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Abstract
The study aimed to analysis the discursive strategies used to deconstruct misinformation in Tanzania available in physical and digital space during the pandemic. The study employed van Leeuwen legitimation strategies to analyse the data. Five speeches from the late President John Pombe Magufuli, the current President Samia Suluhu Hassan and the then Health Minister Doroth Gwajima were conveniently sampled from Tanzania Broadcasting Corporation. It was found that deconstruction of misinformation involved: the use of institutional authority to instruct government institutions to deal with miss-informers; requesting the public to rely on scientific reliable sources of information; the use of specialized personnel/authority in the dissemination of the pandemic information; publication of reliable statistics; emphasising the experience of the social group and other experiences from other countries; emphasising the value of spiritualism, a free concert in use of the measures and responsible citizenship; and positive emphasis of mitigation measures. The findings imply the need to win public trust in the recommended measures and the elimination of public panic during the pandemic. It is recommended that the deconstruction of misinformation should consider the social norms, values, system of knowledge, power, and experiences of the social group.
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1. Introduction 
The occurrence of the Covid-19 pandemic in Wuhan China by the end of 2019 necessitated the dissemination of well-information to the public against the pandemic through different discourses. However, misinformation or ill-information also emerged in line with well-information. Both well-information and misinformation have been going around the digital space and the physical space  (Chowdhury, Kabir, Abdulai, & Alam, 2023; Khan, Khan, & Hussain, 2022). Misinformation sometimes involves the deliberate attempt to spread wrong information through digital space, social networks, and physical space to decline the efforts to deal with the pandemic (Khan et al., 2022). Some of the mass media, social media, health, political, and public discourses were found to deliberately disseminate false information. This misinformation involved the blaming of others as the source of the pandemic, the use of fake news, and the use of multiple voices   (Milutinović, 2021; Mohamed, Solehan, Mohd Rani, Ithnin, & Che Isahak, 2021; Y. Wang, 2022). Others were the stigimatisation of health facilities, health workers, underestimation of the pandemic consequences and use of shocking stories (De Rosa & Mannarini, 2020; J. Wang, Zhou, Zhang, Evans, & Zhu, 2020). 
Scholars have presented the way undesired actions or false information can be denied (deconstructed) through legitimation or delegitimation actions. The denial of undesired action can be done when discourses are used by the power-holder to emphasise the system of social knowledge, the social norms, social experience, and the means (instrumental) through which the action has been implemented (Van Leeuwen, 2008).  Reyes (2011) adds that the power-holder may use expert authority, rational arguments, and emotional expressions to deny undesired behaviors flourishing in the social group. Reyes posts that the actor may claim his/her witness of the action and sometimes his/her involvement in an action to deny the false accusations from the misleaders. The interlocutor may also employ speech acts of denying that the accusations from the speaker were wrong or inappropriate (Van Dijk, 1997, 2013). They also add that sometimes interlocutors emphasise that something is acceptable or unacceptable, good or bad, ethical or unethical, prohibited or not prohibited to refute the inappropriate claims (Van Dijk, 2013; Van Leeuwen, 2008). With different views from scholars regarding the deconstructions of undesired actions in case of misinformation, in Tanzania, denial of ill-information during the Covid-19 was matters of concern. 
1.1 Covid-19 Contexts in Tanzania 
Like other countries around the world, Tanzania's first case of coronavirus was reported on 26th March 2020. The pandemic has posed different public threats leading to public social unrest and evoking different social responses. The President Dr. John Pombe Magufuli responded by welcoming WHO’s expert for intervention in joint with National Response Team (NRT) (Hamisi, Dai, & Ibrahim, 2023). At the early stage of the pandemic, John Pombe Magufuli responded to WHO-recommended mitigation measures in different ways. He instructed the closing of schools, universities, and boulders, however, he was late found into inconsistency with WHO-recommended mitigation measures (Carlitz, Yamanis, & Mollel, 2021; Kangwerema et al., 2021; Makoni, 2020). Scholars present that his emphasis on traditional measures as opposed to WHO-recommended measures led to poor coordination with the African Centre for Diseases Control and Prevention and WHO (ACDCP) (Kangwerema et al., 2021). After his death on 17th March 2021, Dr. Samia Suluhu became the president of Tanzania and became in charge of the pandemic. She launched vaccinations and testing campaigns on 27, July 2021 and emphasised the seriousness of the pandemic, wearing of masks, and other mitigation measures (Robinson & Malima, 2021). The way the two heads of the state handled the pandemic each with his/her different approach led to public confusion with flourishing misinformation about the pandemic and its mitigation measures in the country (Malima, Keya, & Rutechura, 2024; Malima & NGAIZA, 2023). Scholars also reported some inconsistencies in implementing Covid-19 discourses among government officials, social media, mass media, and risky individuals.  Even though public, political, health, and media discourses are important in winning public responses during the crisis; these discourses have been questioned in Tanzania context and elsewhere. These inconsistent discourses were supposed to be deconstructed since they carried with them misinformation.     
1.2 Literature Review 
The availability of misinformation in Tanzania was the function of different factors including the lack of information on ongoing risk management activities, unreliable communication risks (mixed messages); lack of common understanding of the response strategies among authorities; unclear guidance by stakeholders; lack of transparent in information sharing between ministries; and different approaches in handling the pandemic (Hamisi et al., 2023; Organization, 2022). These risk communication practices implied the public confusion and flourishing of the misinformation about the pandemic in the country. The available studies also reported that public discourses, social media, and political discourses negatively evaluated the mitigation measures. They underestimated the pandemic by anchoring it to HIV and advanced flu. Health experts were also found to deny mitigation measures and employed multiple voices against the recommended measures. There was also the spread of fake news about the Covid-19 vaccines; the vaccines were associated with death, a decline in men's sexual ability, and destruction of human personality and associated the pandemic with capitalists' economic interests (Kamazima, Kakoko, & Kazaura, 2020; Kangwerema et al., 2021; Malima et al., 2024; Ngaiza & Malima, 2023; Robinson & Malima, 2021). However, these studies did not inform on the way misinformation was deconstructed in Tanzania during the pandemic. 
Elsewhere, misinformation through health, political and media discourses were reported in the USA, China, Romania, and Italy (Allen & Ayalon, 2021; Cmeciu, Anton, & Nicola, 2022; De Rosa & Mannarini, 2020; Kozlowska, 2020; Y. Wang, 2022). These scholars reported that discourses of blaming flourished during the pandemic.  Others have been created as responsible for the Covid-19 viruses. The government was blamed for not being responsible for protecting its people. Health experts were blamed as shockingly dangerous, and deceptive. Health facilities were polarized from China’s facilities. There was also an underestimation of the Covid-19 pandemic and the use of multiple voices among experts. However, what these studies do not have in common are the communicative strategies employed in handling misinformation about the pandemic and its mitigation measures. Therefore, the study aimed to analyse the communicative strategies employed in the state discourses to deconstruct misinformation during the pandemic, particularly in Tanzania to suggest better ways how to handle ill-information for future crises. 
2. Material and Method
2.1 Theoretical Framework
Theo van Leeuwen's legitimation strategies (Van Leeuwen, 2008) were employed to analyse the data. Van Leeuwen proposed four legitimation strategies namely: authorisation, rationalisation, moralisations, and mythopoeia. The strategies present the power-holder’s sense of acceptance through the presentation of arguments. These arguments uncover the power-holder’s experiences, opinions, emotions, values, norms, social knowledge, and system of power. Through these discursive arguments, they may argue that something said by the speaker was wrong or right. Power-holders through arguments were able to deny the possibilities of misinformation, first by referring to the official positions; laws, rules, and regulations; emphasising the involvement and consultations of experts; and emphasising the social norms of practices. Secondly, through these discursive strategies, power-holders were able to emphasise the purpose, means, and outcome of social actions. They were also able to refer to the experience of the social action and common knowledge of the social group for deconstruction purposes (Berger & Luckmann, 2016; Luckmann & Berger, 1964). Thirdly, the power-holders were able to deconstruct misinformation by presenting their evaluation stances about the mitigation measures as either good or bad, ethical or unethical, or acceptable or unacceptable (Van Dijk, 2013). Lastly, they were able to emphasise moral citizenship as opposed to immoral citizens and making reference to other similar activities for deconstruction purpose. 
2.2 Data Collection Procedures 
The study was done in Tanzania following the need to deconstruct the available ill-information (Chilongola, Rwegoshola, Balingumu, Semvua, & Kwigizile, 2022; Kamazima et al., 2020; Malima et al., 2024) about the pandemic and its mitigation measures. The study analysed five speeches; there were two speeches addressed by John Pombe Magufuli on both 22nd April 2020 and 3rd May 2020. The other two available speeches were addressed by Samia Suluhu Hassan on 6th April 2021 and 28th July 2021. The last speech was addressed by the then Minister of Health Doroth Gwajima on 28th July 2021. A convenient sampling technique was used to obtain the five speeches. The technique was used because these speeches were the only available Covid-19 speeches addressed by state holders during the pandemic. The convenient sampling technique was also important as it achieved the internal validity of the findings enough to generalise (Golzar, Noor, & Tajik, 2022) the way the pandemic was managed in the country. The researcher collected the research permit from the University of Dar es Salaam. After securing the research permits, the researcher presented the research permit to the Tanzania Broadcasting Corporation (TBC). The researcher introduced himself, and briefly explained the purpose of the research, before granting permission to collect the data in the study area. Upon the free concert  (Jonker, Pennink, Jonker, & Pennink, 2009) of the TBC, the data were conveniently obtained for further analysis.  
2.3 Analyses 
The study adopted Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA). Using CDA enabled the researcher to establish the relationship between the text and social practices to uncover the misinformation during the pandemic. CDA also enabled to correlation of the text relations with physical material practices, power-holders' socio-political thoughts, experience, values, a system of knowledge, norms, and the way power, control, dominations, and discriminations are produced and reproduced (Fairclough, 2013; Gee, 2014; Stewart, 2006; Wodak, 1999). In line with the above views, the study employed Theo van Leeuwen's Legitimation analytical tool (Van Leeuwen, 2008) to analyse the texts to uncover the misinformation about the pandemic and its mitigation measures. To arrive at the findings, the analysis was guided by the systematic steps suggested by Attride-Stirling (2001). The following steps were involved: 
In the first stage, the researcher transcribed the data from the five state discourses. The speeches were written down in the Swahili language.  In the second stage, the transcribed materials were translated into the English language for easy reading by audiences. Only the speech samples used for this study were taken and translated into the English Language by other English experts to avoid researcher bias (see excerpts 1-17 in the analysis below).  The third stage involved the coding of the raw data into meaningful chunks of information. The coding processes were guided by the four legitimation strategies namely: authorisation, rationalisation, moralisation, and mythopoeia. To arrive at each of the legitimation strategies and their sub-strategies the following analytical questions guided the researcher:
i) How do the power-holders employ their institutional power; how do they refer to experts; how do they present the social norms of practices; how do they employ exemplars; and how do they employ laws, regulations, and policy to deconstruct misinformation about the crisis?
ii)  How do the power-holders employ instrumental rationality, experiential rationality, and scientific rationality to deconstruct misinformation during the crisis? 
iii) How do the power-holders employ moral evaluation, analogy, and abstraction values to deconstruct misinformation? 
iv) How do the power-holders employ storytelling to deconstruct misinformation during the crisis? 
The fourth stage involved the refinement of the themes to achieve their interconnectedness with raw data. At this stage, the researcher combined similar themes and separated different themes to achieve internal validity or trustworthiness of the findings. The fifth stage involved the descriptions of the findings whereby the sub-strategies analysed were supported by translated materials to achieve the trustworthiness of the findings. The final stage involved the interpretation and the discussion of the developed strategies. To achieve this, the researcher employed the theory, arguments underlying the findings, past studies, and the social-economic context of the crisis.  In achieving the trustworthiness of the findings, inter-coder consistency was also employed; two researchers were assigned to code the data to generate similar themes and achieve transparency during the coding process (Harley & Langdon, 2018; Saunder, Lewis, & Thornhill, 2012). 
3. Results
The findings from the analysis show that there were three communicative linguistic strategies used to deconstruct misinformation from the general public and social media in Tanzania namely: authorisation strategy, rationalisation strategy, and moralisation strategy. 
3.1 Authorisation Strategy 
The then Health Minister Doroth Gwajima reference to the president’s previous quote aimed to deny the claim from the general public. The general public claimed that the late John Pombe Magufuli denied the use of Covid-19 vaccine. She achieved the strategy by using verbal construction “said” to deconstruct the public claims that John Pombe Magufuli did not deny the use of the vaccines but he insisted on making a scientific approval of the vaccines before their use. This is exemplified in Excerpt 1 below. 
(1) “John Pombe Magufuli who led the fifth government regime presented the following issues while in Chato on 27th April 2021, he said, “The Ministry of Health should stop using vaccines without their approval”. This is what he said. There have emerged pseudo-experts to edit this speech to mislead [the public]. There have also emerged listeners who after listening take it to mislead others.”  
It was also found that Doroth Gwajima made a call to Tanzanians to rely on reliable sources of information. She was found to achieve her communicative target by the use of verbal construction (invite) that demanded the Tanzanians to read reliable sources of information from Google sources. The target was to protect themselves against misinformation about the mitigation measures. This is exemplified in Excerpt 2 below.
(2) “I invite the Tanzanians to a reading behavior. Materials are fully available on Google. You Google the key word then you can understand. You Google WHO, then it opens, then you can compare these things. Let’s not accept unreliable things which mislead.” 
The current Head of the State Samia Suluhu Hassan was also found to present that she consulted with other experts outside the country in approval of the vaccines. The communicative target was to deconstruct the claim that the launching of Covid-19 vaccine in the country did not involve experts or scientists. The strategy was couched using a targeting verb structure to “thank” the Health Ministry Special Committee in joint with the Ministry of Foreign Affairs for making a follow-up of the Covid-19 vaccines. This is exemplified in Excerpt 3 when she says: I thank the Ministry of Health and Ministry of Foreign Affairs for their joint efforts. I left this work to the Ministry of Health Special Committee and Foreign Affairs to make the follow-up.  
John Pombe Magufuli was found to employ an institutional authority to request the individual public to be aware of the rumors from shortsighted people. He also requested them to ignore ill-information from social media. The president also requested that social media from writing and publishing wrong information. He couched the strategy using an imperative verb in Excerpt 4 below:
(4) “I request Tanzanians do not be driven with emotions from shortsighted peoples. I request my fellow social media owners who have been using their media illegally to stop writing false information. But I also request the public to ignore those social media which exaggerate to make Tanzania Afraid [of the pandemic].” 
John Pombe Magufuli was also found to employ institutional authority to instruct the government institutions to deal with misinformation. He couched the strategy using imperative verbs. The verbs were used to instruct the Health Ministry, coercive forces, TCRA, and other institutions to raise public awareness about the pandemic, and to deal with those who spread ill-information. This is exemplified in Excerpt 5 below: 
(5) “For information that every death is a Covid-19 case, the Ministry of Health should make it clear. This is because there is a huge misconception being done to bring panic to the public. But I instruct the security agencies, AGP, you are here, deal with them. You should cooperate with TCRA and other security agencies to deal with these people who want to manipulate the normal situation.” 
Therefore, the analysis of the findings shows that authoritative strategies used to deconstruct ill-information during the COVID-19 pandemic in Tanzania involved the following: reference to previous quotes and use of experts; use of institutional authority to call the public to rely on reliable sources, to be aware, and ignore the ill-information; and use of institutional authority to instruct the government institutions to deal with miss-informers.
3.2 Rationalisation Strategy
Dorothy Gwajima was also found to rely on scientific truth/knowledge to deconstruct the stigmatisation of the Covid-19 vaccines. She couched the strategy using circumstantial (means) elements of material/behavioral clause. The construction was used to inform the public that all the claims and misinformation found on social media will be addressed scientifically, by relying on evidence, and by use of full wisdom. This is exemplified in Excerpt 5 below. 
(6) “All the claims which have been flourishing in the social media and other unknown emerging claims will be answered scientifically with pieces of evidence, with wisdom full of professionals. The target is that each one with a claim should be open and even not miss this opportunity of making the right decision.” 
Moreover, Doroth Gwajima was found to employ instrumental rationality (means) to emphasise the use of education that raises public awareness against the falsehood relating to Covid-19 vaccines. She employed identification construction to identify the kind of education that will be able to deconstruct misconceptions that vaccines have been made of magnetic materials. This is exemplified in Excerpt 7 when she says: This education will also remove the misconception that when one is vaccinated his body can attract with the magnetic materials such as silver coin. Dorothy Gwajima was also found to employ instrumental rationality (means) to show the way professors and other scientists will be responsible for answering public messages, and emails, and making Television discussions. The target was to answer all public misconceptions about the mitigation measures as exemplified in Expert 8 below. 
(8) “About the rumors that Covid-19 destructs one’s personality, it is a lie, it is falsehood. We shall make it clear. Our experts are there ready to explain. Every day they will be sitting from nine to three P.M evening. Their main activity will be answering phone calls. Professors will be answering emails, and having television discussions. They will elaborate on this issue with love and with good intention.”
Dorothy Gwajima was also found to emphasize scientific authority; these are people who have specialized in Physics, Chemistry, and Biology (PCB). She couched the strategy using intensive identification construction to inform the public that knowledge about COVID-19 vaccines was for specialized people who have scientific authority to talk about the crisis, unlike the common public whose information lacks scientific authority. This is exemplified in Excerpt 9 below:
(9) “So my colleagues, these issues are scientific related discipline; they are science, they are issues of molecular biology, they are issues of….they are specific to…..It requires someone good at PCB, and CBG. Then you shall have scientific authority to stand and talk these issues in the global space to be heard by experts.” 
John Pombe Magufuli was also found to emphasise not only the publication of reliable statistics such as death cases, new spread cases, and publication of recovery cases. The target was to deconstruct ill-information about wrong death cases, wrong spread cases, and the possibility of not getting recovered when one is a corona case. This is exemplified below: 
(10) “But also our information should be realistic about the recovery cases. Those statistics about recovery cases should be published for the public to be aware of the possibilities of being recovered when someone gets the victim.” 
Doroth Gwajima was also found to use experiential truth to emphasise the Western countries' experience of using the same Covid-19 vaccines. The communicative target was to deconstruct the claims that such vaccines were not used in the United States of America (USA). She employed verbal construction to explain that the same vaccines have been largely used in big nations like the USA and Europe. This is exemplified in Excerpt 11 below:
(11) “The honorable President, I would like to say that to a large extent we have witnessed the big nations being vaccinated like that of Europe and America. If you go there you shall see the data.  They have big success and life goes on.” 
She was also found to employ experiential truth to deconstruct the misinformation about whether the use of Covid-19 vaccines led to the destruction of human DNA. She argued that such a claim was not possible because even HIV did not change human DNA despite its existence in the country for more than thirty years. She couched the strategy using hedging construction to explain the impossibility of disturbing human personality through the vaccine. This is exemplified in Excerpt 12 below: 
(12) “If it could be disturbing human personality, the HIV should have done the same. This is because we have lived with it for about thirty years. This virus could have disturbed the human personality because it lives in the DNA.” 
The Head of the State Samia Suluhu Hassan was also found to employ experiential rationality to deconstruct misinformation about the death of people, decline of human sex ability, and destruction of human immunity as the result of using Covid-19 vaccines.  She was found to present her long experience in the use of different vaccines since her childhood. She employed cognitive mental processes to explain the way different vaccines gave her life assurance throughout. This is exemplified in Excerpt 13 below.
(13) “It reminds me 1960s when we were at primary school. We were vaccinated. I think in my body, there are about six vaccines. They gave me life until today. There were some slight side effects. There are those whose arms were swollen and others had scars until today. But we healed and we are living.”  
Samia Suluhu Hassan was also found to have experienced the widespread Covid-19 pandemic death cases in the country. The target was to deconstruct misinformation about the fake death cases associated with the pandemic. She emphasised the seriousness of the pandemic; the way it spread to big cities in the country leading to massive death cases in Dar es Salaam, Moshi, Arusha, and Kagera. This is exemplified in Excerpt 14 when she says: But if you go in Moshi, Arusha, Kagera even Dar es Salaam to meet the victims, they will have something to tell you.  
Therefore, the findings from the analysis of the state discourses show that the use of rationalisation to deconstruct misinformation during the pandemic involved the following sub-strategies: relying on scientific truth/knowledge; emphasis on education to raise public awareness; use of scientific authority such as professors and specialized peoples to disseminate information about the pandemic; publication of reliable statistics about death cases, new spread cases, and recovery cases; use of others’ experience in the use of the same measures; using experience in the use of the vaccines; and emphasis of the pandemic consequences. 
3.3 Moralisation Strategy
John Pombe Magufuli was also found to employ an analogy strategy to compare the consequences of the pandemic in the country with other countries. The target was to deconstruct the rumors that Tanzania had been facing increased Covid-19 death cases when compared to other countries. This is exemplified in the Excerpt below: 
(15) For three days past, we had sixteen Covid-19 death cases. Therefore, you can compare and compute the ratio with our neighbors. Take sixteen cases with sixty million people in Tanzania in comparison with death cases in other countries. You can realize at which place there are more death cases.
Samia Suluhu Hassan was found to emphasise the value of free concerts following the rumor that vaccines were a requirement for every citizen. This is exemplified in Excerpt 16 when she says: My colleagues, this vaccine is a free concert for Tanzanians but also it is all about one’s faith. Dorothy Gwajima was also found to emphasize the value of responsible citizenship (patriotism). The target was to call against the spread of misinformation by risky individuals. This is exemplified in Excerpt 17 when she says: We are losing the nation and you who destroy it, will need services that will not be there during your elderly. This is because during your youth you used your effort to mislead people from building this nation. Finally, Dorothy Gwajina was found to employ a moral evaluation to emphasise the positive attribute of Johnson & Johnson following the claim that the vaccine was a danger to human life. She couched the strategy using an intensive attributive structure to show that the vaccine is good and has slight side effects. This is exemplified in Excerpt 20 when she says: Johnson & Johnson is good; it is friendly with slight side effects. 
Therefore,  the findings from the analysis of the speeches show that the power-holders employed moralisation to deconstruct ill-information in different ways including using comparison rationality to show the fewer consequences of the pandemic in the country when compared with other countries; emphasising the value of morality among God’s believers; emphasising the value of free concert in use of the vaccines; emphasising the values of responsible citizenship; and positive emphasis of the vaccines. 
4. Discussion
The study analysed the communicative strategies employed in the state discourses to deconstruct misinformation during the pandemic. It was found that the state-holders employed three communicative strategies to deconstruct ill-information during the pandemic including authorisation strategy, rationalisation strategy, and moralisation strategy. The use of communicative strategies to deconstruct the ill-information reflected the way the pandemic was perceived by the stakeholders in the country. This is the case of John Pombe Magufuli whose perception of the pandemic as a social manipulation might have reflected his use of coercive forces to suppress some of the social media, politicians, and risky individuals for being claimed as the bad informers. However, Samia Suluhu Hassan's emphasis on the quality of the Covid-19 vaccines to deconstruct the ill-information might have been influenced by her perception of the pandemic as a natural calamity. The findings also concur with Robinson and Malima (2021) who show that Samia Suluhu Hassan emphasizes the use of vaccines based on her perception of the pandemic as a dangerous calamity to human life.

The findings might have been also explained by the Heads of the State’s intention to win public trust and confidence in the use of either the Western approach or the traditional approach advocated by Samia Suluhu Hassan and John Pombe Magufuli respectively. In that case, John Pombe Magufuli's emphasis on the publication of reliable statistics, the pandemic consequences to Western countries, and anchoring of the pandemic to advanced flue (Malima & NGAIZA, 2023) might have been aimed to underestimate the seriousness of the pandemic and Western mitigation measures alternatively to local measures. This might be contrary to Samia Suluhu Hassan whose emphasis on reliable sources of information, experiential truth about the past vaccines, experiential consequences of the pandemic in the country, and positive evaluation of the Covid-19 vaccines might have aimed to achieve public use of western mitigation measures. 

The findings also might have been aimed at dealing with public confusion following inconsistencies in implementation strategies against the pandemic in the country (Kangwerema et al., 2021; Mfinanga et al., 2021). The public was confused about whether to follow John Pombe Magufuli’s traditional approach or Samia Suluhu Hassan’s Western approach against the pandemic. This is the case of Doroth Gwajima whose reference to previous quotes from John Pombe Magufuli’s speech aimed to clear public doubt as to whether he denied the use of Western mitigation measures or not. She was also found to call the public to rely on scientific sources and the use of authoritative experts in disseminating information. The target was to remove the confusion about the use of vaccines and other Western measures. 

The findings also implied the power-holder's intention to win social mobilisation during the crisis. Following public tension, unrest, and panic associated with the spread of ill-information, power-holders were found to emphasise the role of responsible citizenship. This is the case of Doroth Gwajima who called for public responsibility of protecting their nation against the spreading of false information. She also mobilized the religious believers not to spread rumors since it was against their Gods’ character. John Pombe Magufuli was also found to mobilize social institutions like security agencies to deal with ill-informers. The findings concur with Wang, (2022) in USA presidential discourses and (De Rosa & Mannarini, 2020) in Italy's presidential discourses; they found the mobilisation of individual responsibilities during the Covid-19. 

5. Conclusions 
The study aimed to analyse the communicative strategies that were employed by the stakeholders to deconstruct ill-information during Covid-19. Five state discourses were gathered using convenience sampling from TBC. Theo Van Leeuwen Legitimation Strategies was used to analyse the data. The findings showed that among the communicative strategies employed to deconstruct the ill-information include: (i) the use of institutional authority to instruct government institutions to deal with miss-informers; (ii) requesting the public to rely on scientific reliable sources of information;(iii) use of specialized personnel/authority in the dissemination of the pandemic information; (iv) publication of reliable statistics; (vi) emphasising the experience of the social group and other experiences from other countries; (vi) emphasising the value of spiritualism, a free concert in use of the measures and responsible citizenship;(vii) and positive emphasis of mitigation measures. The findings imply the power-holder's intention to win the public trust in their recommended measures and to eliminate public confusion. It is recommended that discursive deconstruction of ill-information should consider the social norms, values, system of knowledge, and power as both control and suppressive, as perceptions and experiences of the social group. Further study that considers other discourses should be undertaken to get a rich insight into the study under investigation.   
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