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Abstract 

This article examines the manner in which members of the Tanzanian parliament from one political group invoke certain voices of Mwalimu Nyerere through quotations in order to back up what they are themselves saying or attack a political action of the other group during parliamentary debates. The analysed instances of parliamentary quotations are presented in extracts. These extracts are sourced from a range of annual ministerial budget debate segments on various matters from the ministers’ speeches. Members’ authority arguments by quotation are analysed from the perspective of pragma-dialectics to establish their effectiveness and reasonableness. The findings indicate that members of parliament from one political group invoke the figure of Nyerere to suggest that they think like him or follow his footsteps and members from the other political group do not think like him or walk in his footsteps. The findings further suggest that, while some of such arguments could be considered reasonable, others do not satisfy the dialectical goal of reasonableness, although they seem to be effective.
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1. Introduction 

It is not uncommon for politicians to cite certain voices of historical political figures to reinforce their own viewpoints or attack those of their political adversaries through quotations (Reyes 2011). In this sense, quotations are viewed as “the references made to some authoritative figures or political ideologies” (Constantinescu 2012:262). Such references are very much common in the parliamentary debates where members of parliament (henceforth MPs) from both the ruling party and the opposition tend to invoke certain words from both national and international figures to back up their own standpoints or criticise those of the opposing political group. Similarly, Dickerson (1997:47) argues that politicians, including MPs, usually “deploy cited others to endorse their policies and corroborate their claims”. Dibattista (2004:162) further maintains that “MPs tend to strengthen the factual validity of their statements” for the purpose of underlining the authoritative nature of their discourse and the “credibility of their representation of events”. MPs may thus enhance the argumentative force of their political statements through relevant quotations from authoritative or credible sources (Dibattista 2004). As Antaki and Leudar (2001:468) succinctly put it, the Hansard’s “verbatim record allows members to make a point” of literally invoking words from various sources. In the Tanzanian parliament, this is made possible by the institutional rules of the parliament. According to the standing orders of the Tanzanian parliament, MPs are allowed to read occasionally from their prepared notes or outlines during parliamentary debates provided that they do not read their contributions word-for-word (Bunge la Tanzania 2013). Thus, the standing orders of the parliament implicitly give freedom for MPs to quote specific passages or words from a host of sources, including highly profiled political figures, to support their standpoints and argumentation or react critically to the standpoints and argumentation of their debating partners. 
Although various scholars have examined quotations from various sources in parliamentary and political discourse (cf. Dickerson 1997), the analysis of authoritative quotations in the Tanzanian parliamentary discourse from the perspective of pragma-dialectics has not received pertinent attention. Considering the fact that the act of citing authoritative figures in argumentative context may influence the resolution of the differences of opinion and hence affect institutional decision-making in the parliament, it is significant to examine how MPs invoke various authoritative voices to increase the argumentative force of the statements they make during parliamentary debates. Since parliamentary quotations may come from a variety of internal and external sources (Constantinescu 2012), “including official reports, letters from constituents, poetry, news headlines, extra-parliamentary speeches, and so on” (Antaki and Leudar 2001:468), the kinds of quotations that are examined in this article fall under quotations from extra-parliamentary discourse and are internally sourced from Mwalimu Nyerere’s spoken or written discourse. 
Specifically, this article examines the way in which members of the Tanzanian parliament deploy Mwalimu Nyerere’s authoritative voices during the annual ministerial budget debates in order to back up their own standpoints and argumentation or call into question the standpoints and argumentation of their political opponents through quotations. The article further examines whether such quotations are reasonably applied as authority argumentation or whether they constitute violations of the argumentation scheme rule or derailments of strategic manoeuvring from the perceptive of pragma-dialectics. The next section discusses Nyerere’s moral legacy and political authority in Tanzania. 
2. Mwalimu Nyerere: Moral legacy and political authority
Mwalimu Julius Kambarage Nyerere, who was born on 13th April 1922 in Butiama, Tanzania and died on 14th October 1999 (Brennan 2015; Molony 2015), is one of the “founding fathers of the early postcolonial African states” who has appeared in a host of works of history, politics and memoirs, focusing on his leadership style, political ideology and political action (Fouéré 2015b:6). Many Tanzanians remember him as the man who led Tanganyika to political independence in 1961 through non-violent means (Bjerk 2017). After independence, he become the first president of independent Tanganyika and later the first president of the United Republic of Tanzania, after the formation of the Union of Tanganyika and Zanzibar, which led to the birth of Tanzania in 1964 (Bjerk 2017). Furthermore, Nyerere was not only one of the prominent founding members of the incumbent Chama Cha Mapinduzi (CCM) but also a long-serving chairperson of the party. Although there has also been a trend of negative commemoration of Nyerere (Brennan 2015; Fouéré 2015a), many politicians and common citizens cherish him for bringing peace, national unity and solidarity and for his efforts to eliminate tribalism and religious divisiveness in the country (Fouéré 2015b). Generally, Nyerere is remembered for promoting the moral values of freedom, justice, unity, and equality among people (Fouéré 2015a). Moreover, Nyerere’s active and passionate involvement in the anti-colonial struggle in Tanganyika and elsewhere in Africa and his charismatic leadership as president of Tanganyika and Tanzania and chairperson of CCM have earned him a formidable and well-deserved reputation among Tanzanians and this may explain why he is increasingly referred to as Baba wa Taifa in the country (Fouéré 2015a). 
In political discourse, ‘Nyerere’ has become a popular political argument for debating various societal issues and state of affairs in Tanzania (Fouéré 2015b). Fouéré (2015b) further maintains that it is difficult to talk about Tanzania’s politics without appreciating the legacy of Nyerere. Fouéré (2015a:47) also notes that Nyerere has become “an icon of morality against which politicians are judged”, especially during election campaigns. This is probably why Nyerere has been the most frequently invoked internal political reference and inspiration for Tanzanian politicians (including parliamentarians) regardless of whether they come from the ruling party or the opposition. There are two main ways in which Nyerere is invoked by politicians through quotation for their political agendas. First, Nyerere is cited in order to justify or legitimise a political action/position of one’s political group or defend one’s political argument or standpoint. For instance, political parties and politicians usually cite Nyerere “when they try to gain or reassert political legitimacy”, claiming that they walk “in Nyerere’s footsteps and represent his moral legacy” (Fouéré 2015b:12). Second, the Father of the Nation is invoked in order to attack a political action/position of the opposite political group or challenge the other party’s argument or standpoint in a political dialogue. For instance, political parties and politicians may invoke Nyerere to negatively represent the opposing political parties and politicians, claiming that such political parties or politicians do not walk in Nyerere’s footsteps or represent his moral legacy (Fouéré 2015b). Similarly, Kwayu (2015) classifies three different uses of ‘Nyerere’ during the constitutional review debates. First, ‘Nyerere’ was used to back up the argument for “maintaining the status quo of the Union structure” with two governments, arguing that Nyerere supported the two-government structure of the Union, and so it should be maintained (Kwayu 2015:131). Second, the figure of Nyerere was used to support the argument for establishing a three-tier government, claiming that “Nyerere cannot be frozen, he was progressive” (Kwayu 2015:135). Third, the Father of the Nation was used to argue that “Nyerere’s ideas are no longer relevant today and that Nyerere had not always been right” (Kwayu 2015:137). Politicians’ positive or negative deployment of the image of Nyerere suggest that Mwalimu Nyerere is regarded by the majority of Tanzanian politicians as the most powerful political authority and moral reference. In the next section, I discuss authority argumentation as a type of symptomatic argumentation in relation to Mwalimu Nyerere as a moral mirror and political authority of dignity (Goodwin 1998; Kwayu 2015).
3. Authority argumentation: the pragma-dialectical perspective
Authority argumentation (or argumentation from authority as also referred to in pragma-dialectics) is one of the most common strategies in argumentative discourse (Constantinescu 2012). In authority argumentation, prominent figures or their viewpoints are used as authorities for one’s argument(s) (Dickerson 1997). Authority argumentation by quotation is considered a subtype of argumentation from authority in which one uses a person’s or group’s actions or viewpoints “as a means of proving the validity” of one’s standpoints through quotation (Constantinescu 2012). Similarly, with the use of quotations, a party in a critical discussion deploys other people’s views in one’s own arguments (Antaki and Leudar 2001). When quotation is used to justify or legitimise a political action, it could be considered a ‘credibility strategy’ (Constantinescu 2012). It has also been argued that the more authoritative the source of the quotation, the more reliable the MPs’ argumentation is assumed to be (Dibattista 2004). Moreover, “[when] authority rises from openly cited sources, it guarantees the legitimation of the utterance and therefore the truth of its contents as well” (Dibattista 2004:163). In Tanzanian parliamentary discourse, for instance, quotations from Nyerere could guarantee the legitimation and truth of MPs’ arguments since Mwalimu Nyerere, who had been Tanzanian president for more years than any other president and a long-serving CCM chairperson, could be considered an openly cited source. 
In pragma-dialectics, argumentation from authority is considered a subtype of symptomatic argumentation (Wierda 2015). In symptomatic argumentation, an argument is presented as if what is stated in the argument is “a symptom, phenomenon, an expression or other kind” of what is stated in the standpoint (Van Eemeren and Kruiger 2015:705). Furthermore, following Goodwin’s (1998) classification of the three forms of authority (command, expertise, and dignity), Nyerere as a political authority in the Tanzanian context could be considered an authority of dignity. Thus, when political parties or politicians invoke Nyerere as an authority, they consider him to be an authority of supreme dignity. This implies that, when their arguments or standpoints are supported by quotations from Nyerere, they are more likely to be accepted not only by their political opponents but also by those from the same political group, suggesting that fellow politicians, especially political adversaries, cannot generally deny Nyerere’s authoritative status without losing face in the public eye. This is because, as Goodwin (1998) puts it, to speak against an authority of supreme dignity like Nyerere is to be disrespectful and shameless. In other words, because the cited voices or viewpoints (are believed to) come from Nyerere’s own mouth or writings, they may make the MPs’ arguments hard to attack since attacking these quotational arguments means attacking Nyerere’s viewpoints, something which fellow politicians, especially members of the government, would rather avoid. This underscores a widely-held belief among Tanzanian politicians, especially members of the government, that Mwalimu Nyerere as the Father of the Nation and the man of supreme dignity as well as his viewpoints cannot be challenged or opposed. This is close to suggesting that politicians should think like Nyerere and to say contradictory things is to be disrespectful or to betray Nyerere. Although this belief is highly controversial and questionable and could be considered misleading, quotations from Nyerere may generally make a party’s argumentation more effective but without necessarily guaranteeing its reasonableness. This is precisely why the present article also examines whether MPs’ arguments based on quotations from Nyerere as an authority are both effective and reasonable.
In the reconstruction and evaluation of authority argumentation by quotation with regard to Nyerere as an authority, I follow the general pragma-dialectical assessment model and soundness criteria for authority argumentation with relevant refinement. The reconstruction and assessment of argumentation from authority is also associated with the field of an authority (Wierda 2015). However, as the most highly profiled and experienced historical political leader, Nyerere may be associated with various fields or topics (politics, leadership, education, economy, etc.). Therefore, the question of field is not relevant with regard to Nyerere as an authority. Based on Wierda (2015) and Wagemans (2011), I will thus reformulate the schematic representation of authority argumentation by quotation as follows:
1 X is acceptable.
1.1 X is an opinion held by authority A.
1.1’ Being an opinion by authority A indicates acceptability.
From the schematic representation below, the fact that a certain statement X is asserted by the authority A is taken as a sign that statement X is acceptable (Wierda 2015). With regard to Nyerere, I hold that the fact that a certain (political) opinion is held by Nyerere is a sign that such an opinion is acceptable. For the soundness criteria, I adopt the two major critical questions proposed by Wierda (2015): (1) Is X really an opinion by authority A? (2) Does being an opinion by authority A indeed indicate acceptability? Wierda (2015) also proposes four subordinate critical questions for assessing the soundness of authority argumentation. The first two subordinate critical questions are associated with the first major critical question: Is there no notable reason to assume that authority A is quoted incorrectly or out of context? Is there no notable reason to assume that A does not have the professed authority? The last two subordinate questions are associated with the second major critical question: Is there no notable reason to assume that the parties in the difference of opinion do not agree on appealing to authority A? Is there no notable reason to assume that A’s authority is not recognised by the discussion parties as pertinent to the topic at issue in the difference of opinion? 
Based on the nature of the selected quotations from Nyerere and the fact that three out of five selected quotations are instances in which members of the opposition invoke the figure of Nyerere to support their standpoints or argumentation, it is evident that MPs in these debates implicitly accept that Nyerere has the professed authority and agree on appealing to him as an authority. With regard to the second subordinate question associated with the second major critical question, it should be reiterated that, as the most experienced historical political leader in Tanzania, Nyerere is associated with various fields or topics, including national economy (as in the first quotation), employment (as demonstrated in example 2), freedom and development (as in example 3), rule of law (example 4), and leadership (as in example 5). This suggests that Nyerere is not associated with a single specific field or topic. His authority is extended to multiple fields and topics relating to politics and leadership. Thus, in assessing the soundness of MP’s authority arguments in the selected instances, only the first major critical question and the first subordinate question associated with it shall be considered. If these questions cannot be answered satisfactorily, then the supposed MP’s authority argumentation by quotation is either a violation of the argumentation scheme rule or a derailment of strategic manoeuvring.
4. Methodology

Data used in this study are based on the transcribed parliamentary debate proceedings which constitute the official record (the Hansard) of the Tanzanian parliament. I first studied the annual ministerial budget debate transcripts in the fiscal years between 2013/14 and 2015/16. The selection of the relevant data for analysis was then triggered by the interest to find out intriguing instances in which MPs cited Mwalimu Nyerere in an attempt to increase the argumentative force of their statements in the relevant debates. Thus, the extracts analysed in this article are based on two debates. The first two examples and the last one are extracts from the parliamentary debate on the annual ministerial budget speech by the then Minister for Labour and Employment, Ms Gaudensia Kabaka. Example (3) and example (4) are sourced from the parliamentary debate on the annual ministerial budget speech by the then Minister for Community Development, Gender and Children, Ms Sophia Simba. Both speeches were presented in the Tanzanian parliament during the 2015/16 fiscal year, just few months before the 2015 general elections which took place in October.
5. Data analysis and discussion
This section presents the analysis and discussion of five relevant parliamentary quotations as exemplary cases from Mwalimu Nyerere’s spoken or written discourse as cited by MPs from various sources. In these quotations, MPs cite Nyerere either as the endorser of their arguments or as if he is himself making the relevant statement. Although in some of these instances the figure of Nyerere is relied on without citing his statements, in each of them there is a quotation from Nyerere. 
The first two cases come from the speech by the then opposition’s spokesperson for the Ministry of Labour and Employment, Ms Cecilia Paresso. This speech forms part of the opposition’s contribution to the debate on the annual ministerial budget speech by the then Minister for Labour and Employment, Ms Gaudensia Kabaka, during the 2015/16 fiscal year. 
The first case is presented in example (1) below. This example is an extract from the opposition’s speech as presented in the parliament by Ms Cecilia Paresso. In this extract, Ms Paresso directly quotes Nyerere’s words which reflect his viewpoints on the country’s economic growth through its Gross National Product. For ease of reference, I have added numbers to this extract and the rest of the extracts in this article. Moreover, specific quotations or appeals to Nyerere in each example are in bold.
(a) Mheshimiwa Mwenyekiti, Mwalimu Nyerere aliwahi kusema, “To measure a country’s wealth by its gross National Product is to measure things, not satisfaction.” […] (Tanzanian parliament, 25 May 2015)
Honourable Chairperson, Mwalimu Nyerere once said, “To measure a country’s wealth by its Gross National Product is to measure things, not satisfaction.” [..]

(b) [1] Mheshimiwa Mwenyekiti, ukuaji wa uchumi na uzalishaji wa ajira ni vitu ambavyo haviwezi kutenganishwa katika mahusiano yake. [2] Katika hotuba ya Waziri Mkuu, inaeleza kuwa katika mwaka 2014, uchumi ulikua kwa asilimia 7.0 ikilinganishwa na asilimia 4.7 mwaka 2006; ukuaji ambao ni mzuri ikilinganishwa na nchi nyingine zinazoendelea. [3] Lakini ni vizuri kujua uchumi umekuwa ukikua bila kuzalisha ajira nyingi na bila kupunguza umasikini. […] (Tanzanian parliament, 25 May 2015)

‘[1] Honourable Chairperson, economic growth and creation of employment opportunities are inseparable. [2] The Prime Minister’s speech has indicated that in 2014 the economic growth rate was 7.0 compared to 4.7 in 2006; a growth rate that is good compared to other developing countries. [3] But it is a good thing to know that the economy has been growing without creating sufficient employment opportunities or eradicating poverty.’
In example (1) above, the opposition’s spokesperson challenges the government’s celebrated growth rate of national economy from 4.7% in 2006 to 7.0% in 2014, as indicated in (b) [2]. In achieving this, Ms Paresso deploys a quotation from Nyerere and she presents such a quotation in the manner that makes it look as if Mwalimu Nyerere himself is making such a statement (cf. Dickerson 1997). Based on the discourse in example (1), Ms Paresso’s standpoint is that the growth of the national economy cannot be measured by the country’s Gross National Product (henceforward GNP). In order to support this standpoint, she offers two arguments at the first level of defence. It is in the first argument where Ms Paresso appeals to Nyerere through quotation. She argues that, according to Nyerere, to measure a country’s wealth by its GNP is to measure things, not satisfaction, as indicated in part (a) of the example above. In this quotational argument, Ms Paresso shares Nyerere’s viewpoints on the growth rate of national economy, which suggests that she thinks like Nyerere in determining the growth of the national economy and that her standpoint should be accepted because it is the viewpoint held by Nyerere.
The second argument is coordinative with two premises. The first premise suggests that that the growth of economy and creation of employment opportunities are inseparable, as presented in (b) [1]. This is combined in a coordinative structure with the argument that the growth of the national economy has failed to create adequate employment opportunities or eradicate poverty, as presented in (b) [3]. 

It is only the first argument in support of Ms Paresso’s standpoint which could constitute authority argumentation. In order to evaluate whether this ‘argument from authority’ is reasonable, one would ask whether the opinion embedded in this quotation is really an opinion by Nyerere. To satisfactorily answer this question, it should first be established whether there is no notable reason to assume that Nyerere was quoted incorrectly or out of context. To find out whether Nyerere was quoted correctly, the source where this quotation was taken from should be established. Although Ms Paresso has not revealed where this statement was made by Nyerere, this quotation is taken from Nyerere’s speech The Rational Choice, which was given on 2 January 1973 in Khartoum, Sudan (www.juliusnyerere.org). In this speech, Nyerere was talking about the rational choice for socialism over capitalism and in the quoted statement he was referring to the economy of developing countries, including Tanzania. Mwalimu Nyerere’s exact words from the speech were: To measure a country's wealth by its gross national product is to measure things, not satisfactions (www.juliusnyerere.org). Thus, Nyerere is neither quoted incorrectly nor out context. Thus, Ms Paresso’s authority argument could therefore be considered both effective and reasonable from the perspective of pragma-dialectics (Van Eemeren 2018). 
Example (2) below is an extract which presents the second instance of quotation from Mwalimu Nyerere, where Ms Paresso, once again, quotes Nyerere’s statement to support her contribution to the debate. 
(a) [1] Mheshimiwa Mwenyekiti, naomba pia nitumie fursa hii kunukuu maneno ya Baba wa Taifa, Mwalimu Nyerere aliyowahi kuyatoa kwenye sherehe za Mei Mosi mwaka 1974, naomba kunukuu: [2] “Tulipoanzisha vyama [vya] wafanyakazi; na halafu baada ya Uhuru kwa uamuzi wa Serikali ya TANU, wafanyakazi wa Tanzania wamelindwa wasinyonywe na matajiri wao, watu binafsi na hata Mashirika ya Umma. [3] Ulinzi huo umezidishwa siku hata siku. Kima cha chini cha mishahara kimewekwa na kimekuwa kikiongezwa mara kwa mara. [4] Sasa ni vigumu sana kumfukuza mfanyakazi, na kila mfanyakazi apate heshima yake kama binadamu.” (Tanzanian parliament, 25 May 2015)
‘[1] Honourable Chairperson, allow me to also use this opportunity to quote the words of the Father of the Nation, Mwalimu Nyerere, who once said in the Labour Day celebrations in 1974, [and] I beg to quote: [2] “When we formed Workers’ Unions; and then after Independence, by the decision of TANU government, Tanzanian employees have been protected from being exploited by their masters, private entities and even public institutions. [3] This protection has been strengthened day by day. The minimum salary has been set and has been increasing. [4] It is now difficult to fire an employee, and every employee should be treated with respect as a human being.”’
(b) [1] Mheshimiwa Mwenyekiti, kauli ya Baba wa Taifa inatufundisha msimamo wa viongozi wanaojali maslahi ya watu na wafanyakazi kwa ujumla na kuwahakikishia wafanyakazi ulinzi wa ajira zao dhidi ya unyonyaji unaofanywa na matajiri, watu binafsi na Mashirika ya Umma; [2] pia kuweka kima cha chini cha mshahara na kukiongeza mara kwa mara kuendana na mwenendo wa uchumi; [3] lakini pia kuondoa vitisho vya wafanyakazi kufukuzwa na waajiri wao na kuwapa wafanyakazi heshima yao kama binadamu. (Tanzanian parliament, 25 May 2015)
‘[1] Honourable Chairperson, the statement by the Father of the Nation teaches us something about leaders who are concerned with the interests of the people and workers in general and who protect workers’ employment against exploitation by their bosses, private entities and public organisations; [2] as well as putting in place the minimum salary and raising it regularly depending on the economic growth. [3] They also remove threats for employers to fire their workers and give workers respect as human beings.’
(c) [1] Mheshimiwa Mwenyekiti, kauli za viongozi zisizokidhi matarajio ya wafanyakazi zinazotolewa katika siku za zama hizi zinaonesha wazi kuwa wafanyakazi wa Tanzania sio kama wa Enzi za Mwalimu. [2] Soko la ajira limewapa nafasi matajiri, watu binafsi, Mashirika ya Umma na Serikali yenyewe kunyonya jasho la wafanyakazi, kuendesha vitisho, kulipa mishahara isiyokidhi maisha na vitisho vya kufukuzwa kazi na ukosefu wa heshima kwa wafanyakazi. […] (Tanzanian parliament, 25 May 2015) 
[1] Honourable Chairperson, current leaders’ statements which do not meet workers’ expectations show that Tanzanian employees are not the same as those during the Mwalimu’s era. [2] The job market has given power to the employers, individual persons, public organisations and the government itself to exploit the sweat of their employees, issue threats, pay salaries which do not meet life needs and threats to fire workers as well as lack of respect for workers. […]
Example (2) above is an extract from the speech by the opposition as presented in the parliament by Ms Cecilia Paresso. This extract is subdivided into three parts, reflecting a chain of Ms Paresso’s reasoning. In part (a) of the extract, Ms Paresso appeals to Nyerere’s opinion with regard to Tanzanian employees by directly quoting his words. Based on the quotation in lines [2-4], Nyerere’s position is that Tanzanian employees should be valued. First, they should be protected from their employers’ exploitation and from being fired. Second, they should be given a good salary (salary raise). Third, they should be treated with respect as human beings. In order to justify that the quoted words are actual words by Nyerere, Ms Paresso provides the source of her quotation in line [1]. She claims that these words were uttered by Nyerere during the Labour Day celebrations in 1974, suggesting that she got the quotation from a credible source. Through this quotation, Ms Paresso associates the figure of Nyerere with the ‘good old days’ when the CCM government valued Tanzanian employees and expected the current CCM government to do the same.
In part (b) of the extract, Ms Paresso appeals to Nyerere as an ideal or good leader who sets a good example to other political leaders. In line [1], she claims that Nyerere’s statement represents an example of leaders who safeguard the interests of Tanzanian employees. This implies that the current CCM leaders were supposed to walk in Nyerere’s footsteps in handling matters of the Tanzanian employees. Here Mwalimu Nyerere is represented as an example to follow.
Ms Paresso’s chain of reasoning is concluded in part (c) of the extract. In line [1], she claims that the current CCM leaders’ statements do not meet the expectations of the Tanzanian employees as it was during the era of Nyerere. In line [2], she adds that the current Tanzanian employees are exploited by the rich and private entities, threatened (to be fired), do not receive good salaries, and are not treated with respect. 
Based on the explanation above, Ms Paresso’s ‘authority argumentation’ by quotation can be schematically represented as follows:
1. Good political leaders are those who safeguard the interests of [public] employees

1.1 This is an opinion held by Nyerere.
1.1.1 According to Nyerere, during his time, the interests of Tanzanian [public] employees were safeguarded through workers’ Unions.
Based on subargument 1.1 above, the unexpressed premise suggests that ‘being an opinion by Nyerere indicates acceptability of the standpoint that good political leaders are those who safeguard the interests of employees, which further implies that the current CCM government leaders are not good political leaders because they do not safeguard the interests of Tanzanian public employees.
Ms Paresso’s authority argument by quotation in example (2) suggests that the current CCM leaders do not think like Nyerere or follow his footsteps in addressing issues of the current Tanzanian employees. Ms Paresso implicitly suggests that, if the opposition are given a chance to lead the nation, they will walk in Nyerere’s footsteps. Ms Paresso’s argument is highly effective; she has cited specific Nyerere’s words and clearly demonstrated the difference between the way in which Nyerere handled matters of the public employees and how the current CCM government is handling such matters. The relevant subordinate question associated with the first major critical question that could be raised against the reasonableness of this argument is whether Nyerere was quoted correctly. In an attempt to implicitly answer this question, Ms Paresso has revealed where such a statement was made by Nyerere. However, the available literature on Nyerere’s discourse in public domain does not provide evidence that the quoted words are exact words by Nyerere. Although the available Nyerere’s discourse in the public domain does not provide evidence that the cited words are exact words by Nyerere, the fact that Ms Paresso has attempted to provide the context in which such a statement was made by Nyerere may suggest that the quoted words are actual words by Nyerere, which may reinforce Ms Paresso’s authority argumentation by quotation.
The third instance of quotation from Nyerere is presented in example (3) below, where another member of the opposition, Ms Esther Matiko, invokes the figure of Nyerere to support her viewpoint or that of her political group, CHADEMA. 
MHE. ESTHER N. MATIKO (K.n.y. MSEMAJI MKUU WA KAMBI RASMI YA UPINZANI KWA WIZARA YA MAENDELEO YA JAMII, JINSIA NA WATOTO): […] [1] Mheshimiwa Mwenyekiti, hitimisho, ni katika kadhia hizi ndipo tunaamini kuwa, [2] kwa kuwa ushauri wetu kwa miaka mingi umepuuzwa; [3] Serikali ya CCM ijiandae kuachia ngazi ifikapo Oktoba, 2015 kwa kuwa Serikali itakayoongozwa na UKAWA imepangwa na imetarajia kurudisha maendeleo ya jamii katika ngazi ambayo Baba wa Taifa Mwalimu Nyerere alitarajia kutufikisha Watanzania.  [4] Mheshimiwa Mwenyekiti, nimalizie kwa kunukuu maneno ya Baba wa Taifa aliyowahi kusema; [5] “Uhuru na Maendeleo ni vitu vinavyohusiana sana; uhusiano huo ni sawa na uhusiano baina ya kuku na yai! [6] Bila ya kuku hupati mayai na bila mayai kuku watakwisha. [7] Vile vile, bila ya uhuru hupati maendeleo na bila ya maendeleo ni dhahiri kwamba uhuru wako utapotea”. (Hansard transcripts, 25 May 2015) 
HON. ESTHER N. MATIKO (ON BEHALF OF THE OPPOSITION’S SPOKESPERSON FOR THE MINISTRY OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, GENDER AND CHILDREN): […] [1] Honourable chairperson, to sum up, it is due to these inconveniences that we believe that, [2] since our advice has been ignored for many years, [3] the CCM government should be prepared to step down in October 2015 because the government under Ukawa will be well structured and it is expecting to bring back community development in the society to the level that the Father of the Nation, Mwalimu Nyerere, expected Tanzanians to reach/attain. [4] Honourable Chairperson, let me conclude by quoting the words of the Father of the Nation, who once said: [5] “Freedom and development are as completely linked together as are chickens and eggs! [6] Without chickens you get no eggs; and without eggs, you soon have no chickens. [7] Similarly, without freedom, you get no development; and without development, you very soon lose your freedom”.

Example (3) above is an extract from the opposition speech as presented by Ms Esther Matiko during the parliamentary debate on the annual ministerial budget speech by the then Minister for Community Development, Gender and Children, Ms Sophia Simba, in the 2015/16 fiscal year. Earlier in her speech, Ms Matiko identified various failure events by the CCM government in terms of community development, including failure to improve people’s living standards, failure to increase the number of Community Development Officers in the country, and failure to reach Mwalimu Nyerere’s idealised level of community development, among others (Msagalla 2020). Thus, in example (3), Ms Matiko concludes her speech. As indicated in lines [1-2], she implicitly claims that, based on the failure events she identified, the CCM government has failed to deliver in terms of community development, and since they have ignored the opposition’s advice for many years, they should be prepared to step down. This claim is supported by appeals to Nyerere. The first mention of Nyerere in line [3] is, strictly speaking, not a quotation from Nyerere. But it is still an instance where an MP invokes the figure of Nyerere as a political authority of dignity to enhance their argumentation. In this appeal, the opposition MP refers to the Nyerere’s era and his view on the level of community development he wished the country to attain. The level of community development Nyerere wished the country to attain is considered the ideal level of community development the country should have attained and the supposed CCM’s failure to reach such a level is a crying shame, according to the opposition. This entails that, for the opposition, in order to have meaningful community development that has a direct positive impact on people’s lives, political leaders should walk in Nyerere’s footsteps. This further suggests that political leaders who fail to walk in Nyerere’s footsteps are not good political leaders and should not be in power. This is why in line [2] she posits that the CCM government should be prepared to step down (for failing to walk in Nyerere’s footsteps). It could also imply that the opposition should be voted for to lead the nation in the 2015 general elections because they are committed to walking in Nyerere’s footsteps in terms of community development once they get elected.
In lines [4-7], Ms Matiko quotes Nyerere’s words on freedom and development. This quotation seems to reflect Nyerere’s viewpoints on the relationship between freedom and development. According to Ms Matiko, Mwalimu Nyerere said that:

“Freedom and development are as completely linked together as are chickens and eggs! Without chickens you get no eggs; and without eggs, you soon have no chickens. Similarly, without freedom, you get no development; and without development, you very soon lose your freedom”. 
Appealing to this quotation from Nyerere suggests that the opposition share Nyerere’s viewpoints on freedom and development or they think like him in terms of the relationship between freedom and development. This implies that the opposition are able and ready to put Nyerere’s thinking into practice by ensuring that freedom and development go together, since the current CCM government has failed to do so. In order to find out whether the quoted statement indeed represents Nyerere’s viewpoints on freedom and development, one must establish whether Nyerere was quoted correctly. Based on Nyerere’s (1973) book on freedom and development, Ms Matiko’s quoted statement by Nyerere represents the exact words by Nyerere on freedom and development as presented in a selection of his writings and speeches. This proves that Nyerere is neither quoted incorrectly nor out of context, which strengthens Ms Matiko’s authority argumentation by quotation.
Members of the opposition are not the only MPs who quote Mwalimu Nyerere in parliamentary debates. Some quotations from Nyerere are advanced by members of the government, as observed in the last two examples. In example (4), for instance, the Attorney General quotes ‘Nyerere’s words’ as he challenges the opposition’s argumentation. Earlier in their speech, the opposition had expressed the standpoint that the government’s deregistration of Non-Governmental Organisations (NGOs) was politically motivated. Specifically, the opposition’s spokesperson for the relevant ministry had claimed that the government is only deregistering NGOs which have not bowed to the government’s demands. In order to attack this standpoint and argumentation by the opposition, in example (4) below, the Attorney General advances an ‘authority argument’ by quotation.
MWANASHERIA MKUU WA SERIKALI: […] [1] Na Mwalimu Nyerere alisema hivi, Serikali ni sheria, hakuna kitu kinaitwa Serikali bila sheria na sheria zikishatungwa lazima zifuatwe, na ndicho tunachokifanya ka[m]a Serikali, kwamba, haya mashirika yasiyokuwa ya kiserikali haya, nayo sasa yafanye kazi zake kwa kuzingatia sheria, na ndiyo hizo hatua zimechukuliwa. [2] Waziri amesema ziko 24 na tena nyingine 1000, haijalishi, lakini suala hapa tunachotaka tu ni kwamba, haya mashirika yasiyokuwa ya kiserikali yafanye kazi zake kwa mujibu wa sheria. (Makofi) (Hansard transcripts, 25 May 2015) 

ATTORNEY GENERAL: […] [1] And Mwalimu Nyerere once said that government is the law and that there is no government without laws and, once laws are enacted, they have to be adhered to, and that is what we do as the government; these NGOs should operate in accordance with the law and that is why we take actions. [2] The minister said they are 24 and somewhere else they are said to be 1000; it doesn’t matter; what matters is that these NGOs must carry out their activities in accordance with the Act. (Applause) 

In example (4) above, the Attorney General (hereafter AG) argues that the government is deregistering NGOs which have breached the Act in order to ensure that NGOs operate according to the law because, according to Mwalimu Nyerere, there is no government without the law. The AG’s quotation from Nyerere suggests that the government is doing what Nyerere wanted to be done by the government, which could further suggests that challenging what the government does is actually opposing Nyerere’s viewpoints on the rule of law.
Based on his authority argument by quotation, the AG implies that the government thinks like Nyerere or follows his footsteps in terms of the rule of law or in doing what the government is expected to do. This position marries Fouéré’s (2015a:34) observation that Tanzanian politicians have been claiming to walk in Nyerere’s footsteps in order to maintain political legitimacy and “attract votes”. Thus, appealing to Nyerere is a strategy for political legitimacy (Fouéré 2015a).
The available literature on Nyerere’s discourse in public domain does not provide evidence that Nyerere made the exact statement as quoted by the AG. However, based on Nyerere’s strong belief in the rule of law, the AG seems to invoke the figure of Nyerere as an openly cited source who strongly believed in the rule of law. Thus, although the available discourse in the public domain does not prove that Nyerere indeed said that the government is the law, his passionate belief in the rule of law could suggest that the AG’s supposed quotation from Nyerere represents Nyerere’s actual viewpoints on the rule of law, which could make his argument both effective and reasonable.

The last instance of quotation from Nyerere, as presented in example (5) below, is also advanced by a member of the government. In this instance, Dr Pindi Chana, the then Deputy Minister for Community Development, Gender and Children, strategically quotes Nyerere in support of the political legitimacy of the ruling party. 
NAIBU WAZIRI WA MAENDELEO YA JAMII, JINSIA NA WATOTO: […] Mheshimiwa Mwenyekiti, katika Hotuba ya Kambi ya Upinzani wamenukuu sana maneno ya Mwalimu, Baba wa Taifa na mimi kwa heshima kubwa naomba ninukuu maneno ya Mwalimu wakati anang‟atuka alisema, “Nchi yetu bila CCM itayumba.” (Makofi) (Tanzanian parliament, 25 May 2015)

DEPUTY MINISTER FOR COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, GENDER AND CHILDREN: […] Honourable Chairperson, in their speech, the Opposition Camp have quoted Mwalimu, the Father of Nation, a great deal. With much respect, I would also like to quote Mwalimu’s words when stepping down; he said, “Without CCM, the country will become unstable.”
In Example (5) above, Dr Chana seems to quote yet another political statement from Nyerere in order to justify the political legitimacy of the ruling CCM as a response to multiple quotations from Nyerere by members of the opposition in the same debate. It is by no means surprising that all quotations from Nyerere by members of the opposition were against the position of the ruling party. Thus, Dr Chana presents a quotation from Nyerere which supports the position of her political group. Dr Chana claims that Nyerere said that without CCM the country will become unstable. This quotation from Nyerere is used to defend a rather implicit standpoint: CCM should continue to lead the nation or the electorate should (continue to) vote for CCM in the 2015 general elections. However, this quotation is a misquotation of the exact words from Nyerere as the Swahili adjective ‘imara’ (solid/strong) is strategically omitted for political gain (Msagalla 2022). Dr Chana’s strategic (mis)quotation could be aimed at discrediting the CCM’s political opponents, particularly the main opposition party, CHADEMA. As Dibattista (2004:162) puts it, “the purpose of discrediting the political opponent is achieved especially through indirect or vague quotations”. Dr Chana’s quotation of Nyerere’s statement is an instantiation of vague quotation as it does not present the exact words from the statement. The exact Nyerere’s statement is “bila CCM imara, nchi itayumba” – “without a solid CCM, the country will become unstable” (Fouéré 2015a:47). Thus, Dr Chana’s quotation of Nyerere’s statement is not only a derailment of the strategic manoeuvring but also a violation of the argumentation scheme rule. For this reason, it does not constitute a sound authority argumentation by quotation and is thus fallacious.
6. Conclusion
This paper has examined how members of the Tanzanian parliament deploy Mwalimu Nyerere’s viewpoints or his image in their own arguments through quotations. Because these quotations are sourced from Nyerere’s own mouth or writings, MPs seem to believe that the quotations would make their arguments immune to attack as challenging these quotational arguments would probably mean opposing Nyerere’s viewpoints. The deployment of such quotations from Nyerere further suggests that MPs who invoke the figure of Nyerere do think like Nyerere or follow his footsteps. Moreover, while some of these quotations constitute sound authority argumentation by quotation, others constitute derailments of strategic manoeuvring or violations of the argumentation scheme rule. Thus, although quotations from Nyerere may make MPs’ arguments more effective, they do not necessarily guarantee their reasonableness from the perspective of pragma-dialectics, especially when Nyerere has been quoted incorrectly or out of context. Further studies may examine how Tanzanian politicians deploy the image of Nyerere during general presidential election campaigns to attract votes or how members of the Tanzanian parliament invoke other prominent figures to support a political action.
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