CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION
1.1	Background of the Study
Social media have penetrated all levels of the information society and have catalyzed the process of democratization and political development. The media a modern in information beyond the limitations of the traditional way of communicating and socializing making it an essential part of people's lives; affecting their social, political and economic activities. while some decades ago, the internet was considered a news media, societies now turn to social media as sources of information. One of the major applications of social networks, where millions of people are connected to utilize an open domain for interacting with others and socializing with all types of media such as text, voice, image, or videos (Alquraan et al., 2017). 
The interactive nature of social media makes fit to be used for many purpose such as job search, socialization, education, entertainment, governance, political participation, among others. Hence, social media, a social instruments of communication, promote participation , connectedness. Opportunity to disseminate information across geographical boundaries and the fostering of relationship and interactions among people. Commonly used social media are facebook, whatsapp, twiter, instagram, imo, 2go youtube, telegram and flikr.
Social media technologies have engaged many internet complaint individuals to build their lives around it. However, studies shown proliferation of the use of social media among the youths, who are considered to be more technology savvy than older adults the term "youth" can be used to describe individuals from physical adolescents to those in their adulthood. Ahn (2011) explain that the youth identify present those in their teens and their 2os as participant in a shared social experience that is dissimilar from that of other age or cultural group white and turbidly (2017) describe the youth as a person whose identify and age falls between being children and adults the united nations (2011) defines youth as people between the ages of 15 and 24 years inclusive.


The youth are critical to the existence, survival and socioeconomic development of nations because they are young, energetic and able little wonder, they are associated with being referred to as the leader of tomorrow or the future of the society. According to the latest united nations estimates of the world's population in 2019 there are about 1.2 billion youths aged 15 to 24 years globally or 16 percent of the global population accounting for one out of every six people worldwide (united nations 2019b). it has been noted that, in some parts of the world, not only do the numbers of youths grow but so does their share of the population, in some countries, the growth of the economy as more than one in three is a young person (UNFPA state of the world population, 2014). 
This bring to fore the importance of youths policy document of the federal republic of Nigeria (2009: p.6) defines youth as comprising "all young males and females aged 18-35 years who are citizens of the federal republic of Nigeria. "The Nigeria government adopted this definition because the age range 15-24, defined by the united nations and others for statistical purpose. Is too narrow for countries in Africa. The male transition to adulthood, in terms of achieving the economic and social stability that comes with steady employment, may extend into the late twenties and mid-thirties 
By this policy the youths are defined as characterized by energy. Enthusiasm, ambition, creativity, and promise: and faced with high levels of social economic uncertainly and volatilny. They represent the most active, the most volatile and yet the most vulnerable segment of nigerian's population. The policy also understood that this is a period I life when most young people are going through dramatic changes In their life circumstances as they move from childhood hence, they require social, economic and political support to realise their full potential.
Majorly, youths adopt social networking media for communication with friends, family, members and the general public. As far back as 2010, lenhart et al. (2010) reveal that about 72 percent of American youths (age 18-29) years used social networking sites such as facebook and my space. Johnson et al. (2013) equally found that facebook and Twitter were two social computing System that were popular among university student In Cape Town, south Africa, While Onah and Nche (2014) found that Nigerian youths were more disposed to social media technologies than other types of technologies. Supporting these Claims are more recent Studies (e.g. Abodurin, 2017; Ahmad et al, 2019; Draskovic et al., 2017; fasae and Adegbilero-Iwari, 2016; Jamil (2013) mahmud and Amin (2017) and willams and Adesope, 2017). Who hall found that youths especially students of higher Institutions, are Innovators, early adopters, as well as early Majority adopters and users of social media for various activities. Now onder Wilson and Boldernan (2011) as well as Adaja and Ayodele (2013), describe -youths as ICT natives and prolific users of social media. This assertion was Conoborated by Nche (2012: 19), Who states that "in the manner of a wildfire. In harmattan, the phenomenon of social media (networking) has spread to all nooks and crannies of Nigeria, engulfing a large number of her youths and that media usage has become so common among the youth that it has become Upfashionable fur youths not to engage in at least one of the social networking sites.
Mnamonu (2013) Sums it up by describing the Internet a the chef host of social media sites, White the youth are the most predominant client. Social media has multiple usage values, Usage can be negative or positive, depending on users intentions and purposes of using. However, in some case users fall victim of negative usage experiences beyond their control, such as bullying, extortion, hacking, trolling, propaganda, Impersonation, etc Even though Some Studies have found that the youths can use social media In may negative Ways, such as exposure to pornographies. bullying and blackmailing; Social media use can be centered on Positive use like education, entertainment, politics, brainstorming, and religious matters.
One of the many uses of social media is that it supports the democratisation knowledge and information there by making people both Information producers and consumers. They biquitin access to social media has democratising effects as they offer citizens opportunities to engage and participate in political processes. Social media offers engagement in a medium that fits Comfortably With peoples made of Life and facilitates political participation of citizens by helping them monitor and Influence government decision. The growing popularity of social media has motivated scholars to explore the roles social media play in elerg day life and democratie society; specifically. the role of the media in facilitating political participation and engagement.
As dana boyd (2014) forcefully argued in her work, young people today do not duffer so much from these of past generations, belt they have different avenues for expressing themselves and make their voices heard we can read the decline in Conventional form of participation (eg. electoral turnout, contacting political) among young people as coinciding went an Increased engagement in politics through alternative avenues (Datton, 2009: Sloam, 2014) public space has often structural Constraints that make it exclusionary for young people, through Surveillance and policing practices Implemented by adults. 
Also, arenas for Political engagement, particularly through traditional and Institutional Settings, are percented as dynamics on the reverse the digital sphere, which refers to Internet and related technologies, has opened up new opportunities to facilitate political engagement and expression in our societies and in particular for young People Who are known to be more tensile and active Internet users (kwak et al. 2006, Theben et al.2018)
Notably, the digital sphere presents different opportunities for young people relative to physical-both probate and public. spaces Where youth are generally subject adult and Institutional Control (boyd 2014). Young people in the digital sphere they have been, In fact. consistently found to be more Involved than adults in online activism or connective action as digitally personalized communication that crosses boundaries between private and public space (Bennett and Segerberg, 2012; Earl et al., 2017). The relatively anonymous contexts provided by the digital Sphere may be free, in the views of young people, from concerns from Concerns for Positive evaluation of their behala and opinions, and therefore facilitate online activism Without fear of social repercussions (Greydanus et al 2020: 50) | Eden If this may also be true for older Individuals. the Increased demands for policing and surveillance, and more broadly exclusionary patterns of control and removal generated in public spaces, affect the perceptions of risk and control for young people, and particularly their use for political purpose (Tani, 2015: Aalst and Brands. 2020) These dynamics prevent young people from the enjoyment of public space with the Same rights, Confidence, and Intensity as older groups of citizens while making the digital sphere more appealing.


CHAPTER TWO
LITERATURE REVIEW
2.0	INTRODUCTION
Literature reviews is an aspect of research study where a researcher tends to consult several sources and deports knowledge such in the quest to substantiate anew thesis. This is done in respect to the phenomenon understudy. According to Creswell (2005)., a review of the literature is a written Summary such as journal articles, books and other documents that describes the past and current state of information, organizes the literature into topics and other documents a need for a proposed study. 
The review can either be aimed to criticize or validate previous tenets and assumptions about a particular Variable or social phenomenon. Arshed & Dansen (2015) stated that the purpose of a literature review relies on educating the researchers in the topic, area and understanding previous formulated research before having the chance to introduce a new argument or justification in a field of study of Interest. On the allowal, this chapter is partitioned into conceptual framework, theoretical approach and review of related Study.
2.1	CONCEPTUAL FRAME WORK
2.1.1	Concept of Social Media
Social media Can be broadly defined as the set of Interactive Internet applications that facilitate Collaborative or Individual creation, Curation, and Sharing of user-generated content. Example of social media platforms are numerous and valued The Include facebook, friendster Wikipedia, dating sites, Craigslist, recipe sharing sites (e.g allrecipes.com) youtube, and Instagram.
Social media platforms all share the aforementioned characteristics, but are unique from one another in many respects. In particular, platforms Often vary la their architectures, structures, norms, and user bases. In working a to differentiate between different Kinds of Social media Platform scholars distinguish and label several subsets of social media, with a particular emphasis on social network sites boyd and Ellison (2012) explicitly differentiate Social network sites from social networking Sites. They argue that Social networking Implies making new connections, with new people and contras with actor user practices. specifically, social network site us tend to Intercoat with existing rather than new social contacts- Examples of social network sites include facebook, my space, YouTube, and lie journal. A second Subcategory of social media consists microblongim sites ese allow users to distribute short messages to a broad audience, often through links and images. Such sites have limits on the number a characters, or amount of Content allowed per message. Twitter, the predominant microblogging ante in the united states and Weibo China's suite of miseroblogging sites, limit each message to 140 character vine, twitter video application, limits clips to 6 seconds.
In addition to the label of social media, the contemporary Internet characterized by Interactivity and user-generated Content is also known as "Web 20 some argue that the newest era of digital technology, characterized by user Collaboration and Cooperation, can be labelled "Web 30. " Other however, contend Hat web lo, 2-0, and 3.0 are better Understood as variations in user Practice rather that technological capability of Particular relevance, social media users who can engage in asynchronous discussion both of Which the characterize the web 1.0 era (Barassi a Treré, 2012)
Researchers at the few Internet and American life project show that 69% of all Us Internet users participate In Some form of social media (Rapp and Arkermann. 2016) with facebook, the most popular brand utilized by 66% of Internet users. Youth are Significantly more likely than man to participate in social media with 15% versus 63% participation, respectively, those who are younger (under 30) are significantly more to use social media than those who are older (50 and above) and those with wither very high or very low income have significantly higher social media participate rates than those with middle range incomes these are no significant racial differences in social media usage (Brenner, 2012). 
Internationally, social media use media use among adults 15 about 50% in Britain, and the Grech Republic. Usage rates approach these leitel in Brash, france, and italy, In Contrast Pekistan and India halle derg low Social media use, engaging, said media platforms. As in the United States. Strong global Narrations in Social media use by age, With the young (18-29) far more barely +0 use social media as compared with their older.


their opinions with others who share their views and against (at least what they perceive as a majority of people with attitudes different from their own. Furthermore, engaging in online political activities allows young people to perceive they are expressing intolerant attitudes without the adult filters while at the same time reinforcing the intolerant (if not extremist) status of some young people's political attitudes and opinions as they promote the diffusion of one siged leaning content (Stroud. 2010). Accordingly, we expect that the more intolerant a young individual is, the more he or she engages in online political activities (Hypothesis 1). In order to qualify this argument whether this positive effect of intolerance on the level of online political activities among young people is moderated by political engagement, specific support for democracy, and social capital.
On the one hand, we seek to contribute to the debate on whether increased online participation can become either young people's only form of political engagement or a complement to young people's offline political participation (Anduiza et al.. 2010; Delli Carpini, 2000; Vissers and Stolle, 2014). The current debate on political participation in the digital sphere is bound to a dispute about whether online and offline participation has a similar or different nature. Generally, the literature provides mixed results with respect to the negative versus positive impacts of digital sphere on youth political participation.
Scholars have pointed to the role of slacktivism or clicktivism, implying that online, low-effort political activities do not translate into more intense forms of off-line political activities", notably through the 'illusion of having put enough effort' (Boulianne and Theocharis, 2018).
Against these claims, other scholars consider that the digital sphere reinforces the existing pattern of offline participation whether through a spillover effect - In which political realities offline often mirror activities online (Delli Carpini and Keeter, 2002: Krueger, 2006, Norris, 2001) - or a gateway effect (Harlow, 2012; Wang. 2017), whereby the online sphere functions as a training ground for political development (Conroy et al, 2012: Kip et al., 2017; Velasquez and LaRose. 2015:


Livingstone et al., 2017; Wang. 2017). An altemative approach contends that the digital sphere is useful to mobilise those who otherwise abstain from participation offline (Emmer et al.. 2012; Nam, 2012), particularly for young people who lack access to formal political institutions and conventional modes of engagement (Boulianne and Theocharis.
2018). However, crucial for this study, most recent research has found a strong correlation between online and offline forms of political and civic engagement, thus concluding that young people participate in both contexts (Boulianne and Theocharis, 2018; Lobera and Portos, 2020). In line with the 'normalisation approach, the digital sphere tends to reinforce pre-existing structures and inequalities without substantially changing the patterns of political involvement (Bimber. 2002).
At least in most European countries, where opportunities for political participation are manifold and costs and restrictions on the circulation of information tend to be low, one would expect that the digital sphere helps reinforce the political participation of those who se already politically active in offline unconventional actions. The digital sphere offers affordances relevant to activism as challengers do not need to be physically present to engage in coordinated action, and the web reduces costs for organising (Earl and Kimport, 2011; Lobera and Portos, 2020). In sum. as the digital sphere is incorporated into routine practices of everyday life, we expect to find a continuation between offline unconventional political engagement and online participation.
On the other hand, we look at the moderating role of political discomtelt Understood as people's judgements of the operation of governmental institutions and processes and the day-to-day actions of political leaders (Komberg and Clarke, 1992: 20).
Specifically, satisfaction with democracy comprises a set of perceptions relating to the ability of a given polity to solve problems that eitizens consider to be particularly important (merli et al. 2017: 44). thereby referring to the gap between real functioning democracies and the ideal (Fuchs et al.. 1995). It has been noted that dissatisfaction with democracy Olen- times leads to resignation and apathy. therefore not inviting mobilisation (see Dalton. 2009: Norris et al. 2005). Young people who show high levels of intolerance and are satisfied with democracy (or engage in offline unconventional 


sharing valued experiences with other people that limits the consonance with like minded people only, It may result in accepting diversity and difference in other people (Cöté and Erickson, 2009). In addition, in light of a widespread democratic deficit, research has noted that 'critical citizens engage in protest to voice their grievances (Norris, 2012), with democratic dissatisfaction being a driver of offline and online participation under various circumstances (Vrablikova, 2014).
2.2	THEORETICAL APPROACH
Two theories provides the framework for this study: the theoretical extension of Technology Acceptance Model (TAM2) introduced by Venkatesh and Davis (2000) and the Social Cognitive Theory (SCT) by Bandura (1986). Four variables perceived usefulness (PU), perceived ascofuse (PEOU), subjective norms (SNs) and computer self-efficacy (SE) were adapted from these theories to investigate their influence on the use of social media for political participation(USMPP) among youths in Oyo State, Nigeria. The TAM is generally referred to as the most influential. commonly employed and well-recognised theory in formation systems because it is a well-established, powerful and parsimonious model for predicting user acceptance and has been widely applied by researchers to a diverse set of technologies and users (Adams et al., 1992; Davis et al., 1989; Benbasat and Barki, 2017; Vynkatesh et al., 2005). 
The original TAM. a specific adaptation of the Theory of easoned Action was developed by Davis (1986) to explain why users adopt or reject an inovative information system. It offers a powerful explanation for user acceptance and usage behaviour of information technology. The TAM theorists that an individual's behavioural intention to adopt a system is determined by two beliefs (Pv and PEOU) and that these two key independent variables determine behavioural intention to use and actual system use, with intention to use serving as a mediator on actual system use. PU is also wen as being directly impacted by PEOU, meaning that, all other mings being equal, the easier the system is use them or useful it can be.
TAM includes the very important assumption that the behaviour is volitional (voluntary) oral the discretion of the user.


Statistic (2016), the project population of Moro local government is 315,674. The population of youths in the local government is estimated to 202.053 being 45% of total population of the local government (Olalekan Aduloju, 29 19). Thus, the target population of this study is 100 population of youths in Kwara state polytechnic, Ilorin since all cannot be study.
3.3	SAMPLE SIZE AND SAMPLING TECHNIQUE
Sample size is the study of population from which necessary data for its conduct would be obtained (Issa. 2012). It can be reemphasized that, to study the entire population may be cumbersome, time consuming and of course very costly, hence a sample takes a fair portion as representative of the entire population.
The sample size of this study is limited to 100 population of youths in Kwara state polytechnic, Ilorin. The researcher adopted purposive sampling techniques.
3.4	RESEARCH INSTRUMENT
Questionnaire was used as the research instrument. Saul Meleod (2015) defined questionnaire as a research instrument consisting of a series of questions from respondents.
The questionnaire was divided into three (3) parts. Part A conceptualized on introduction and familiarity of respondents to the topic understudy, part B contain items designed to obtain data on the research topic while part C sought the demographic profile of the respondents.
3.5	VALIDITY AND RELIABILITY OF THE INSTRUMENT
In order ensure that relevant items were included in the questionnaire. extensive and relevant literature were consulted before instrument for data collection was constructed: this is done in other to ensure content validity of questionnaires. A constructed questionnaire was given to the project supervisor for scrutiny. This was imperative in order to ensure validity of the research data.
3.6	METHOD OF ADMINISTRATION OF THE INSTRUMENT
The data for this research work is collected through the administration of questionnaires to respondents in the study areas. This instrument was used to elicit demographic data for specific questions for the study. To ensure accurate data collection, questionnaires were administered by researcher to respondents in their various locations.
The above instrument [questionnaire & observation] used has helped in collecting an aggregate amount of data used for the study
3.7	METHOD OF DATA ANALYSIS
To make the analysis of data collect, simple frequently count was used the statistical computation of the description statistical techniques was used mostly to best the research question and each respondent were scared according to the basis or frequency distribution and simple percentage were computed from distribution.


CHAPTER FOUR
DATA PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS
4.0	Introduction
The aim of this study was to determine the audience perception of the impact of social media on the spread of political intolerance among youths. The chapter is concerned with the presentation and analysis of data collected through the use of questionnaire distributed to the respondent. The 200 copies of questionnaire distributed and 100 copies were retrieved.
DISTRIBUTION AND COLLECTION OF QUESTIONNAIRES  
4 1.0 Data presentation 
Table 4.1.2 SEX
	OPTION
	NO OF RESPONDENTS
	PERCENTAGE%


	Male  
	76
	76


	Female
	24
	24


	Total      
	100
	100









Source: Field Survey, 2025.
The table above shows that 76% representing 76 respondents were made while 24% representing 24 respondents where are female. This shows that most of the respondents were made.
	QUESTIONNAIRE
	RESPONDENTS
	PERCENTAGE%


	Returned  
	100  
	50


	Not returned      
	100   
	50


	Total      
	200        
	100



TABLE 4.1.1






Source Field Survey, 2025 
Table 4.1.1 shows that out of the 200 copies of the questionnaire from sent out only 100 that is 50% while receipt has duly 100 that is 50% we are not received.
Table 4.1.3 Marital Status 
	OPTION
	NO OF RESPONDENTSS
	PERCENTAGE%


	Single  
	90
	90


	Married
	10
	10


	Total      
	100
	100










Source: Field survey, 2025.
In above table, It is seen that 90% of representing 90 respondents were single why 10% representing 10 respondent you are married. This shows that a good number of the staffs are either single or married
Table 4 1.4 Age
	OPTION
	NO OF RESPONDENTSS
	PERCENTAGE%

	Below 18 years
	0
	0

	15 -20 year
	28
	28

	21-25  year
	36
	36

	26-30 year
	24
	24

	30 and above
	12
	12

	Total 
	100
	100











Source: Field Survey, 2025
The above table shows that 0% representing is very respondent fall below 18 years. Present representing to We did the age of 30 to 39 years. 36 present representing 36 wrestle dance fall within the age of 30 to 39 years. 24 present represent 24 respondent fair within the age of 40 to 49 years old and 12% representing 12 respondents fell within the age of 50 years and above.
	OPTION
	NO OF RESPONDENTSS
	PERCENTAGE%

	WAEC
	20
	20

	NCE/OND
	38
	38

	HND/BSC  
	34
	34

	Other Higher Certificate            
	8
	8

	TOTAL               
	100
	100


Table 4.1.5 Academic Qualifications 





         


Source: Field Survey, 2025
The table above indicates that 20% representing 20 respondents were WAEC holder. 30% representing 38 respondents we are NC/OND holders. 34% represented 34 responding we are HND/BSc holders and 8% representing its respondent where holding other higher certificates.
Table 4.1.6 occupation 
	OPTION
	NO OF RESPONDENTS
	PERCENTAGE%

	Civic servant
	12
	0

	Self employed
	28
	28

	Student
	36
	36

	Others
	24
	24

	Total 
	100
	100









Source Field Survey, 2025
The above table shows that 12% representing 12 respondents fall within civil servants, 28% representing 28 respondents four within the group of self-employed. 36% representing 36 respondents fall with this category of students. 24 representing 24 exponents fell with the set of others.


Table 4 1.7 Religion 
	OPTION
	NO OF RESPONDENTS
	PERCENTAGE%

	Islam  
	70
	70

	Christians
	10
	10

	Traditional 
	20
	20

	Total
	100
	100









Source: Field Survey, 2025
In the above table it is seen that that 70% of representing 70 respondents were Islam while 10% representing 10 responding you are Christians while 20% representing 20 respondents are traditional this shows that a good number of staffs are Muslims.
Question 7:  Social media usage make young people of today to be more tolerant than older age group.
Table 1 respondent of equation.1
	REPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE%


	Strongly Agree
	7
	7


	Agree
	9
	9

	Undecided
	0
	0

	Disagree
	54
	54

	Strongly disagree
	-
	-

	Total
	100
	100













Source: Field Survey, 2025
In response to the question one above. Seven respondents strongly agree nine respondent agree to 54 exponents disagree 30 respondents struggling disagree.


Question 8: Social Media as greater impact on the spread of political intolerance among youths.
Table 2 : 
	REPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE%

	Strongly Agree
	35
	35

	Agree
	41
	41

	Undecided
	20
	20

	Disagree
	4
	4

	Strongly disagree
	-
	-

	Total
	100
	100











Source: Field Survey, 2025
From the table above 35 respondents were strongly agree. 41 respondent disagree.
Question 9 social media usage create a room for abusive and violence language as means of addressing a political great tolerance.
	REPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE%


	Strongly Agree
	35
	35

	Agree
	41
	41

	Undecided
	20
	20

	Disagree
	4
	4

	Strongly disagree
	-
	-

	Total
	100
	100


Table 3 responses to questions 









Source Field Survey, 2025
From the table above, 35 respondents (35%) were strongly agree. 41 respondent 20 (20%) respondents watch undecided while 4 respondents (4%) watch disagree
Question 10: Social media intolerance attitude to associated with discrimination and prejudice
Response to questions 4
	REPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE%

	Strongly Agree
	34
	34

	Agree
	27
	27

	Undecided
	22
	22

	Disagree
	-
	-

	Strongly disagree
	17
	17

	Total
	100
	100











Source Field survey, 2025
In response to the above question 34 (34%) exponents strongly agree 27 (27%) respondent said agree and 22 respondent (22%) said undecided why 17 respondents (17%) said strongly disagree
Question 11: Social media create negative attitudes towards a dislike social group 
Table 5 response to questions 5
	REPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE%

	Strongly Agree
	14
	14

	Agree
	30
	30

	Undecided
	-
	-

	Disagree
	21
	21

	Strongly disagree
	39
	39

	Total
	100
	100











Source Field survey, 2025
On the table above 14 respondent choose strongly agree 30 respondent (30%) chose agree 21 respondent (21%) choose disagree while 39 respondent (39%) choose strongly disagree question 12 social media enhance high level of illiteracy /ignorance about a political intolerance.
 Table 6 response to questions 6
	REPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE%


	Strongly Agree
	52
	52

	Agree
	30
	30

	Undecided
	0
	0

	Disagree
	
	

	Strongly disagree
	-
	-

	Total
	100
	100












Source: Field Survey,  2025
Question 15: engaging in online (social media) political activities allow young people to perceive their expressing tolerance attitude
Table 9 response to questions 
	REPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE%


	Strongly Agree
	7
	7


	Agree
	9
	9


	Undecided
	0
	0


	Disagree
	54
	54

	Strongly disagree
	30
	30

	Total
	100
	100












Source: Field Survey, 2025
In response to the question 9 above 7 respondent (7%) strongly agree 9 respondents (7%) agree 54 respondents (54%) disagree and 30 respondents (30%) strongly disagree.
Question 16. Individual may be exposed to information and perspective which are also diverse on or all the may select Media
Table 10: response to question 10
	REPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE%

	Strongly Agree
	35
	35

	Agree
	41
	41

	Undecided
	20
	20

	Disagree
	4
	4

	Strongly disagree
	-
	-

	Total
	100
	100










Source: Field Survey, 2025
From the table above, 35 respondents (35%) were strongly agree, 41 respondent (41%) watched agreed and 20 respondents (20%) watched undecided, while respondents (4%) watched disagree.
Question 17: built on the existence of prejudice toward social groups which are considered different from oneself in various respect refers to as intolerance.
Table 11 response to questions 11
	REPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE%

	Strongly Agree
	97
	97

	Agree
	1
	1

	Undecided
	0
	0

	Disagree
	3
	3

	Strongly disagree
	-
	-

	Total
	100
	100











Source: Field survey, 2025
From the table above 11. 97 respondents (97%) said strongly agree 1 respondent (1%) said agree while 3 respondent (3%) .
Question 18: prevention of political views from people will not allow them to share their perspective about political intolerance. 
Tables 12 respond to question 1
	REPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE%


	Strongly Agree
	52
	52


	Agree
	30
	30


	Undecided
	0
	0


	Disagree
	18
	18

	Strongly disagree
	-
	-

	Total
	100
	100













Source: Field Survey, 2025
The table above indicated that 52 respondent (52%) strongly agree that above question 30 respondents (30%) agree with above questions while 18 respondent  (18%) said not agree.
 Question 19: Social media bring people from different political affiliates to discuss developmental issues on political intolerance among youths.
Table 13 response to question 13
	REPONSE
	FREQUENCY
	PERCENTAGE%

	Strongly Agree
	15
	15

	Agree
	20
	20

	Undecided
	19
	19

	Disagree
	31
	31

	Strongly disagree
	15
	15

	Total
	100
	100





Source: Survey, 2025
From the table above 15 respondents (15%) chose strongly agree 20 respondents (20%) agree 19 respondents (19%) undecided 31 respondent (31%) disagree why 15 respondent (15%) strongly disagree. 
4.2	ANALYSIS OF RESEARCH QUESTIONS
Research Question One: What are the intolerant attitude among the youths.
Table 2
Question one: what are the tolerance activities among youths? 
Table 2 table above 35 respondent (35%) were strongly agree with the statement that social media as greater impact on the spread of political intolerance among youths. 41 respondents (41%) indicate that the statement is okay with them, and 20 respondent (20%) watched undecided while 4 respondent (4%) watched disagreed with the statement. 
Table 4 also show that 34 respondents (34%) said strongly agree 27 respondent (27%) said agreed and 22 respondent (22%) said undecided while 17 respondent (17%) said disagreed that social media intolerance attitude is associated with discrimination and Prejudice. 
Research Question two: Does an intolerance attitude affects online political activities among the young people? 
Table 13 indicates that 17 respondent (17%)  strongly agree 30 respondent (30%) agree 14 responding (14%)S undecided while 43 respondent (43) disagree with the statement that intolerance is associated with discrimination and Prejudice. 
Research Question Three: What are the relationship between social media and political participator among youth? 
Table 1: The table one above shows that 7 respondent (7%) strongly agree with the statement and 54 respondent (54%) disagree that social media usage make young people of today to be more tolerance than other age group and 30 respondent (30%) strongly disagree with the equation which says social media make young people of today to be more tolerance than older age groups. 
4.3	Discussion of Findings 	
In order to explore digital determinants of online political participation among young internet users, we run a number of ordinary lest square (OLS) regression with robust standard Errors (table 2) while model 1 includes the key predictor (i.e intolerant attitudes) and the country dummies model 2 is the full additive specification for social demographic political values and social capital related controls we report further additive specification of (OLS) regression with robust standard errors in appendix A7 instead model 3 (4) Includes the interaction between tolerant attitude and offline unconventional participation (democratic satisfaction) the interaction between the intolerance and meeting friends is considered in the model 5. 
Overall, tolerance has a positive impact on the level of online political participation among youth internet user. that is to say young people who report a tolerant attitude in the political activities in the digital sphere to a Greater extent than young tolerance index leads to a 0.40 - point increase in the digital participation scale in other words, the value of the digital participation index increased from 1.87 to 2.96 as the value in the tolerance chase from 0 (extremely tolerance) to 8 (extremely intolerant). We interpret this patterns as follows. Young people who hold the tolerant attitude or moral and social political ground need to express themselves in order to go against the main stream. 
Widely perceived as dominant and indeed majoritarian tolerant positions. Yet voicing a tolerance is not easily accepted in many social milieus. Tolerant positions, yet voicing intolerant is not easily accepted in many social medias but digital sphere provides a channel that allows to actively engage in politics and express intolerance views against the dominant public discourse at the same time reinforcing such attitude by creating threshold of engaging in political participation facilitating coordination and crucial enabling anonymity and decreasing constraints associate with peer pressure 


CHAPTER FIVE
SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION
5.1	SUMMARY
This study looks at the association between internal attitudes and online political participation among young people. Adding to previous Findings conducted on the digital sphere namely those which understand it as a context that favors the development of political polarized and intolerant attitude and opinions; we find that intolerant attitudes on social political and moral grounds are associated with more engagement in online political participation.
In online political participation. In doing this our article allows us to understand the digital sphere not merely as a context affecting intolerance but as also an instrument that a facilitates voicing intolerance opinions. Our result allows us to include previous findings in two important ways full stop or the other hand We made Beyond the simplistic online and offline and tolerance an intolerant decisions and look instead at the association between levels of intolerance and level of offline political participation. 
Overall the more intolerant young people are the more political active in the digital sphere they are. We interpret the digital sphere as a powerful instrument where young people bearing intolerance attitude can express themselves. The digital sphere provides and infrastructure that allows to minimize costs and constrain of participation thus providing young people that bears some degree of 8 with a political voice. 
On the other hand, and partially qualifying this finding. We observe a strong. Significant and robust Interaction between intolerant Attitude and variables related to political engagement and social capital specifically. Interact people tend to participate more in online political activities. Provide the engage in offline contention. They are certified with the Democratic performance and the meet often with friends not only the in the direction perse but the direction of the association is not stronger but lower among political engagement socially isolated and manolize people. Intolerance values are conditional (upon) offline political engagement and availability of social networks. Which reinforce each other, fostering political participation in the digital Arena.

It would be important to investigate whether in countries where intolerant attitudes are more accepted in a public sphere. Young people make more or less or different use of digital sphere to voice their intolerance in their political engagement. In comparison with countries where in tolerant attitudes are less accepted (see rapp and akanani 2016) in addition future research could Focus more closely on the Nexus between different types of intolerance, particularly by providing more robust and systematic measures of the tolerant attitudes and different forms of participation in general.
 5.2	CONCLUSION 
This article looks at associate associated between (in) tolerant attitude and offline political participation among young people. Adding to previous findings conducted on digital sphere namely those which understand it as a context that favor the development of political Polaris and internal attitude and opinions we find that intolerant attitude on social political and moral ground are associated with more engagement in online political participation allows us to understand the digital sphere not nearly as context affecting the tolerance but also as an instrument that facilitates voicing it tolerance opinion. Our result allows us to nuance previous pidgins into important ways. 
On the other hand, we move beyond the simplistic offline and online decision and look instead at the association between levels of intolerance and level of offline political participation. Overall argue that the more political active in the digital sphere they are. Interpret digital sphere as a powerful instrument where young people bearing a tolerant attitude can express themselves. Digital sphere provide and infrastructure that allows to minimize cost are constraints of political participation t h u s providing young people that bear some degree of pytholorant with a political voice full stop on the other hand and partially qualify this finding. 
You observe a strong significant and robust interaction between 8 tolerant attitude and variables related to political engagement and social capital. Specifically intolerant people tend to participate more in online political activity activities provide the engage in offline conversion. They are certified with democratic performance and they meet often with friends not only the interaction per se but Direction of the association between the interactive terms is relevant: the effects of intolerance on political participation is not stronger but lower among politically disagreed socially isolated and marginalized people. Intolerant value is conditional upon offline political engagement and availability of social networks which reinforce each other first time political participation in the digital Arena. Why more exhaustive evidence is necessary to exclude the reverse casualty hypothesis our find is as substantial theoretically and I will boss across a number of model specification. 
You need more evidence to ascertain which fixtures of digital sphere come facilitate or hinder their used to voice e tolerant or extreme opinions. Such as indicates of cyber hate phenomenon. It will be important to investigate weather in countries where e tolerant attitude are more accepted in the public sphere the young people make more or less different use of digital sphere to voice in their political engagement. In comparison with countries where intolerant attitude are less accepted (cwrap and Akinamani 2011) in addition feature research could Focus more closely on the n e s u x between different type of intolerance particularly by providing more robust and systematic measures of tolerance attitude and different of participation in general. 
5.3	RECOMMENDATIONS 
The following recommendations are made based on the findings of the study;
1. One politically that should be extended to youth political aspirants in relation to sponsorship. They should give you a chance. 
2. Also education institution should widen up the outlets through which student could have access to newspapers magazine on a regular basis. If social media driving campaigns like Obama araba, bring that our girls occupying naija and next level could be used to enlighten and mobilized people. Then it is possible to use internet and social media to boost political knowledge and participation among Nigeria students. 
3. Economy empowerment of youth should be vigorously pursued since it will provoke greater participation of Youth in electioneering. 
4. Electoral law should forbid political thuggery and violence why the the Senate should enact a law making electoral violence a crime punishable by hanging. This will know that create a conducive positive political atmosphere in Nigeria for youth political aspirants 
5 above all youth shoe encourage themselves and support wives with political Vision and ambitions. 
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KWARA STATE POLYTECHNIC,
INSTITUTE OF INFORMATION AND COMMUNICATION TECHNOLOGY,
DEPARTMENT OF MASS COMMUNICATION
Dear Respondent,
QUESTIONAIRE
	 I am student Kwara State Polytechnic, Ilorin. This questionnaire to elicite information on the Audience perception of the impact of social media on the spread of political intolerance among youths.
This questionnaire is for academic purpose only shall be kept confidentially.
Please kindly indicate your response for the question by simply ticking approximately ( )
Thank you.
AJOSE OLUWASEUN MARY
HND/23/MAC/FT/0207

SECTION A
Personal Information
1. Sex: Male ( )  Female  (  )
2. Age: 16 – 20 (  ) 21- 25 (  )   26 – 30 (  ) 31 – 35 (  ) 36 – 40 ( ) 41 and above (  )
3. Marital Status: Single (  ) Married  (  ) Divorce (  )
4. Academic Qualification: WAEC (  ) NCE/OND (  ) HND/BSc (  ) 
5. Occupation:  civil servant (  ) self Employed  (  ) Student  (  )
6. Religion:  Islam (  ) Christianity (  ) Traditional (  )
SECTION B
Please select appropriate option in the below listed options
‘SA’ Strongly Agree, Agree ‘A’, Neutral ‘N’, Disagree ‘D’, Strongly Disagree ‘SD’
	S/N
	STATEMENT
	SA
	A
	N
	D
	SD

	7
	Social media usage makes young people of today to be more tolerant than older age groups
	
	
	
	
	

	8
	Social media has greater impact on the spread of political intolerance among youths
	
	
	
	
	

	9
	Social media usage creates a room for abusive and violent language as means of addressing a political intolerance
	
	
	
	
	

	10
	Social media intolerance attitude is associated with discrimination and prejudice
	
	
	
	
	

	11
	Social media create negative attitude towards a disliked social group
	
	
	
	
	

	12
	Social media enhance high level of illiteracy/ ignorance about political intolerance
	
	
	
	
	

	13
	Government should implement appropriate measures that regulate the activities of media men/politicians
	
	
	
	
	

	14
	Government should organize different workshops and seminars that will educate people on political intolerance
	
	
	
	
	

	15
	Engaging in online (social media) political activities allows young people to perceive that are expressing intolerant attitudes
	
	
	
	
	

	16
	Individual may be exposed to information and perspectives which are also diverse or they may select varied media
	
	
	
	
	

	17
	Built on the existence of prejudice towards social group which are considered different from oneself in various respect refers to as intolerance
	
	
	
	
	

	18
	Prevention of political views from people will not allow them to share their perspective about political intolerance
	
	
	
	
	

	19
	Social media brings people from different political affiliates to discuss developmental issues on political intolerance among youths
	
	
	
	
	

	20
	Intolerance is associated with discrimination and prejudice
	
	
	
	
	






