde 2016) presented the difference between manipulation and persuasion. He highlighted that manipulation involves the exercise of an illegitimate influence, in this context, through discourse. This, according to him, is the negative side of the concept of manipulation. However, he noted that the same influence is termed persuasion when it is legitimate. In his summary, he opined that in persuasion, the audience is free to accept the argument, act following the persuader or disagree with the move. In contrast, the audience is passive in manipulation because they are victims of the manipulator. 

 From the ongoing conceptual discourse, it is deduced that the use of manipulative languages is an act that is not novel to politicians, preachers, and religious leaders, legal and medical practitioners etc, to keep their addressees under their control. The significant components of manipulation have also been observed as lies and deceit. According to (Rigotti 2005, p.68), “in manipulation, what is negative has to be somehow disguised as something positive”, and that manipulation ‘twists the vision of the world… in the mind of the addressee’. (Maillet and Oswald 2009) opine that manipulation is usually diversionary and tries to shift the judgment day. Similarly, insincere promises such as those politicians might utter in support of their future elections can also be manipulative. They break the sincerity conditions of the speech act, which define a promise and utterance. A promise must be feasible and realisable; else, it becomes manipulation.

As a working definition, language manipulation in this study is construed to mean language or speech made with the sole aim or deliberately to take advantage of the listener even when the speaker knows before-hand that the information he is dishing out is false, misinformation, and unrealisable. In other words, language manipulation is when the speaker speaks with the sole intent to deceive the listener and thereby exploit him/her due to the dictates of the speech so delivered. 

2.1 Linguistic competence, communicative competence and interactional competence

There are three types of competencies in human speech adventures, according to (Abdulrahman 2019), which are linguistic competence, communicative competence and interactional competence. Noam Chomsky introduced the concept of linguistic competence in his theory of generative grammar (see Taha & Reishean 2008). For Chomsky, rules can be repeated to generate an infinite number of sentences. Figure 1 below represents Chomsky’s descriptional explanation of a sentence structure.
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(Chomsky 1965, p.3)

A few years later, Chomsky presented the notion of 'linguistic competence'. In this concept, Chomsky argues that an ideal speaker-listener has complete mastery of the language spoken in his or her speech community. According to him, 'every speaker of a language has mastered and internalised a generative grammar that shows their knowledge of that particular language (Chomsky, 1965, pp. 3-8).

Chomsky further distinguished between the notions of 'competence' and 'performance' (Tienson 1983). Competence refers to the ideal speaker-listener knowledge of their language's linguistic system (grammar) (Abdulrahman 2019; Swain 1980). On the other hand, according to Chomsky, performance is the actual language used by the acquirers of linguistic competence (Chomsky, 2006). Furthermore, Chomsky asserts that several factors need to be considered to examine actual language performance. One of these factors, according to him, is a native speaker's competence (Chomsky 1965, p.4). Chomsky, therefore, concludes that the purpose of linguistic theory is to explain the mental processes responsible for linguistic use. He asserts that the study of linguistics should focus on competence rather than performance (Barman, 2014).

(Thornbury 2006) asserted that linguistic competence cannot be seen as the sole goal of linguistic learning since the process of linguistic communication goes beyond the rhetoric of knowledge of creating well-structured sentences. (Kamiya 2006) traced the history of early critics of Chomsky's competence theory to Dell Hymes. According to him, Hymes argued that the perception of competence is insufficient to explain an individual's language behaviour (Ohno 2006, p.26). According to (Hymes 1972), someone's competence does not only reflect his/her knowledge of language forms and structures but also refers to the way s/he uses language in real social situations (Young, 2008). Still retaining Chomsky's notion of competence, (Kamiya 2006) refers to (Hymes's 1972) proposal of four different ways of language use in a social context, including what is found possible, feasible, and appropriate and what is done. Hymes was not interested in language learning but more so in language as a social behaviour (Savignon 2002, p.2).

Interactional competence has attracted the attention of many researchers. (Jacoby & Ochs 1995) cited in (Young 2013) introduce interactional competence as 'co construction', whereas (Hall 1999) calls it 'interactive practice'. (Young 2011) and (Tracy & Robles 2013) prefer 'discursive practice' as an alternative to interactive competence. These new terminologies are synonymous with interactive competence and are culturally and socially significant to a group of speakers. A good practitioner of interactive competence is likely to draw many people to himself, whereas a lousy practitioner will repel people. A good practitioner of interactive competence meets participants' expectations in discourse to understand different terms of a conversation or talk in practice with their conventional meanings. Misunderstanding will occur if interactive competence does not meet the participants' expectations (Young 2011, p.427). 

Linguistic, communicative and interactional competencies are employed in political campaigns. Politicians bring out their best form of speeches during political electioneering campaigns. An effective combination of linguistic, communicative and interactional competencies enables politicians to manipulate their language to outdo their opponents and eventually win elections. Linguistic competence, communicative competence and interactional competence are nature and nurture endowed.

2.2 Political campaigns: An overview

A political campaign is an organised effort that seeks to influence the decision making progress within a specified group. It is also called the electoral campaign, by which representatives are chosen. It is equally a programme towards general elections whereby the president, the governors and the members of the parliaments are elected.

In developing democracies, political campaigns are the means of electing political leaders. In Nigeria, for instance, it is the time of dishing out juicy promises of what the party or the candidate of the party in question has in mind for the overall good of the people. These promises are geared towards making the electorates keep faith with the party/aspirants. Nevertheless, the truth is that most promises are not made to be kept, at least in Nigeria's context of campaigning. In the light of the above, (Van Reybrouck 2016, p.7) has this to say:

Since we have reduced democracy to selecting representatives and reduced representative democracy to mean simply voting, a valuable system is now mired in deep difficulties. Wining the next election becomes more important than fulfilling the promises made last.

In a developing democracy, according to (Omilusi 2020), electoral campaigns tend to involve electing political leaders based on personal characteristics. (Mohammed, Muhammad and Lawan 2020) see political campaigns as those activities carried out by political parties, their candidates for furthering their prospects in an election competition.

           The National Democratic Institute for International Affairs (NDIIA) Manual (2009) identifies three kinds of political campaigns:

1. A political campaign that does not have a persuasive message

2. A political campaign that has a concise, persuasive and clear idea of issues

3. A political campaign that has a clear message, a clear idea of voters and a plan to get to election day

The view of NDIIA above implies that a political campaign is scientific, goal-oriented, and voter-targeted to win the election. In Nigerian politics and campaigns, the end will always justify the means, no matter how the end is achieved.

2.3 Empirical survey
Different scholars have carried out many studies on linguistic competence, political discourse, and other sundry issues relating to language manipulation and politics. 
Abdulrahman 2019, in his study, alludes to the fact that language is manipulative in function. He asserts that manipulative functions of language allow the user to use language to affect the world around him/them. In his words, ‘there are three types of language’s manipulative functions: instrumental function, regulatory function and interpersonal function’. According to him, instrumental functions are used to have other people do things for the speaker as requests, orders or suggestions. Regulatory functions, according to him, are there to control the actions of others as it relates to rules and regulations, while interpersonal functions are for the establishment of relationships for maintaining and changing interpersonal relationships, such as greetings, compliments and apologies.

(Njoku 2017) studies the manipulative language of the terror group (Boko Haram) in Nigeria. He observes that the terror group uses threat and heroism in achieving their objectives of staying afloat to their cause. He concludes that even when they are enveloped by fear, the group talked down the military as weaklings compared to their superior firing powers and weaponry. 

(Iroka 2013) underscores the prominence of abusive language in four Nigerian national dailies, namely; The Nation, Daily Sun, Daily Trust and The Guardian. She uses contact analysis as her research design and Ethnography of speaking and Face threatening acts as her frameworks. She discovers that when unfavourable and unpleasant situations confront most people, they resort to sentimental abusive language as an escape or reprisal route. On the other hand, (Aboh 2019) used Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) to analyse the hate speeches associated with political events in Nigeria. He discovered that politicians use hate speeches to attack their opponents to garner votes from the uninformed electorates at all costs. He concludes that in political discourse in Nigeria, members of the in-group use negative terms to describe the out-group members and de-emphasising ‘our’ evil deeds and emphasises ‘their’ bad deeds.

(Mohammed et al. 2020) studied political communication during electioneering campaigns and democratic consideration in Nigeria. They believed that political parties’ campaigns in Nigeria have been characterised by regional, religious, hate, character smearing and assassination, tribal and ethnic bigotry for political mobilisation, undermining their expected positive roles in a democratic system. The study uses the political behaviour approach as a theoretical framework and concludes by providing evidence of hate speeches in the Nigerian electoral processes of the 2019 general elections. In a related study, (Omilusi 2020) investigated the campaign communication in Nigeria’s 2019 general election. He used the sample survey and in-depth interviews to identify within the electoral cycle why conversations between public office seekers and voters do not translate into a concrete social contract or generate time-bound inclusive policies. His objectives were, among other things, to examine voters’ understanding of political parties’ manifestoes and their level of trust in office seeking candidates. He concluded that the 2019 elections did not reflect what the social contract stood for - the implicit, and mutual bargaining over what citizens expect from the state and what the state can legitimately demand of the citizens in return. 

Polykova et.al (2020) investigated the linguistic manipulation in the United States of America during President Trump’s era (2017). As a prelude to their analysis of the accusation of Russia’s intervention in the 2016 presidential election in America, they alleged that the impact of the political text was increasing in the conditions of political instability, various crises and conflicts. According to them, “speech manipulation is actively used in political discourse to pressure the political consciousness, as its prime aims are to discredit the opponents, strengthen political position and neutralize the negative public sentiment”.

On what language manipulation can do to the political culture of the people, Polykova et.al (2020, p.28) assert:

At present, regardless of the state, political scientists observe a low political culture, as the majority of the population finds it difficult to exercise their political choice on the basis of their own interest, which makes the problem of the manipulation a relevant and significant issue. It should be noted that speech strategies in modern political discourse are aimed at the following motives: influencing the recipient, persuade him/her make the decision, desired for political actor.

They viewed manipulation as a type of interaction between the people, when one of them (a manipulator) tries to control the behavior of the other one (being manipulated), encouraging a person to behave himself/herself in an appropriate for a manipulator way, e.g. to vote for a candidate, to pay taxes, to buy goods etc. According to them, it is done in such a way that the manipulated does not realise himself/herself the object of influence because the person believes that his/her own reasoning or mental impulse make him/her do it.

They analysed the article published by the United States’ Guardian Newspaper with the title “Trump-Russia dossier: why the findings grow more significant by the day” of October 7, 2017. In their analysis, they contended that the paper dwelt heavily on ‘hearsay’ and its fabrications appeared real to the readers. They accused the paper of relying on unknown personalities and spurious use of full quotation and indirect speeches to exonerate itself of being partisan and bias, thereby manipulate the conscience of its readers.

In their conclusion, they highlighted that carefully selected language units, used by politicians in public speaking in combination of social factors, can be a powerful instrument for managing public opinion, i.e. manipulation. They maintained that the main task of manipulation is to stereotype social and political reality through a language. “It can be concluded that manipulation has a special place in English political discourse”. Therefore, politicians’ public speeches are, as a rule, created with the ultimate aim: to influence peoples’ consciousness through thoughtful and proven techniques namely linguistic means. 

Mabela, Mann & Ditsele (2020) examined and analysed the written and spoken corpora of three South African political leaders --Jacob Zuma, of the African National Congress[ANC], Mmusi Maimane of the democratic Alliance [DA], and Julius Maleme of the Economic Freedom Fighters [EFF] in the their different discourse context in the presidential political campaigns in South Africa. They were of the opinion that these political leaders lured potential members and/or voters by making promises and ‘bad-mouthing’ other political parties. The objective of the study was to analyse and understand :a) how politicians in South Africa choose words and expressions strategically to manipulate or influence their constituents and/or supporters; b) how politicians appeal to the target masses; c) how they behave (linguistically) in the opposition’s presence; d) how they align themselves within the ideological framework of their organizations; and e) how language could be strategically manipulated (using different linguistic tools) in politics in order to influence voters and public. They devoted their interest in the study to creative and manipulation of words and language during campaigns.

They adopted critical discourse analysis and text analysis as their analytical framework for different aspects of linguistic tools explored by these political leaders. Their findings revealed that the three South African politicians chose words and expressions strategically to manipulate their constituents or supporters. They maintain that each politician had their own style in terms of choosing what strategy to adopt in each specific event. Whereas Jacob Zuma adopted positive self presentation to justify their relevance in power, Maimene adopted emphasis by repetition in order to discredit the ruling ANC, possibly make his way to the hearts of the electorates. Julius Malema, on the other hand, spoke to the emotions of the people by repeatedly using the phrase our people thereby positioning himself as the champion of the people. In summary, they asserted that different persuasion tools and rhetorical devices were used to create potentially impactful messages to influence and manipulate the public. According to them, speeches were prepared for them in advance by professional speech writers in English, and it was up to the leaders to decide whether to veer from already-made speeches in a specific campaign context. All the speech dramatis were aimed at turning the hearts of the electorates towards their camps and eventual success at the polls. In the parlance of politicians, power is taken and not given; therefore, everyone did what he had to do in order to grab the power no matter the type of speech manipulation (cf. Ndiribe, 2024).  

All the studies in (2.3) above have similarities with the present study. They show what had been done previously by different scholars, but they differ considerably from the present study in content and approach. Whereas the previous studies analyse some aspects of language manipulation or hate speeches, and political campaigns in Nigeria, the present study seeks to establish the nexus between the political campaign promises in Nigeria and the language manipulations that go with it, together with its social consequences. In other words, this current investigation analyses politico-linguistic vituperations in Nigerian politics as it concerns speeches and the resultant effects on the people and society. Therefore, the sociolinguistic implications of language manipulation in political campaign promises in Nigeria form the gap this study seeks to bridge.

3. Linguistic extremism in Nigeria politics

Linguistic extremism is seen in this study as the reckless vituperations, comments or press releases that are detrimental to the corporate existence, unity, peace and harmony of the political entity called Nigeria. The aim of those linguistic ‘rascality’ is to create tensions and fear to gain a political advantage for some groups to establish political hegemony.

           Linguistic extremism was displayed in a more significant quantum by the political actors across divides before/during Nigeria’s 2015 and 2019 general elections. Records showed that this trend started prior to the 2015 general elections when the then president, GEJ, declared a ‘state of emergency on three northern states of Adamawa, Borno and Yobe as a result of the menace of Boko Haram insurgents in those states. However, rather than seeing the action of the then-president from the angle of tackling insecurity in that part of the country, the opposition party led by then Gen. Muhammadu Buhari saw a different thing. It announced publicly that the president had declared a state of emergency in the North.

           In another instance, the political elites from the North who wanted power by all means, peddled the rhetoric that the government orchestrated the menace of Boko Haram in order to decimate the North against the 2015 general elections. They blamed the activities of Boko Haram on the southern Christian president, who, according to them, was hell-bent on destroying the North. The aftermath of the allegation was the stoning of the president at Kano, where he went to campaign for reelection. This singular action generated rigorous responses from different camps about the possibility of the country disintegrating into different nations.

           Gen. Mohammadu Buhari, on his own, has been quoted to have said on May 14, 2012, “if what happened in 2011 (alleged rigging) should happen again in 2015, by the grace of God, the dog and the baboon would be soaked in blood, [source:www.vanguardngr.com/2012/05/2015-ll-be-bloody-if-buhari/]. This linguistic outburst put everybody in perpetual fear considering the carnage of 2011, where about eleven National Youths Service Corps [NYSC] lost their lives in Kano and other Northern states. Also, properties worth billions of naira, including houses belonging to the Southerners in the North, were destroyed because elections were alleged to have been rigged in 2011. As a result of the statement and the attendant fears that enveloped the people’s hearts, including the incumbent president GEJ; the president had to concede defeat in the 2015 presidential election even when the results were not fully announced. He called the presidential candidate of the opposition party, Muhammadu Buhari, and congratulated him in advance to avert the imminent bloodshed. GEJ’s action was the first of its kind in the country where a sitting president congratulated his opponent before the final result and then left the seat of power without challenging the outcome in court.

        Many people, including the traditional rulers, who ought to be apolitical, engaged in inflammatory comments to canvass votes for their preferred political candidate. The Oba of Lagos, for instance, on one Saturday, April 3, 2015, was quoted to have said, “If anyone, I swear in the name of God, goes against my wish that Ambode will be the next Governor of Lagos State, the person is going to die inside this water… for the Igbo and others in Lagos, they should go where the Oba of Lagos heads to. When they were coming to the state, they didn’t come with their houses. But now they have properties in the state. So they must do my bidding” [Source: www.premiumtimesng.com/news/180657-oba-of-Lagos-rilwan-akiolu-reluctant-to-clarify-anti-Igbo-comments.html/]. The beauty of democracy is that it offers a platform for the electorates to choose their leaders without coercion or intimidation. The statement by the Oba of Lagos was politically manipulated to create apprehension on the opposition’s side. The Oba had no power to take anybody’s life or determine who was to drown in a sea or stay alive. However, his threats emboldened the Igbo in Lagos state to go against his choice candidate and voted for the opposition candidate, who also was a Yoruba man.

            On July 23, 2015, in faraway London in the United Kingdom, PMB analysed the votes that made him the president statistically. “I hope you have a copy of the election results. The constituents, for example, who gave me the 97% [of votes], cannot, in all honesty, be treated on some issues with the constituencies that gave me 5%. [Source: punchng.com/buhari-presidential-salvos-from-foreign-land/]. This vituperation by the president polarised the country in a sharp division between the North and the South, especially the Southeast, who voted en masse for the out gone president GEJ. Since then, no meaningful appointment has been given to people from the Southeast to the extent that no Southeasterner has been considered worthy of being a member of the country’s security architecture in the six years of the administration. The statement and the attendant sidelining of the people from the Southeast from the mainstream political appointments of the country contributed to great extent to the agitation for secession from the Nigerian unity. Based on this statement, all the ‘juicy’ appointments were made in favour of a particular group to the detriment of others. In some instances of appointments, some senior personnel were sacrificed for the junior ones from a particular region of the country to assume the overall leadership (see Ndiribe & Aboh 2020 for the 2015 ministerial appointment of PMB).

3.1. 2015 presidential campaign promises and manipulations

Prior to 2015 presidential election in Nigeria, there were some major shake-ups in the political landscape of the country. One of the shake-ups was the alliance of which political opposition parties have in order to defeat the party in power – The Peoples Democratic Party (PDP). The parties that formed this alliance included: the All Nigerian Political Party (ANPP); the Action Congress of Nigeria (ACN); part of All Progressive Grand Alliance (APGA) and the Congress for Political Change (CPC). The amalgamation of these political parties dissolved into a mega party known as the All Progressives Congress (APC). The intention of the alliance was to pull resources together in order to dethrone the incumbent PDP leadership at the centre led by GEJ.


On the formation of APC, the second shake-up in the polity was the mass defection of almost all the Northern elites from PDP into the already waiting ship of the APC. Almost all the heavy weights in PDP joined the APC to dethrone their hitherto president GEJ. Due to the urgency of the plot to have a new government on board come May 29, 2015, the APC had its presidential primary election to select its presidential flag bearer and did not waste time in nominating the former Head of State, General Muhammadu Buhari as their party’s presidential candidate for 2015 general presidential election.
In 2015, the APC campaign stormed all nook and cranny of the country with a campaign slogan of ‘change’. They based their campaign promises on economy, security and corruption. 1n 2019, they still retained their campaigns on economy, security and corruption with a campaign slogan of “Next Level.’ Other campaign promises of 2015 remained unchanged in 2019.

3.2.  APC campaign promises and the reality check

APC campaign promises are available on www.thecable.ng/documented/ APC-Campaign- documents. (see the website for the full list). Cable.ng recorded 81 promises the APC government and its presidential candidate, General Muhammadu Buhari (PMB), his Vice, Prof. Yemi Osinbajo and other top party members, made to Nigerians during the 2015 political campaigns. These campaign jingoisms gave them the boost upon which they rode into power in 2015. The same campaign documents were adopted for the 2019 political campaign of the ruling APC. In this section of data presentation and analysis, we sourced our information from the @thecable.document, chronicling the promises Buhari and APC led government made to Nigerians as our working documents. We selected a few documents from the list. The analysis of the selected campaign documents is based on whether the spirit and the letters of those promises were fulfilled either positively or negatively.

3.2.1. Data analysis

Below are some of the selected data from the list for which we provided some analytical expressions.

*#1. Public declaration of assets

Public declaration of assets and liabilities is a mandate on every public office holder in the federal service in Nigeria. It is a constitutional directive. A public office holder is expected to declare his assets before assuming office and continue the same throughout his tenure. Various public servants have by-passed this constitutional requirement because of corruption and the embezzlement of public funds. In the case of PMB, he declared his assets before he became the president on May 29, 2015, but has since then declined to do the same. Even when his government continued beyond 2019 due to reelection, he failed to declare his assets and liability in contradiction to the policy. He refused to declare his assets after the 2015 edition and failed to force his lieutenants and ministers to do the same. Throughout the lifeline of the administration, nobody knows what exactly was his asserts and liability. However, he informed Nigerians when he took the nomination form of his party, APC that he took a loan to purchase the form. No one knew how the  loan ws repaid.
*#3. Ban on all government officials from seeking medical care abroad

This promise by PMB and the APC party was the most verbose electoral promise made by any politician in an electioneering campaign. Checkfact.africa, an online media, reported that PMB, who made this promise, has gone on overseas trips, especially to England, for his treatment. Checkfact.africa reports that PMB visited London three times in 2017 alone. According to them, in June 2016, Buhari visited London to consult an ear, nose and throat specialist for an ear infection. In May 2017, the minister of state for health, Dr. Osagie Ehanire, admitted that the country’s health sector was still grappling with many issues and maintained that Nigeria losses over US$1billion every year to medical tourism. In 2017, PMB spent more than 100 days in a London hospital over an undisclosed health issue. In April 2021, PMB again visited a London hospital for medical checks. This incessant visit to foreign hospitals irked Nigerians in the United Kingdom, who carried out protests for the ten days he sojourned in London with the hashtag #harrassbuharioutoflondon. Government official is still doing their medical tours abroad and still collecting their allowances for such adventures. It is a lucrative business in Nigeria. So the ban was never instituted.    
*#25. Permanent peace in the Niger Delta and other conflict areas such as Plateau, Taraba, Bauchi, Borno and Abia

Prior to 2015, the only security concern in the country was the activities of the dreaded terrorist group ‘Boko Haram’ and other pockets of violence like armed robberies and kidnappings. Nevertheless, from 2015 to the present, the insecurity in the country has festered throughout the federation. The terrorist has taken over the Northeast of Adamawa, Borno and Yobe states; the insurgents are in control of the Northeast states of Gombe, Taraba and Bauchi. The Fulani herders’ militias have taken over the Middle Belt states of Plateau and Benue, Southern Kaduna.in addition to siege laid on the North-West of Zamfara, Katsina, Sokoto and the neighbouring North Central of Niger and Kwara states.  Kidnappers and unknown gunmen control the Southeast and South-South states of Anambra, Imo, Ebonyi, Abia, Enugu, Rivers, Cross River, Akwa Ibom and Delta. Cultism reigns supreme in states such as Rivers, Edo, Bayelsa; the bandits are in control of the Northwestern states of Zamfara, Southern Kaduna, Niger, Katsina, Sokoto, Kebbi, and some parts of Kwara state. The Southwestern states of Lagos, Ondo, Osun, Ekiti have been overrun by bandits and armed herders, killing people in hundreds daily. The Fulani herders are more dangerous to other criminal activities because their activities have festered in all the states of the federation, and they have no particular place of domicile. Based on current insecurity in the country, some regional governments have devised one security outfit to checkmate the spate of insecurity. However, their efforts are limited by  lack of funds and support from the federal government to equip these outfits with appropriate security weapons. Security plummeted from 2015-2021. The Global terrorist index (GTI) ranks Nigeria as the third most terrorised nation (see Ndiribe,2024).

*#26. As against fears in some quarters, Buhari while speaking with Catholic bishops in Abuja promised that he would not islamise Nigeria.

In making this promise, PMB was afraid of his comment on August 27, 2001, in Kaduna, where he called for total Islamisation across Nigeria. In the seminar in Kaduna, he was reported to have said, “I will continue to show openly and inside me the total commitment to the sharia movement that is sweeping all over Nigeria” [Source: https://www.news24.com/news]. By the statement of islamisation of Nigeria, one does not know how that is possible considering the multi-ethnic plurality of Nigeria. However, if considering who controls what in the federal setup is anything to go by; one could say that he manipulated his language to suit his quest without equivocation. Suppose the agencies responsible for handling the arms and ammunition of the country are trusted in the hands of one particular ethnic group in a particular religion; in that case, the fear of islamisation is real. If the ministries in charge of the country’s finances are in the hands of one group of people with a particular religion, then the promise that he will not Islamise Nigeria is manipulative. If the executive, legislative and judiciary are schemed to be controlled by a particular group in the country, then there is an actual language manipulation in making the above promise to the bishops. For instance:
President – Fulani/Muslim

Chief of Staff -- Fulani/Muslim

Chief Judge of Nigeria -- Fulani/Muslim

Senate president (Legislature) -- Kanuri/Muslim

Deputy Speaker of House of Representatives (Legislative) -- Fulani/Muslim

Chief of Army Staff (Arm Carrying Force) -- Fulani/Muslim

Chief of Naval Staff (Arm Carrying Force) -- Fulani/Muslim

Inspector General Police (Arm Carrying Force) -- Fulani/Muslim

National Security Adviser (NSA) -- Kanuri/Muslim

Department of State Security (DSS) (Arm Carrying Organisation) -- Fulani/Muslim

National Intelligence Agency (NIA) (Arm Carrying Organisation) -- Fulani/Muslim

Defence Minister -- Fulani/Muslim

Finance Minister -- Fulani/Muslim

Education Minister -- Fulani/Muslim

Justice Minister -- Fulani/Muslim

Federal Capital Territory (FCT) -- Fulani/Muslim

Agriculture Minister -- Fulani/Muslim

Police Affairs Minister -- Fulani/Muslim

Aviation Minister -- Fulani/Muslim

Communication Minister -- Fulani/Muslim

Power Minister -- Fulani/Muslim

Water Resources Minister -- Fulani/Muslim

Humanitarian Minister -- Fulani/Muslim

Of the nineteen states in the North, the Fulani are fifteen state governors with the exception of Taraba, Benue, Plateau and Kogi states. Furthermore, the following agencies are headed by Islamic Fulani:

Economic and Financial Crime Commission [EFCC], Nigerian Financial Intelligence Unit [NFIU], Customs, Immigrations, Prisons, Civil Defense, Nigerian National Petroleum Corporation [NNPC], Petroleum Technology Development Fund [PTDF], Department of Petroleum Resources [DPR], Public Procurement Regulatory Authority [PPRA], Petroleum Equalization Fund [PEF], Nigeria Deposit Insurance Commission [NDIC], Security and Exchange Commission [SEC], National Insurance Commission [NAICOM], Federal Mortgage Bank of Nigeria [FMBN], Federal Housing Authority [FHA], National Health Insurance Scheme [NHIS], National Primary Health Care Development Agency [NPHDA], Universal Basic Education Commission [UBEC], Tertiary Education Trust Fund [TETFUND], Small and Medium Enterprises Development Agency of Nigeria [SMEDAN], National Youth Service Corps [NYSC] etc. The list is endless! The present federal government under the watch of PMB observes the principle of federal character in breach. 

*#36. Reviving and reactivating our minimally performing Refineries to optimum capacity.

Nothing has been done to the three refineries in the years of PMB’s administration. The refineries did not refined a litre of crude, but the staff of these moribund refineries collected billions of naira as wages every month. Nigeria was on 100% importation of refined petroleum. With this importation, the fuel price has increased from N97 in 2015 to N145 in 2016 to N153 in 2020 and N250 in 2022.. The failed promise was another language manipulation to get the people's endorsement.
*#62. Reforming and strengthening the Justice System for effective administration and dispensation of justice with the creation of special courts for accelerated hearing of corruption, drug trafficking, terrorism and similar cases of national importance

This was the only democratically elected government that suspended the Christian Chief Justice of Nigeria (CJN) and subsequently removed the same through the Code of Conduct Tribunal (CCT), thereby paving the way for the Muslim Chief Justice of Nigeria. In Nigeria, from 2015 to 2019, elections were mostly won through the lopsided judgment of the courts rather than at the polling booths. The courts could harvest votes and donate them to whomever it wished. Imo state was a case in point. Imo state was in turmoil when the court sacked the state’s duly elected governor and then implanted another who was 4th in the 2019 elections. Secondly, the 2019 verdict of the Supreme Court led by the CJN in a case concerning PMB’s 2019 election victory took everybody by surprise. The court kept everybody in suspense as to the Justices that qualified to be members of the election petition in a suit filed by the opposition against the declaration of PMB as the winner. The lawful procedure was to select the seven most senior Justices, but the new CJN kept the list of Justices he selected secret to himself. Later, he summoned the parties in the suit to appear for the announcement of the panel members, only for the parties to come and heard a sudden judgment without reasons and then adjourned to a later date for the reasons. No special court of any kind had been created by the administration.
*#79. Strengthening INEC to reduce, if possible, eliminate electoral malpractices in Nigerian’s political life.

This promise was well thought out and packaged in manipulative language because Nigerians are yearning for free and fair elections. The former President GEJ started the amendment of the electoral act to give INEC powers in dealing with electoral matters. INEC introduced some technology that enhanced the 2015 election, which gave the opposition PMB the latitude to defeat the incumbent. However, it was unfortunate that the APC-led PMB government reneged on its promise to reorganise INEC to improve its performance in elections. The 8th National Assembly amended the electoral acts three times to empower INEC to conduct elections electronically, stopping electoral theft at the collation centres. However, the PMB declined his assent, alluding to technical errors. The assembly members went back with the INEC staff and the presidency. They amended the technicalities, but the president declined his assent again, saying it was close to the 2019 elections. That is why the 2019 general elections were adjudged as the worst elections in Nigeria, with the highest litigation ever witnessed in any elections in the country. The INEC of that era scored very high in inconclusive elections where an election had to be declared inconclusive because some constituencies were marred by electoral violence... The elections in Kogi and Bayelsa states in 2020 witnessed the most incredible wastage of lives and properties. To win elections, politicians used every means, including snatching and stuffing of ballot boxes in collusion with the federal security agencies. PMB did not submitted any bill to the National assembly for smooth and free elections in Nigeria throughout the time under review. So the promise above was language manipulation.
*#80. Improving operational and legal mechanism so that disciplinary steps are taken against proven human rights violations by the Armed Forces.

The issue of the armed forces and the violation of human rights in Nigeria worsened in the administration. Never in the history of Nigeria had the soldiers shot peaceful protesters holding Nigerian flags in their hands. The freshest case in mind was the shooting of #EndSARS protesters at Lekki on October 20, 2020. The Nigerian government ordered the massacre of Nigerian youths who sat down with Nigerian flags in their hands. Also, the killing of the Shi'ite Islamic group in 2016 was not investigated. In the same vein, the massacre of IPOB members by soldiers in 2017 was not investigated. The interruption of electoral processes in Rivers State during the gubernatorial election of 2019, where many voters were killed, was not  investigated. Military cases are not discussed in conventional courts. Nigerians were being killed daily by the military, and none was sanctioned.

4. Implications of language manipulation in campaign promises in Nigeria

In a country where politics is seen as a means to acquiring wealth and power, which enables the acquirer to settle old scores with former political rivals, politicians devise manipulative language and fake promises to get elected. In a country where political opponents see the election as a do-or-die battle, they say anything, no matter how inciting/untrue the statement might be, to dethrone their opponents. The implication of making statements one never intended to fulfill brings about the collapse of virtually everything in the country, from the economy to the judiciary and governance. For instance, Nigeria under PMB‘s watch in the year under review reflected the following:

2015



2019
Inflation

9.0%



18.20%

Unemployment
8.19%



33.28%

DEBT profile

N12.60trn


N32.92trn

Exchange rate

$1/N197


$1/N410

Foreign Reserve 
$28.57Bn


$34.27Bn

GDP Growth

2.7%



-1.92%              (2020)/0.51(Q1, 2021)

Source: National Bureau of Statistics (NBS)

Apart from the above, the insecurity in the country was an output of failed campaign promises. For instance, all the promises made to agitating groups were not fulfilled. Nigerians now cry over the hardship the people are passing through daily. A country where people say whatever they feel like saying to win elections without any intention of fulfilling their promises breeds an army of disgruntled elements that pose  danger to all, including the political class. If a promise was made to the people, it was like a cheque, and the people would like to cash the cheque, but if the person who made the promise was adamant about fulfilling his promise, then the people will collect it in their way. That is what is happening in Nigeria from then. The unemployed youths that were promised monthly stipends were on a rampage, and the crime rate was high. Some political thugs that were promised to be in charge of some revenue collection offices have taken to banditry and kidnapping with the same weapons the political class gave them during the election to sustain their livelihood.

When the ideology and manifesto of a political party were jettisoned because the election was won and over, and few people controled the fate of many in a pluralist polity like Nigeria, there would be distrust on the side of the masses. When the electoral campaign was seen as an act of oratory rather than an articulation of the job to be done, the people will lose confidence in any political activity around them. This is why there is political apathy among the youths. In a country of more than 120 million registered voters, it was paltry less than 30 million voters participated in the 2019 presidential election, and the winner won with less than 15 million votes. Despite the superlative campaign promises, vote selling and buying were unprecedented. These happened because the electorates did not believe that those promises were implementable.

5. Language manipulation, campaign promises and sociolinguistic impact

Sociolinguistics is defined as the study of language in relation to society. In a nutshell, sociolinguistics deals with language and society. There is a nexus between language and society because there is no society without a language. In the same way, there is no language without a society. (Chambers 2007) defines sociolinguistics as the systematic study of the social uses of language. He proceeds by observing the way people use language in different social settings:

People adjust their vocabulary, sound and syntax depending upon who they are speaking to and the circumstances of the conversation. Such adjustments are often linguistically subtle and socially meticulous and largely subconscious. They are not taught or consciously learned, but are part of innate linguistic competence of all people.

Chamber's propositions about sociolinguistics align with the concepts of linguistics, communicative and interactional competencies enunciated in (2.1) above. 

Political campaign promises are carried out in society through the instrumentality of language. Using a language expertly enhances the chances of manipulation in human and societal activities. Language manipulation entails using a language to get an undue advantage (see Abdulrahman, 2019 on 3.1 above). In politics, language is used to persuade the electorates to elect the campaigner. Language manipulation occurs because people anticipate better days ahead, and based on that, they entrust their confidence to the language manipulator. One of the ways to manipulate the electorates through language is to make unrealisable promises that appeal to the people's psyche. Willful making of unrealisable promises is a subtle, and a sure way of engaging in language manipulation. In Nigeria, for instance, political power is the surest way of making financial and political fortunes because the winner takes all and the loser loses all. All kinds of political gimmicks are carried out using subtle manipulative language when a promise is made politically or otherwise with the sole intent of obtaining undue favour as a result of the promise so made and with the intent of never to fulfill the promise upon which the favour was obtained. That vain promise qualifies as language manipulation.

Speech oratory is at its finest during political campaigns. In political campaigns, politicians bring out their best to outwit their opponents by making beautiful promises. The problem is not with making promises but with fulfilling every promise made when the promises led to victory at the polls.

After the election, the populace expect some dividends from their elected leaders. This is where society is involved. When the promises are not fulfilled, many negative things happen to society. Some people may use the occasion to indulge in crimes to make ends meet. In Nigeria, as it is now, there are a lot of criminal activities ranging from kidnapping, banditry, armed robbery, drug abuse, rape, murder, to other forms of crimes that have been blamed on unemployment. There is equally agitation for secession and resource control in some quarters. People are constantly killed and properties destroyed by state and non-state actors. When language is used constructively and effectively, it serves as a unifying factor in the advancement of society. The use of language can make or mar society. Therefore the effect of language manipulation during the election is on society.

As pointed out earlier, the objective of this study is to find out the implication of language manipulation through political campaign promises to the country's corporate existence in the areas of the economy, security, and well-being. In the economy, the country is rated as the world's poverty capital by Borgen Magazine, a United States-based magazine, in 2020, exceeding India with the most significant rate of people living in extreme poverty. The magazine maintains that about 86.9 million Nigerians, about 50% of the entire population, live in severe poverty. The paper outlines corruption, unemployment and inequality as the reasons for poverty in Nigeria. The country is facing its worst security challenges ever known in history. In terms of security, the Global Terrorism Index (GTI) 2020 ranks Nigeria as the third most terrorized country after Afghanistan and Iraq. The organisation also ranks the Fulani extremists as the ninth most terrorist group globally operating in Western and Central Africa. This group has caused much more carnage and barbaric destruction of lives and properties in the entire country than Boko Haram. The Kaduna train bombing of 28th March, 2022 between Katari and Rijana train stations that killed more than nine persons, wounded dozens and led to the abduction of many, was their latest attack (see https://dailytrust.com/abuja-kaduna-train-bombing-9-killed-dozens-missing-survivors-recount-ordeal). In the area of well-being, the country is facing the worst humanitarian problems ever known to Nigeria. As a result of incessant attacks by armed Fulani herders, the internally displaced persons have increased drastically in all the northern states. The country has gone into recession twice within three years – 2017 and 2020, and on average, Nigeria lives on less than two dollars a day.

6. Concluding Remarks

The paper has explored the phenomena of language manipulation and political campaign promises in Nigeria, emphasising its sociolinguistic impacts. From the treatise, it has been established that language manipulation and extremism play crucial roles in winning elections in Nigeria since there are no checks and balances once the elections are conducted and won. The winner has unrestricted powers to do whatever he wishes. This is because the winner wins all, and the loser loses all. The paper equally believes that language manipulations during electioneering campaigns are the harbingers of political instability facing the country today, ranging from insecurity, kidnapping, banditry, agitations, secession threats, police brutality, armed robbery and the collapse of the economy. 

Language plays different roles in different contexts. It can be used to control a society; make people obey the rules and regulations of society etc. Positive language usage ensures tranquility and freedom from domination, terror and abuse. On the other hand, harmful language usage stimulates war, strife, anger, anarchy, chaos, protest and division.

When the political actors have the people’s well-being and interest at heart, they try to serve them equitably, and the people are happy with their leaders. When this happens, society benefit immensely, and there are tranquility and love among the populace. The use of language in political campaigns should not be to win elections but to provide services to the people based on the promises made to them during campaigns. Manipulation of language to win an election and create high expectations for the populace should be avoided considering the adverse reactions that would follow the political campaign deceit. The ugly situation Nigeria finds itself  today results from language manipulation to win an election and then go to bed and allow the populace to take care of itself. The truth is that the Nigerian people expected much from the government of the day because it made superlative campaign promises. The people had no other intention but to expect a society of ‘Eldorado’. 

In linguistics, language manipulation is synonymous with deceit. Some words are used with pure intent to deceive the hearer. The speaker knows that what he is promising is far from achievable either by design or impossibility. In the same vein, in Nigerian politics, most campaign promises amount to misinformation, linguistic extremism, exaggeration of facts, destructive criticism, lies and unnecessary propaganda. When all these happen, society is the worst hit. Since the effect of language use is directly on society, language should be used circumspectly to avoid the boomerang its harmful use could unleash on society.

This study recommends setting up a commission to monitor political campaign promises to avoid language manipulation. This commission will interact with the political office seekers to know how they intend to achieve what they are promising, outlining the resources available to the office they seek to occupy. The commission would also recommend disqualifying candidates who make verbose promises without the essential know-how to achieve the political promises.
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