DISCOURSE STRATEGIES IN THE 2019 DEMOCRACY DAY SPEECH OF NIGERIA’S PRESIDENT MUHAMMADU BUHARI

Abstract
Speeches of personalities, especially presidents, within the Nigerian political landscape have been subjected to scholarly analysis. Of these studies, scholars have not explored the various discourse strategies deployed by President Muhammadu Buhari in his 2019 Democracy Day Speech. This study examines the speech with a view to investigating the reasons for the deployment of the various strategies and the purpose of such strategies in the interpretation of the speech. The study deploys Norman Fairclough’s model of critical discourse analysis                                as a theoretical framework. This model is adopted because it provides a platform for the description, interpretation and explanation of text and talk. The data is selected through the purposive sampling method. The speech under consideration appears to be the most significant one given by Buhari since his assumption of office; it is given in commemoration of the commencement of his second term in office and also to celebrate the nation’s annual Democracy Day. The study identifies six discourse strategies deployed by Buhari. These include: use of numbering, figures and dates; use of personal pronouns; use of modals; use of vocatives and commendation of groups and individuals; highlighting of achievements, and deployment of escapist statements. These strategies are deployed to serve two major purposes: to portray himself as committed to the development of the nation, and to distance himself from her woes. The study reveals that buhari uses his Democracy Day speech to create a positive image for himself and his government in order to endear himself to the Nigerian masses. 
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1. Introduction
Language is, arguably, an essential tool for expressing power, and it is used by politicians to carry out several intentions: persuade their followers, assert their authority, carve an identity for themselves and their government, or manipulate the masses. Clime (2002) notes that language has political motivations. According to him, to control the definitions of terms is to control the debate by bracketing how the audience thinks about an issue, and to create new words is to create new realities. Corroborating Clime’s (2002) claim, Rajagopalan (2001) establishes a relationship among language, power and politics. He argues that linguistic identity is mostly a political matter, and words are flags of allegiance. According to him, wordss and language loyalties are exploited by the power that be to further political ends. Over the years, politicians have used their speeches to justify the basis of their government being in power. Importantly, political speeches, especially of Nigerian leaders, have been subjected to shades of linguistic analyses. Many as these are, studies have not examined the various discourse strategies deployed by Nigeria’s President Muhammadu Buhari in his June 12, 2019 Democracy Day speech. This study intends to fill this scholarship void.
Discourse strategies are those linguistic categories that are required to adequately assess the meanings of a particular text as well as its corresponding reference to other interactional, social and cultural functions (van Dijk and Klintch 1983; van Dijk, 2012 and Shartiely, 2013). These strategies include: cultural, social, interactional, pragmatic and semantic. Cultural strategies pertain to the effective selection of cultural information that is relevant to the comprehension of the discourse. They are either hearer-or reader-oriented. The hearer or reader uses the information about the cultural background of the speaker/author or the production condition of a discourse to analyse a text. Social strategies involve an understanding of the social context surrounding the text/talk being analysed. In understanding a discourse, it is important that one knows that it is produced and used within a larger social context or at a more local social occasion. These social strategies involve information about the general social structure of a group, institutions, roles or functions of participants; discourse genres of institutions or social occasions, style differences relating to social structure and situations of text production.
Interactional strategies involve the interactional functions of discourse. They require information from all discourse levels. Interactional strategies focus on how all the various strategies that are deployed in the text or talk are harnessed to bring out the desired effect. Pragmatic strategies have to do with the social action that is performed by a speaker when producing an utterance in some specific context. Semantic strategies aid an understanding of discourse and involve different kinds of tasks which include understanding the meaning of the text in order to give the appropriate interpretation. Suffice it to state that an understanding of the various discourse strategies help in the understanding and interpretation/analysis of texts. The discourse strategies identified in this study are, mostly, social. They are situation/speaker sensitive.
1.1 President Muhammadu Buhari
Muhammadu Buhari is the fourth democratically elected President of the Federal Republic of Nigeria, since the country returned to democratic system of government in 1999, after the protracted military interregnum. He began his first term in office in 2015, taking over from Goodluck Ebele Jonathan. He was re-elected in May, 2019 for a second term in office. Buhari was born in 1942 in Daura, Katsina State. He is a retired military general and was once Nigeria’s Head of State from 1983 to 1985. Even though Buhari sees himself as a converted democrat, he is perceived to still exhibit some aggressive tendencies. Many people have observed that he has the fewest number of speeches, out of all Nigeria’s civilian presidents since the return to democratic rule in 1999.
1.2 A brief overview of the speech
Nigerian Presidents address the masses on every occasion of Nigeria’s Democracy Day celebration. Hence, in 2019, Buhari, expectedly, presented a Democracy Day speech to Nigerians. This speech is significant because it is one of the few speeches presented by the president since he assumed office. Secondly, it is the first to be given since Buhari changed Nigeria’s Democracy Day from the previous May 29 (the real date Nigeria returned to democratic governance in 1999) to June 12, a date declared as democracy day in honour of late MKO Abiola who is perceived by many people as the hero of  Nigeria’s democracy. Thirdly, this speech serves two important purposes. Aside from being the 2019 Democracy Day speech, it is also considered as Buhari’s second term inauguration speech. Expectedly, the speech captures the successes and failures of his first term in office. The speech is also laden with promises. 

2. Literature review
Political speeches have proved to be a veritable site for the explication of ideologies. Consequently, scholars have subjected several of these speeches to linguistic analysis. Within the Nigerian political landscape, speeches of presidents have been discussed using various linguistic analytical tools. Oha (1994), Emeka-Nwobia (2013) and Akinmameji (2018a & 2018b) have attempted a linguistic analysis of the speeches of Nigeria’s former 	rulers, both military Heads of State and Executive Presidents.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Koutchade (2015) attempts a critical discourse analysis of Buhari’s official acceptance speech as the winner of the 2015 presidential election, from a systemic functional perspective. He argues that Buhari’s choice of words depicts him as one who is ideologically motivated and an experienced person at his job. Babatope (2017) attempts a linguistic study of President Buhari’s broadcast on the unity of Nigeria on August 21, 2017. He uses Systemic Functional Grammar to explain the way lexical units and clauses are deployed to reiterate government’s determination to ensure that the lives and property of Nigerian citizens are secure. He concludes that language could serve as a tool for achieving national security, if appropriately deployed. 
Nnamdi-Eruchalu (2017) examines the nature of pronouns deployed in Buhari’s inaugural speeches, both as military head of state and as Executive President. She argues that Buhari strategically selects personal pronouns to construct the various identities that feature in the military and the civilian eras. Furthermore, she observes that, through personal pronouns, Buhari distinguishes between the in-group and the out-group as well as project the authoritarianism associated with the military era and the persuasive tendencies identified with the civilian government. Like Nnamdi- Eruchalu (2017), Akinrinlola (2018) carries out a rhetorical analysis of the inaugural speech of Muhammadu Buhari. Unlike the former researcher, Akinrinlola (2018) does not consider speeches made by Buhari when he was a military ruler. He attempts the analysis of the speech given by Buhari when he was being inaugurated as Nigeria’s civilian President. He reveals that the President’s verbal choices were such that depict obligation, commitment and the promise to be proactive. He argues further that the president deploys paradoxical expressions to express political neutrality, and historical allusions to express his preparedness to ameliorate Nigeria’s plight. Owuye and Idowu (2019) examine the way hedging is deployed as a cooperative principle in the analysis of the 2016 Democracy Day speech given by President Buhari. They argue that Buhari adopt hedges to assert his integrity, honesty, commitment and transparency, and conclude that hedges could be deployed for positive self-imaging and national development in national politics. 
Even though these studies focus on speeches produced by the same subject as in the present study, the data is very different; hence, the uniqueness of this study. Nonetheless, David and Moses’ (2019) focus is an analysis of person deixis in Buhari’s 2019 victory/democracy day speech. They examine Buhari’s effort at using person deixis to foster togetherness with the Nigerian people. David and Moses (2019) adopt the same data as the present study. However, the focus of analyses varies. The former looks at person deixis in the text while the thrust of the latter is an examination of the discourse strategies deployed in the text. 
3. Theoretical Framework	
The methods of critical discourse analysis are deployed mainly in the explanation of the relationship that holds among language, power and ideology. It has also been variously argued that no text and talk is produced for the sake of it. They are usually embedded with ideological underpinnings. Hence, the present study attempts to explain the various discourse strategies deployed by Nigeria’s President Muhammadu Buhari to pass across his message. To achieve this aim, the study deploys Norman Fairclough’s model of critical discourse analysis which emphasises the sociolinguistic import of language use; that is, it discusses the relationship between language and society. This framework identifies three levels of analysis which are categorised as the description, interpretation and explanation stages. The description stage focuses on the formal properties of the text. Fairclough (1995) argues that at the descriptive stage, the vocabulary, metaphors, grammatical structures and modes of a text can be ideologically motivated. Interpretation is concerned with the relationship between text and interaction. Here, the text is considered as the product of a process of production, and a resource in the process of interpretation (Fairclough, 1989). The final level of analysis; explanation stage, deals with the relationship between interaction and social context as well as with the social determination of the processes of production and interpretation and their social effects.
Furthermore, the model adopts a two-way analysis which is expressed as micro and macro analysis. The micro-level of analysis ventures into the description of the linguistic/extra-linguistic elements within the text. The macro-level focuses on the analysis of the text in relations to its ideological suggestions/society. It should be noted that this theoretical model takes into cognisance every aspect of language use within text and talk, whether they are linguistic or larger scale structures. Hence, whenever this method of CDA is adopted in linguistic analysis, it is commonplace for Systemic Functional Grammar (SFG) popularised by M. A. K. Halliday o act as an accompanying model. SFG focuses on how speakers of a language generate utterances and texts to convey intended meaning. Linguistic analysis in SFG is systematic. This corresponds to Fairclough’s model whose approach to CDA is also, somewhat, systematic.
4. Research methodology
The speech being analysed in this study was sourced from the online edition of the Vanguard Newspaper. Excerpts for the study are collected from the Democracy Day speech presented by Buhari on June 12, 2019. This particular speech doubles as the President’s Democracy Day speech as well as his inaugural speech for a second term in office; hence, its significance. Having completed his first tenure of four years in office, this speech contains the blue print of Buhari’s APC led government for another four-year tenure. Extracts from the speech are randomly sampled through a selection of only the features that foreground the political intention of the subject. These features are described to determine the class of words they belong to. Having identified these categories to include pronouns, modal auxiliary verbs, assertions and numerals, they are further interpreted and explained to reveal the various strategies they project. Norman Fairclough’s socio-cultural approach to CDA is adopted as theoretical framework because it explains the relationship between discourse and society.
5. Data analysis
The following section is devoted to the analysis of the data for this study.
5.1 Numbering, date and figures
One of the discourse strategies deployed by Buhari in his 2019 Democracy Day/Inaugural speech is numbering, date and figures. According to Hamilton (2013), a speaker can build his case by using strong evidence such as statistics, examples and testimonies that are accurate, up-to-date and typical. He states further that it is not out of place for such a speaker to use a variety of sources to back up his claims. He argues further that the essence of this strategy is for the speaker to sound compelling and convincing to his audience. This is the goal Buhari attempts to achieve by deploying this strategy in his speech. 
The speech is numbered from one (1) to seventy four (74) with some of the figures having further sub-divisions a, b, c, and so on. This is a strategy deployed to achieve ease of reference. It is an attempt to project Buhari’s style as simple and unambiguous. Furthermore, the use of figures and date is deployed to present Buhari's claims as factual and traceable.
1a	I thank my fellow Nigerians, who, since 2003 have consistently voted for me.
b.	In 2002-2003 campaigns and elections, I travelled by road to 34 of the 36 states of the Federation. This year I travelled by air to all 36 states of the Federation.
c.	Following the 60 percent drop in oil prices between 2015 and 2016, through monetary and fiscal measures, we stimulated economic growth, curbed inflation and shored up our external reserves.
d.	We now have witnessed 8 quarters of positive growth in the economy and our GDP is expected to grow by 2.7 percent this year.

In example 1a, Buhari recognises his supporters who have been voting for him since ‘2003’, that is about sixteen (16) years. Little wonder, he describes this category of voters as ‘consistent’. The above is not merely an effort to appreciate these followers but to project the President as one who is reliable and is deserving of followership. It also portrays the President as one who is not forgetful, but as an individual who is capable of remembering, and possibly, compensating good deeds. In1b, Buhari ensures precision by stating explicitly that he did certain things in ‘2002-2003’. He associates himself with the average Nigerian by claiming that he travelled to ‘34’ out of the ‘36’ states of the Federation by road. Furthermore, he projects himself as a leader of all, with no preference and bias by travelling to all the 36 States of the federation in 2019. He states that despite the ‘60 percent’ drop in the price of oil, his administration was able to contain inflation and ensure economic growth, and he speaks of 2.7 percent GDP growth witnessed within ‘8 quarters’. These figures are quoted by the President to portray him as someone conversant with economic indices, and invariably, as one who is in charge of the nation’s economy. 
5.2 Use of personal pronouns ‘I' and ‘we'
The way people use pronouns particularly in addressing recipients has implications for their interpersonal relationships and the way the receivers are positioned (Fairclough, 1989). Corroborating the above, Karapetjana (2011) argues that personal pronouns are used by politicians to share responsibility and create an involvement with the audience. Personal pronouns relate to the grammatical inflection called person. Person is clearly definable concerning the notion of participant-roles; the first person is used by the speaker to refer to himself as the subject of discourse. The second person is used to refer to the hearer and the third person is used to refer to persons or things other than the speaker or the hearer (Obaoye, 2010).In the text under review, Buhari uses personal pronouns ‘I’ and ‘we’ copiously..
Buhari’s deployment of the first person singular pronoun ‘I' is significant. The essence is to project him as an essential factor in this speech activity. The following excerpts underscore the centrality of Buhari to the subject of discussion.
2a        I respected the independence of INEC. 	
b.	I ensured that INEC got all the resources it needed for independent and impartial management
c.	I have been a public servant. I have no other career but public service. I know no service but public service.
d.	I was involved at close quarters in the struggle to keep Nigeria one. 
e.	I can therefore do no more than dedicate the rest of my life to work for the unity of Nigeria and upliftment of Nigerians.
f.	I have interacted with Nigerians of all ages and persuasions and different shades of opinion over a period of more than fifty years.

In the excerpts above, Buhari focuses on himself. In 1a and b, he claims to have respect for the nation’s electoral umpire. This, according to him, propels him to provide all the resources needed by the body to prosecute a free and fair election. Here, Buhari portrays himself as one who is passionate about the nation’s democracy and is ready to do anything to make democracy work. He also describes himself as a ‘public servant’. A public servant is one who works for government and is accountable to such. Buhari refers to himself as a public servant to suggest that he is accountable and responsible. He attempts to create the impression that he is not superior but is working, like other public servants, to ensure the success of the system. In relation to this, in 2d, he claims to be committed to the struggle to keep Nigeria one. This is to portray him as one with no divisive tendencies. He expresses his readiness to work for the betterment of the Nigerian nation for the rest of his life and claims to have interacted with a large portion of Nigerians. Communication is crucial, especially between leaders and their followers. It propels a sense of belonging and boosts relationships. So, if Buhari claims to have interacted with a reasonable percentage of the people, he portrays himself as accommodating and endearing.
The plural personal pronoun ‘we’ is usually deployed to achieve some discursive goals. In some instances in the text under consideration, personal pronoun ‘we’ is deployed to depict inclusion.  The following are examples:
g.	We give thanks also that the democratic process has been further entrenched and strengthened.
h.	We are privileged to mark the longest period of unbroken democratic leadership and 5th peaceful transfer of power from one democratically elected government to another in Nigeria.

The essence of the deployment of this pronoun is to identify fellow party members as well every Nigerian as contributors to the success story of the Buhari administration. This is an attempt by the president to portray himself as one who is running an all-inclusive government. For Buhari, the efforts of every Nigerian further made a smooth transition from civilian to civilian government possible under his watch. 
5.3 Use of the modals ‘will' and ‘can.'
Modals are useful in doing CDA. Hakutani (1978) opines that modality is optional though it plays a unique role in the sentence. He notes that modal verbs always occur before the finite verb form and are never inflected for the third person singular. He links modals semantically to mood stating that its purpose in the sentence is to signal a hypothetical or factual situation. Quirk (2000:55) identifies different types of modals and their uses. These include:
‘Can’ which isused to express: ability (be able to, be capable of, and know how to); permission (be allowed to, be permitted to); theoretical possibility.
‘Will’ which isused to express: willingness, intention, insistence and prediction. The modals ‘can’ and ‘will’ perform some of these functions in the examples below:
3a.	We will take steps to integrate rural economies to the national economic “grid”...
b.	We will remain committed to improving the lives of people by consolidating efforts to address these key issues as well as emerging challenges of climate change,
c.	Our Government will continue work to reduce social and economic inequality through targeted social investment programs, education, technology and improved information.
d.	We will continue to listen to your ideas and plans not just about how we can secure more investment, but how your plans can help create a more equitable economy.
e.	We will accelerate investments in primary, secondary and tertiary healthcare programs, interventions and infrastructure as well as in upgrading of our medical personnel to stem the flight of our best trained people.
f.	We will see significant focus, resource and, where necessary reform, in tertiary and technical education to reposition Nigeria’s workforce for the modern technological age.
		

In 3a, b, and c, the deployment of ‘will’ depicts intention and determination. In the examples, Buhari identifies some of the things that his government intends to do for the country in the future. This is to show his administration as progressive. In example ‘d’ Buhari expresses the willingness of his administration to listen to the yearnings of the masses and do things that would better their lives. Similarly, in example ‘e’, he expresses government’s intention to accelerate investments in education and health. These two sectors are crucial to the nation’s development, and Buhari promises to look into these so that the people can be better off for it. Finally, in ‘f’, Buhari predicts an era of technological advancement, especially in the education sector, for the country. This is to assure Nigerians that government is not resting on its oars. In all, Buhari deploys the modal ‘will’ to shed light on the present state of government and to project a brighter picture of the future. The modal ‘can’ is used in the following examples:
h.	Nigeria can do it.
i.	We can do it.
j.	We can lift 100 million Nigerians out of poverty.

The sense of ability is projected in Buhari’s use of ‘can’ in the examples above. Buhari declares unequivocally that ‘Nigeria can do it’ and for cogent reasons, he says ‘we can do it’. He believes Nigeria would work. With this strategy, Buhari expresses confidence in Nigeria and her systems. He de-emphasises self and focuses more on collective responsibility. He creates the impression that every Nigerian is vital to the Nigeria project. He gives all a sense of responsibility. In data ‘j’, he dismisses any thought of ineptitude on the part of government and assures Nigerians that 100million people would be lifted out of poverty. This is a statement of commitment by the President.
5.4 Use of vocatives and commendations
As expected, the Democracy Day celebration is one that is held annually in Nigeria, usually with several activities lined up to mark the nation’s return to civilian rule. In most cases, the day is declared a public holiday to allow citizens celebrate as they desire. The 2019 edition is particularly important because it signals the beginning of Buhari's second tenure in office. It is also the first time that Nigeria's democracy day would hold on June 12, in honour of late MKO Abiola who is perceived to be the hero of Nigeria’s democracy. Previous editions were held on May 29. Owing to the peculiarity of the celebration, therefore, guests from within and outside Nigeria were in attendance. As a show of hospitality, the President repeatedly acknowledges the presence of these dignitaries by using vocatives such as ‘your excellencies', ‘ladies and gentlemen'. While he recognises ‘His Excellencies’, he does not overlook the people over which he rules, as he continually acknowledges ‘fellow Nigerians’. Importantly, it should also be observed that in his attempt to recognise his guests, Buhari places ‘fellow Nigerians’ ahead of the other categories. This shows the value he places on Nigerians. The following instances would suffice:
4a.	Fellow Nigerians, Your Excellencies, Ladies & Gentlemen, Despite the enormous resources pledged to infrastructure development these past four years, there remains the urgent need to modernize our roads and bridges...
b.	Fellow Nigerians, Your Excellencies, Ladies & Gentlemen, we know that there exists a strong correlation between economic inequality and insecurity.

It is, however, noteworthy that apart from the general reference to the guests, there is no mention of specific names. This suggests Buhari's recourse to people as all-important without recourse to class, or societal stratification.
In the following data, Buhari appreciates men of the armed forces in recognition of their efforts towards maintaining law and order. 
c.	I and Nigerians collectively must give adequate thanks to our Armed Forces, Police and other law enforcing agencies for working round the clock to protect us by putting themselves in harm’s way and defending our values and protecting our future.

The special recognition of this category of Nigerians suggests that Buhari considers security as remarkable. He attempts to create the impression that security agents are up and about their job of protecting the people, and as such, they could sleep with their two eyes closed.
In 4d below, Buhari recognises the late M K O Abiola, who is believed to be the hero of Nigeria’s democracy. He does not merely recognise him, he states that he should be immortalised by naming a national edifice after him.
d.	Today, I propose the re-naming of the Abuja National Stadium. Henceforth it will be called MOSHOOD ABIOLA NATIONAL STADIUM.

5.5 Highlighting of achievements 
One of the aims of presidential speeches is to provide information on what government has been able to do. It is, therefore, not a surprise that Buhari itemises some of the things he considers as his major achievements in his Democracy Day speech. The following assertions are examples:
5a.	We have contributed to UN peace-keeping responsibilities all over the world; we have stabilized Liberia, Sierra Leone, Ivory Coast and two years ago we prevented the Gambia from degenerating into anarchy.
b.	Without Nigerian influence and resources, the liberation of Angola, Mozambique, Namibia, Zimbabwe and ultimately South Africa would have come at greater cost. This fact had been attested by none other than the late Nelson Mandela himself.
c.	Elsewhere, Nigeria is the Big Brother to our neighbours. We are the shock-absorber of the West African sub-region, the bulwark of ECOWAS and Lake Chad Basin Commission. We can therefore be proud to be Nigerians. We must continue to be Good Neighbours and Good Global Citizens.
d.	At home, we have been successful in forging a nation from different ethnicities and language groups: our evolution and integration into one nation continues apace.
e.	Admittedly, some of the challenges still remain in kidnappings and banditry in some rural areas. The great difference between 2015 and today is that we are meeting these challenges with much greater support to the security forces in terms of money, equipment and improved local intelligence. We are meeting these challenges with superior strategy, firepower and resolve.
f.	In my first term, we put Nigeria back on its feet. We are working again despite a difficult environment in oil on which we depend too much for our exports. We encountered huge resistance from vested interests who do not want CHANGE, But CHANGE has come, we now must move to the NEXT LEVEL.

In the first three sets of data above, Buhari identifies the goals that his government has scored in the international community. He mentions the stabilisation of Liberia and the prevention of Gambia from degenerating into anarchy. He opines that Nigeria has acquired the ‘Big Brother’ stature amongst fellow African countries, thereby emphasising the nation’s strengths. He also does not fail to mention that Nigeria is doing not only at the international level but also at the local level. He observes that the few problems that the nation encounters, such as banditry and terrorism, are not beyond the grasp of government. Buhari consciously plays down on the issue of insecurity in Nigeria by asserting that: “the great difference between 2015 and today is that we are meeting these challenges with much greater support to the security forces”. This is in spite of the fact that the issue of security is perceived to have worsened in under his government. The deployment of this strategy is believed to be Buhari’s effort at creating the impression that Nigeria, his domain of rule, is a safe clime.
5.6 Use of escapist statements
Escapist statements are those expressions used by a speaker to dissociate themselves from certain actions, which are mostly negative. These expressions are also used by people who do not want to take responsibility for actions that are considered unpleasant. In the text under consideration, Buhari uses escapist expressions to trivialise Nigeria’s problems and also distance himself from them. The following excerpts suffice:
6a.	Terrorism and insecurity are worldwide phenomena and even the best policed countries are experiencing increasing incidents of unrest and are finding things hard to cope.
b.	The principal thrust of this new Administration is to consolidate on the achievements of the last four years, correct the lapses inevitable in all human endeavors
c.	Nation building takes time. But we must take solace in the knowledge that this country, our country, has everything we require to make Nigeria prosper.

Rather than make suggestions that would mark the end of terrorism in the country, Buhari believes the best Nigerians can do is to accept terrorism and terrorists as fate. He claims that Nigeria is not the only country where there are cases of terrorism. It exists even in ‘best policed countries’. So, Nigerians should stop making a mountain out of a molehill. Similarly in 6b, Buhari wants Nigerians to see no big deal in the inadequacies of his government because ‘lapses are inevitable in all human endeavour’. These assertions portray Buhari as one who does not see any fault in himself and his government. It is also an attempt to run away from taking responsibility from issues that should be of paramount concern to government. Furthermore, Buhari asserts that: “nation-building takes time”; hence, Nigeria should not put undue pressure on government to deliver because the mindset is whatever facilities a government could not provide could be made available by successive governments. The nonchalant attitude adopted by the President is believed to be responsible to the further decay in governance in Nigeria so much that calls for the President’s resignation is rife. 
6. Conclusion
This study focuses on the analysis of the discourse strategies in the Democracy Day/Inaugural speech of Nigeria’s President Muhammadu Buhari. The study uses Fairclough’s tripartite framework: description, interpretation and explanation with the accompaniment of Halliday’s SFG to identify and explain the various linguistic categories that Buhari deploys to achieve self-promotion. Through the deployment of pronouns; modal auxiliary verbs; numerals, and assertions (evident in discourse strategies such as use of vocatives and commendations, highlighting of achievements and deployment of escapist statements), Buhari projects himself as a responsible and responsive leader and downplays the challenges of the country. The paper suggests that Buhari uses his 2019 Democracy Day/Inaugural speech to create a positive image for himself and his government in order to endear himself to the Nigerian masses.
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