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CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION
1.1
BACKGROUND TO THE STUDY
Social media has emerged as a powerful tool, transcending geographical boundaries and connecting people globally. In the Nigerian context, where a significant portion of the population comprises youths, social media platforms have become pivotal in shaping public discourse. The influence of social media on human rights advocacy among the youth in Nigeria is a subject of growing importance. As we delve into this phenomenon, it is crucial to understand the evolving landscape of communication and its impact on the advocacy landscape.

The youth in Nigeria, like elsewhere, represent the future of the nation. Their active participation in social, political, and economic spheres is integral to national development. Over the past decade, social media platforms such as Twitter, Facebook, and Instagram have gained immense popularity among Nigerian youths, providing them with a virtual space for expression and engagement. This paradigm shift in communication channels raises intriguing questions about the extent to which social media influences human rights advocacy.

In exploring this topic, one cannot ignore the global discourse on human rights and the role social media plays in amplifying voices. The interconnectedness of the digital world has enabled Nigerian youths to partake in advocacy efforts not only at the local level but also on the international stage. The Arab Spring and various social movements worldwide have demonstrated the mobilizing power of social media, prompting a reevaluation of its impact on sociopolitical structures.

As we embark on this study, it is essential to acknowledge the scholarly discourse surrounding the intersection of social media, human rights, and advocacy. Scholars such as Castells (2015) argue that social media serves as a catalyst for societal change, providing a platform for marginalized voices. However, critiques, as put forth by Morozov (2011), highlight the potential pitfalls of online activism, questioning the depth of its impact on tangible policy changes. These debates form the backdrop against which the influence of social media on human rights advocacy among Nigerian youth needs to be examined.

In the Nigerian context, where issues of human rights violations persist, understanding the dynamics of social media's role in advocacy becomes paramount. Numerous instances, from the #EndSARS movement to campaigns against gender-based violence, underscore the potency of social media in galvanizing youth-led advocacy efforts. However, it is equally essential to critically assess the challenges and limitations that may hinder the effectiveness of such advocacy through social media channels.

There is no doubt that the internet and social media has changed the Nigerian society today. The internet has the ability to make or destroy our society. This paper therefore seeks to examine the roles that the social media plays in combating all forms of human rights abuses in the Nigeria. 
1.2

Statement of the Problem

While the influence of social media on human rights advocacy among Nigerian youths appears promising, there exist pressing issues that demand careful scrutiny. One significant challenge pertains to the veracity of information circulating on social media platforms. The rapid dissemination of information through these channels raises concerns about the reliability and accuracy of the content shared. Instances of misinformation and disinformation, as highlighted by Tuchman (1978), can potentially dilute the effectiveness of human rights advocacy efforts, creating a need to assess the impact of information credibility on youth-led initiatives.

Moreover, the potential for social media to amplify echo chambers and filter bubbles poses a critical concern. Sunstein (2001) argues that individuals on social media platforms tend to be exposed to information that aligns with their existing beliefs, limiting the diversity of perspectives. This selective exposure may inadvertently hinder the inclusivity and reach of human rights advocacy efforts, particularly if the echo chambers become self-reinforcing and exclude dissenting voices. Consequently, an examination of the echo chamber phenomenon becomes essential to understand the nuanced dynamics of social media-driven advocacy.

Another pertinent issue is the susceptibility of youth-led human rights advocacy on social media to censorship and online surveillance. The Nigerian government's history of regulating online spaces, as observed during the #EndSARS protests, raises questions about the extent to which freedom of expression on social media is constrained. Deibert (2012) discusses the implications of state-sponsored surveillance on digital communication, emphasizing the potential chilling effect on activism. Understanding the balance between advocating for human rights and navigating regulatory constraints is pivotal for comprehending the challenges faced by Nigerian youth in leveraging social media for advocacy.

Furthermore, the digital divide remains a critical concern in the Nigerian context. Disparities in access to technology and the internet can inadvertently exclude certain segments of the youth population from participating in online advocacy efforts. As emphasized by Warschauer (2004), the digital divide exacerbates existing socioeconomic inequalities. Therefore, an examination of how the digital divide may impact the inclusivity and effectiveness of youth-led human rights advocacy on social media is warranted.

In the subsequent sections, we will delve into these intricacies, unraveling the complexities surrounding information credibility, echo chambers, online censorship, and the digital divide. Through a systematic analysis of these issues, this study aims to provide valuable insights into the challenges faced by Nigerian youth in harnessing the potential of social media for human rights advocacy.

1.3

Objectives of the Study

The objectives of the study are as follows:

i. To examine the extent to which information credibility on social media platforms influences the efficacy of human rights advocacy among Nigerian youth.

ii. To assess the impact of echo chambers and filter bubbles on the inclusivity and diversity of perspectives in youth-led human rights advocacy on social media.

iii. To investigate the challenges posed by online censorship and surveillance on the freedom of expression and activism of Nigerian youth engaging in human rights advocacy through social media.

iv. To analyze the implications of the digital divide on the accessibility and participation of diverse youth groups in online human rights advocacy efforts in Nigeria.

1.4

Research Questions

Building on the stated objectives, the research questions are framed to provide a comprehensive understanding of the influence of social media on human right advocacy among the youths in Nigeria.

i. To what extent does the credibility of information shared on social media platforms influence the effectiveness of human rights advocacy among Nigerian youth?

ii. To what extent do echo chambers and filter bubbles impact the inclusivity and diversity of perspectives in youth-led human rights advocacy on social media?

iii. To what extent does online censorship and surveillance constrain the freedom of expression and activism of Nigerian youth engaging in human rights advocacy through social media?

iv. To what extent does the digital divide affect the accessibility and participation of diverse youth groups in online human rights advocacy efforts in Nigeria?

 1.5

Scope of the Study

This research will focus on Ilorin South Local Government Area in kwara state as a case study to provide a detailed examination of the influence of social media on human rights advocacy among youths. Ilorin South, being a microcosm of Nigeria, presents a unique context for exploring the dynamics of online activism. By concentrating on this specific locality, the study aims to capture nuanced insights into how social media platforms are utilized by youths in advocating for human rights within the distinctive sociocultural and political landscape of Ilorin South Local Government Area.

1.6

Significance/Justification of the Study
Informed Advocacy Strategies: This study holds significance by providing insights into the specific challenges and opportunities associated with social media-driven human rights advocacy among youths in Nigeria, focusing on Ilorin South Local Government Area. Understanding the nuances of information credibility, echo chambers, online censorship, and the digital divide in this context will equip advocates with informed strategies to enhance the impact of their campaigns, contributing to more effective and inclusive advocacy efforts.

Policy Implications: The research findings will have policy implications for both governmental and non-governmental entities. By uncovering the challenges posed by online censorship and surveillance, as well as the implications of the digital divide, policymakers can develop targeted interventions to safeguard freedom of expression and ensure broader access to digital spaces. This contributes to the ongoing discourse on digital rights and governance, particularly in the context of youth-led human rights advocacy on social media.

Academic Contribution: This study adds to the academic literature by offering a localized examination of the interplay between social media and human rights advocacy, focusing on a specific geographic area within Nigeria. The findings contribute to the broader understanding of the complexities involved in leveraging social media for advocacy purposes, enriching academic discussions on the intersection of technology, activism, and human rights.

1.7

Operational Definitions of Key Terms

Social Media: For the purpose of this study, social media refers to online platforms such as Facebook, Twitter, Instagram, and similar digital spaces that facilitate user-generated content, interactions, and networking.

Human Rights Advocacy: Human rights advocacy involves efforts aimed at promoting, protecting, and defending fundamental rights and freedoms, including the right to freedom of expression, assembly, and nondiscrimination, through various means such as online campaigns, activism, and awareness initiatives.

Nigerian Youths: In this context, Nigerian youths are individuals aged between 18 and 35 years, representing a demographic segment actively engaged in social, political, and economic activities.

Information Credibility: Information credibility refers to the reliability and trustworthiness of content shared on social media platforms, including the accuracy, source authenticity, and factual basis of the information.

Echo Chambers: Echo chambers are online environments where individuals are exposed to information and opinions that reinforce their existing beliefs and perspectives, limiting exposure to diverse viewpoints.

Filter Bubbles: Filter bubbles occur when algorithms on social media platforms selectively present content to users based on their preferences, potentially isolating individuals within personalized information bubbles.

Online Censorship: Online censorship involves the restriction or control of information disseminated on the internet, particularly on social media platforms, by governmental or other regulatory authorities.

Digital Surveillance: Digital surveillance refers to the monitoring and tracking of online activities, communications, and behaviors, often carried out by governmental agencies or other entities.

Digital Divide: The digital divide signifies disparities in access to and use of information and communication technologies, creating inequalities in digital literacy, internet access, and technology adoption.

Ilorin South Local Government Area: Ilorin South Local Government Area is a specific administrative region within Nigeria, and for this study, it serves as a case study to explore the dynamics of social media-driven human rights advocacy among youths in a localized context.
CHAPTER TWO

    INTRODUCTION

 

2.1 This chapter serves to provide a comprehensive overview of existing knowledge, theories, and findings related to the research topic. It helps establish a foundation for the study by identifying gaps in current literature and justifying the significance of the research. 

2.2

CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK

2.2.1
The Concept of Human Rights
There is no generally acceptable definition of human rights. This is perhaps because scholars have different opinions about the concept. It is something which is owing to every human being simply because he is human. Human rights are freedoms and benefits enjoyed by individuals in the society in which they live. To Bryant (2004) human rights are freedoms, immunities and benefits that, according to modern values, all human beings should be able to claim as a matter of rights in the society in which they live.

From the foregoing, human rights can be seen as all those rights that every citizen of a state ought to have without any deprivation. They are those inalienable rights of every individual, whether old or young, poor or rich, male or female. They are not given to human beings as gifts. This explains why Arinze (2008, p.12) argues that “human rights are not gifts from men to women or other men that are open to withdrawal or cancellation at the whims and caprices of the giver”. Human rights are not subject to withdrawal or to be held at the pleasure of anybody or granted when it pleases the giver. Eze, cited in Gasiokwu (2003) sees human rights as that which represents the demands or claims, which individuals or groups make on society.

Corroborating the above view, Oduah (2011) notes that there is a great difference between fundamental rights and human rights. Odua, quoting Nasir, notes that due to the development of constitutional law in this field, distinct difference has emerged between “Fundamental Rights and Human Rights”. It may be recalled that human rights were the wider concept of natural rights. They are rights which every civilised society must accept as belonging to each person as human being. These are termed “Human Rights”. When the United Nations made this declaration, it was envisaged that certain rights belong to all human rights, irrespective of citizenship, race and religion, etc. This has now formed part of our international law. They are fundamental because they have been guaranteed by the fundamental law of the country that is, the constitution. 

From the foregoing, fundamental human rights may be seen as such freedoms, which are expressed in or guaranteed by basic or pre-eminent laws. These rights are usually referred to in some constitutions as the rights to freedoms of thought, conscience and religion, right to freedom of press and speech, right to freedom of movement, freedom from discrimination. The freedom of information law that was signed into law in Nigeria recently is a fundamental human right. 

2.2.2
Constitutional Provisions of Human Rights 
It can be rightly asserted that one of the greatest objectives of the post-independence Nigerian Constitutions is the protection and promotion of human rights. The preamble to the 1999 Constitution unmistakably set the tone by dedicating itself to promote “good government and welfare of all persons on the principles of freedom, equality and Justice”. Apart from the preamble, chapters two and four of the Constitution extensively deal with human rights issues. While chapter two is captioned, Fundamental Objectives and Directive Principles of State Policy, chapter four is entitled, “fundamental rights”. Under the Fundamental Objective and Direct Principles of State Policy, the second generation rights, consisting of economic, social and cultural rights are extensively set out in sections 13 to 21. These rights are predicated on the necessity for the material well-being of the citizenry with the state playing a pivotal role. These rights which are essentially equalitarian and egalitarian in character are rooted on the belief that the attainment of certain level of social and economic standard is a necessary condition for the enjoyment of the civil and political rights. Accordingly, these rights require affirmative governmental action for their enjoyment. It is not considered imperative to discuss or set out the full text of the rights guaranteed under the Chapter. Accordingly, the rights will merely be spotlighted. First however, it is significant to note that the obligation of the state towards the effectuation and realization of the rights is fully captured by section 13 which provides that: It shall be the duty and responsibility of all organs of government, and of all authorities and persons exercising legislative, executive or judicial powers, to conform to, observe and apply the provisions of, (the fundamental objectives and Directive Principles of State Policy). 

The first fundamental objective enacted in chapter 2 is the political objective which is that Nigeria shall be a state based on the principles of democracy and social justice. An important section to the present exercise is section 16, which entrenches the economic objectives of the nation.

It guarantees, among others, the right to any person to participate and engage in any economic activities, subject to necessary restrictions, and obliges the government to protect the right of every citizen to engage in any economic activities outside the major sectors of the economy. The section further provides that the state shall direct its policy towards ensuring; among others – “that suitable and adequate shelter, suitable and adequate food, reasonable national minimum living wage, old age care and pensions, and unemployment, sick benefits and welfare of the disabled are provided for all citizens.” By Section 17, the state is obliged to “direct its policy towards ensuring that all citizens, without discrimination whatsoever have the opportunity for securing adequate means of livelihood as well as adequate opportunity to secure suitable employment. Further, the state is obliged to ensure that the conditions of work are just and humane and that there are adequate facilities for leisure and for social, religious and cultural life and that the health, safety and welfare of all persons in employment are safeguarded and not endangered or abused. Government policy is also required to ensure that there are adequate medical and health facilities for all persons and that there is equal pay for equal work without discrimination on account of sex, or on any other ground whatsoever. By section 18, Government is obliged to direct its policy towards ensuring that there are equal and adequate educational opportunities at all levels and Government shall as and when practicable provide free, compulsory and universal primary education, free university education and free adult literacy programme. Section 21 which deals with cultural rights provides that the state shall protect, preserve and promote the Nigerian cultures which enhance human dignity and are consistent with the fundamental objectives provided for in the constitution. 

Unlike chapter II, chapter IV of the 1999 Constitution, guarantees a catalogue of enforceable fundamental rights. The fundamental rights guaranteed under chapter iv are essentially, the civil and political rights guaranteed in major international human rights instruments. The civil and political rights form the bedrock of the first Generation Rights. These rights are libertarian in character as they relate to the sanctity of the individual and his rights within the socio-political milieu in which he is located. The rights seek to protect and safeguard the individuals, whether alone or as a group, against the abuse of power, especially by political authority.

The rights contained in Chapter IV of the Constitution of the Federal Republic of Nigeria1999 in Sections 33 to 46, and the African Charter on Human and Peoples Rights are rights that are enforceable in our Courts of Law in Nigeria. These rights that are contained in Chapter IV are first generation right. They include:

1. Right to life - Section 33;

2. Right to dignity of human person - Section 34;

3. Right to personal liberty - Section 35;

4. Right to fair hearing — Section 36;

5. Right to private and family life, Section — 37;

6. Right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion - Section 38;

7. Right to freedom of expression and press — Section 39;

8. Right to peaceful assembly and association Section 40;

9. Right to freedom of movement Section - 41;

10. Right to freedom from discrimination - Section 42;

11. Right to acquire and own immoveable property anywhere in Nigeria — Section 43;

12. Compulsory acquisition of property — Section 44;

13. Restriction on and derogation from Fundamental Rights — Section 45;

14. Jurisdiction of High Court and Legal Aid — Section 46;

15. African Charter on Human and Peoples Rights which was ratified and re-enacted as municipal Law by the National Assembly on 17th of March, 1983 and came into force on the 21st of October, 1986.

Finally, to give concrete expression to the rights, section 46 empowers any person who alleges that any of the rights has been, is being or is likely to be contravened in relation to him to seek redress in any High Court and the court has the jurisdiction to make an appropriate order and issue such writs and give such directions as it may consider appropriate for the purpose of enforcing or securing the enforcement of the rights.

2.2.3
Threats/Violations of Human Rights in Nigerian Society Today
Nigeria is among the countries where human right abuses are recorded daily and virtually in all human endeavours. Below are some of the routinely abused human rights in Nigeria. 

A. Unlawful Violation of Civil, Political and Moral Rights (First Generation Rights) 
Nigerian citizens had their political rights violated through intimidation, undemocratic imposition of candidates for political offices, assassination and the huge finances on prebendal political environment (Akhaine and Chizea, 2011). Specifically, the violations of civil, political and moral rights include; 

i. Abuse of Right to Life: This human right violation is mostly found in torture and extra-judicial killings by government security operatives. For instance, Ero (2009) reported that over 20,000 civilians were massacred with other 50,000 displaced from their homes as a result of the brutal handling of the Niger – Delta crises by the Joint Military Task Force (JTF). Earlier, the death of about 50 persons on 25th February, 2008 was caused by the Nigerian police in Ogaminana outskirt of Okene in Kogi State. Akhaine and Chizea (2011) reported that 17 people were shot dead by security forces during a protest in Kaduna state on 17th April and another 118 killed on 27th April in the same state with several houses burnt. Abbah and Adetayo (2013) further observed that over 300 people were killed in the Fulani/Farmers clashes that lasted for 5 months in Nigeria. 

ii. Abuse of Right to Freedom of Movement: This human right violation is found in kidnapping and disappearance which has been on the increase in Nigeria. The situation is worst in Abia State due to cases of all forms of kidnapping: including kidnapping of children, women and other civilians (Kaluge, 2013). While Oyewale (2010) acknowledged the daily occurrence of domestic terrorism (brutal kidnapping) in the Niger-Delta between 2006 and 2009, Azania (2013) equally reported how Edo varsity lecturers lamented daily affairs kidnapping of their colleagues. This worrisome physical human right abuse is even preponderant all over Nigeria today. Criminal groups continued to abduct civilians in the Niger Delta and Southeast. On February 5, suspected pirates abducted four employees of Agip Oil in the waters of the southern Ijaw council area, in Bayelsa State. In June gunmen in speedboats abducted two Lebanese citizens working for a construction company in Bayelsa State and killed their two police bodyguards. Other parts of the country continued to experience a significant number of abductions. Prominent and wealthy figures were often targets of abduction. Kidnappers rarely announced political motives for abductions. For example, on September 21, kidnappers abducted former minister of finance Olu Falae from his farm in Ondo State and demanded 100 million naira for his release. Forced disappearances of young men in Adamawa, Borno, and Yobe States continues as Boko Haram conducts large-scale abductions in those states.
iii. Abuse of Right to Freedom of Religion: Contrary to the provision of secularity in Nigeria constitution, Adeniji (2008) and Oyeweso (2013) reported frequent human right abuses among cleric fundamentalists. According to Adeniji (2008), over 1,000 reported cases of clashes between the Christian and the Muslim adherents were recorded in Nigeria between 2001 and 2008. 

iv. Abuse of Right to Freedom of Assembly: The Nigerian government is known to oppose antigovernment protest and demonstration. For instance, on 3rd January 2009, police in Okeagbe, Ondo State allegedly killed and wounded some youths who demonstrated against local police extortion. Equally, political killings were reported by Ariyibi (2013) in Ekiti following clashes between rival political parties while Kayode-Ayodeji (2013) reported that rioters stripped a ruler naked after severe beating by angry mobs in Ogun State. Indeed, Akhaine and Chizea (2011) reported that some politicians in Nigeria maintain a retinue of thugs that often perpetuate acts of violence against their opponents. 

B. Unlawful Violation of the Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (Second Generation Rights) 
The citizens‟ entitlements violated under this kind of human right abuses are: 

i. Abuse of Right to Education: Although education is an instrument per excellence for effecting national development, it is regrettable to note that corruption, bribery and nepotism are ill vices in the Nigerian educational system. Equally, some state-owned universities do not give equal admission opportunities to all Nigerians while the university council considered some states in Nigeria as education less privileged. Indeed, Nigerian citizens are supposed to have free education as contained in the Fundamental Objectives and Directive Principles of State Policy, but in practice, some states and federal schools where this has been implemented students still pay fees. As a fall out of denial to right to education, Olubodun (2008) noted that 41 percent of the Nigerian children totalling 7.5 million were out of school in 1997 and by 2005 Acoording to statistics provided by Unicef in 2016. There are about 4.7 million Nigerian children that are out of school. This amounts to existence of denial of education rights. 

i. Violations of Right to Standard of Living: It is regrettable to note that this violation is been caused by the quantum of corruption in public services. Corruption has generally eaten deep into the fabric of Nigerian society. It is an abuse of the citizen’s rights to have corrupt leaders in the public services. According to Adetoro (2012) Nigeria as a cesspool of corruption still suffers denial to cheaper availability of fuel products arising from fuel subsidy scandal that led to over-invoicing of imported petroleum products. This happened in a country where over 70 percent of the populace lives below 1 dollar per day (UNDP, 2011). 

C. Unlawful Violation of Solidarity or Community Rights (Third Generation Rights) 
i. Abuse of Right to Clean and Healthy Environment: Certain segments of Nigerian society have been deprived of the right to safe, clean and healthy environment. For instance, the conflict in the Niger-Delta region is partly as a result of an abuse of environmental right. It is on this light that the environmental activists like Ken Saro Wiwa along with others were extra-judicially hanged by the government in 1995. Furthermore, Awah (2009) noted how the rights of women were frequently abused in Nigeria under trafficking circumstances. Equally, it was observed that out of about 8 million children destitute in Nigeria. 7 million of them constitute street beggars known as Almajirai in Northern Nigeria (Ahmed, 2007). 

ii. Prison/Prisoner’s Rights: The Nigerian prison system is nothing but a living hell. Those who came out of it after serving their sentences hardly get reformed; in fact they become hardened recidivists. Among the problems of the Nigerian prison system is the existence of a large population of those awaiting trial. This always leads to congestion in the prison cells as a result of deficit in prison infrastructures (Ndifon, 2013). These conditions are outright acts of violation of the human rights of the inmates. Equally, prisoner’s right to court is impeded by failure to provide vehicles to convey them to court and inadequate medical care is impeded by shortage of health facilities. 

iii. Abuses of the Right to Self Determination: The struggle for freedom or self-determination has been at the frontline of most agitators from different ethnic nationals in Nigeria. This right to self-determination has been the major agitation by the Niger Delta people, the Movement for the Actualization of the sovereign states of Biafra (MASSOB) and indigenous people of Biafra (IPOB). The struggle often leads to armed conflict resulting to loss of lives and properties among others. Indeed, the Human Rights Watch (2014) observed that more than 15,700 people had been killed in inter communal, political and sectarian violence 2010-2014. Today, the causalities figure would have been doubled due to the insurgent activities of Boko Haram.

2.2.5 
Concept of social media and hashtags

The concept of social media refers to online platforms and websites designed for user-generated content, interaction, and networking. Social media platforms facilitate the creation, sharing, and exchange of information in various forms, including text, images, and videos. They play a pivotal role in shaping contemporary communication dynamics, providing individuals with the means to connect, express opinions, and engage in virtual communities (Boyd & Ellison, 2007). In the context of social activism, these platforms serve as powerful tools for mobilization and dissemination of information, democratizing the ability of individuals and groups to amplify their voices and advocate for social change (Castells, 2015).

The use of hashtags on social media represents a notable and effective strategy within the realm of online activism. A hashtag is a metadata tag preceded by the symbol "#" that categorizes content and facilitates its discoverability by others interested in a particular topic. Hashtags serve as digital rallying points, enabling users to join and contribute to broader conversations related to specific issues or movements (Bruns & Burgess, 2011). For instance, during the #EndSARS protests in Nigeria, the hashtag became a unifying element, connecting disparate voices and providing a cohesive identity to the movement. This not only increased the visibility of the cause but also enabled users to track and participate in discussions surrounding the issue (Omotayo, 2020).

The strategic use of hashtags empowers activists to create a shared online space where information can be centralized and disseminated rapidly. This tactic leverages the networked nature of social media, allowing individuals to engage in a collective dialogue that transcends geographical boundaries. The adoption of hashtags contributes to the virality of content, making it more likely to trend and reach a broader audience. However, while hashtags enhance the reach and visibility of social activism, they also expose movements to challenges such as co-option or dilution of their intended message, highlighting the need for a nuanced understanding of their impact in the context of online activism (Tufekci, 2017).

2.2.4
Role of the Social Media in Combating Human Right Abuses
Ndolo (2006) asserts that “people choose to attend to particular media channels or types of content for a varied generality of gratification. These gratifications parallel and compliment the functions of the media for society”. The social media have a very crucial role and function to play in the combating of human rights in Nigeria. The media, according to Asemah (2011), are agents of social change that can bring about positive attitudinal change in the audience; they set agenda for the people to follow in any society. The social media are crucial to opinion formulation and eventual outcomes of events. The social media today are champions of human rights, from twitter to facebook, people are speaking out from their communities. They act as the eyes, ears and voices of the public, drawing attention to abuses of power and human rights in just a click. Through social media hashtags, post, tweets and retweets, they have made governments and civil society organisations to effect changes that will improve the quality of people’s lives. Chiefly among this roles are:

Social Media Activism: social media activism is a broad category of activism that utilizes the new media communication technologies for social and political movements. Methods of social media activism include creating hashtags, creating online viral video and audio messages, spreading information about protests, and organizing online campaigns to draw attention to a particular issue. It is employs grassroots activists to spread information not available via mainstream media or to share censored news stories and raise awareness about human right and good governance. The use of social media allows for information to be shared instantly by, and with, anyone with access to the technology. Mobile phones also provided the possibility to communicate in real time, either through text messages, online communications, or via telephone calls with anyone anywhere around the world. This has given voice to human right activism all over the world. Social media platforms have proved to be an effective tool to create awareness about human right in Nigeria. A very good example was the #bringbackourgirls campaign that took the world by surprise. The #BBOG hashtag is credited to one lawyer Ibrahim M. Abdullahi, who sought to back calls by Obiageli Ezekwesili demanding the return of the Chibok girls. His tweet read; ‘‘Yes, BringBackOurDaughters #BringBackOurDaughters #BringBackOurGirls declared by @obyezeks and all people at Port Harcourt World Book Capital 2014”. With the instrumentality of BBOG Nigeria, the #BringBackOurGirls hashtag ‘caught fire’ in the wake of the abduction of the girls, #BBOG was tweeted over 400,000 times by people from all over the world. It seemed that the world was looking for the abducted girls. Making the then Britain Prime Minister David Cameroon to use the #bringbackourgirls and so many other world leaders. Others include; #OpenNASS campaign which has led to increased awareness on the importance of transparency in the National Assembly. Social media activism also brought to lime light the two case of abduction. The ‘‘Ese Ororu gate,’‘ which involved an alleged case of abduction of a young girl from Bayelsa State to Kano State, the case is currently pending before the courts. Then the ‘‘Ikorodu Girls” in Lagos where abductors kidnapped three school girls from a secondary school in Lagos. And when on the sixth day, all three girls were rescued successfully. Online activism is also a great alternative to those who live in rural or small town areas as well as those who don’t have access to transportation in order to travel to protest. 

The crime scene at your fingertips: Similar to journalists, human rights researchers cannot cover all places at once and may be denied access to a potential crime scene altogether. The surge in citizen journalism and social media platforms over the last decade has led to a torrent of potential evidence of human rights violations. Combined with powerful tools such as Google Earth, investigators now have hundreds of potential crime scenes at their fingertips. The scene of the class between the Nigerian military and the IPOB was captured by the participant who took part in the protest. They captured how the Nigerian Army opened fire on the protesters; this was in turn used by amnesty in international for their report. 
Reporting and Monitoring of Human Right Abuse: the social plays a vital role in human right violations reporting and monitoring. Victims of human right abuses no longer have to wait for the mainstream media to give them coverage before they bring to the public knowledge or appropriate authorities the violations they are going through. In just a click with a video, audio or written massage you are live to the world to hear your story. Also the United Nation Human right watch and amnesty international are also using the social media to monitor human right violation across the globe. They do this through constant feedback they get from activist on ground across the globe. They also receive petitions from individual through their various handles and email. Recently Amnesty international accused the Nigeria of killing not less than 150 members of IPOB with video evidence of the massacre at Nkpor in Anambra State from 29 to 30th of May 2016 as they celebrate Biafra Remembrance Day and that of Ngwa high school on the 8th of February in a prayer service (Amnesty, 2016).

This video evidence were uploaded online by the protesters and with their method of verification, they were accepted as evidence. Similarly, extensive mobile phone use in Nigeria means that more people are connected and they can be reached in previously remote and isolated areas. This makes possible that any crime against humanity wherever it takes place in Nigeria, will get to the appropriate authority.

Furthermore, by providing opportunities for people to speak for themselves about their hopes and fears, their achievements and the impact of actions of other people much more powerful than them, the social media has given voice to the voiceless.  

Watchdog of the Society: The social media can also act as the watchdog of the society by combating human rights abuses in Nigeria. The social media serve as an effective media for educating and informing people of human rights and also, making those who often trample on people’s rights to know that they are doing the wrong thing. Through the social media, the people can be aware of their fundamental human rights and the constitutional protection of their rights. Through constant vigilance on infringement of human rights and by exposing police brutality and repression, the social media have caused a significant rise in public awareness of these issues. The social media can be used to fight against child trafficking and women trafficking in Nigeria and the world beyond. This implies that the social media can create awareness about gender issues. In societies where human abuses are rampant, the social media can be used to raise international and national awareness of human rights. 

Social media as evidence:  there are three stages towards this step discovery, verification and delivery. While journalists look at how to turn these contents of human right abuse into stories. Human right watch organisations are looking into turning stories into evidence for use in advocacy and courts. While a YouTube video showing how the Nigerian Army opened fire on the Shiite group in Kaduna might be a newsworthy story, it is of less interest to a human rights investigator, as it depicts a crime scene. 
    Other roles the social media can play include:

 Exposing cases of human rights abuses and violations; 

 To expose perpetrators of human rights abuses for moral condemnation and legal    actions; 

To publicise the plights of victims for people to know or see, so that they could wake up, react and demand for justice; 

 To discourage human rights abuses. 

To help secure redress or compensation for victims; 

To enlighten and sensitise the general public on possible human rights violations; 

 To assist law enforcement officials and human rights groups to track down cases of human rights abuses; and

To educate the people on how to use appropriate communication channels to articulate their views and give expressions to their aspirations.

2.2.5
Limitation to Using Social Media to Combat Human Right Abuses in Nigeria

We have to be careful not to view social media (and accompanying mobile apps) as a universal solution to tackle the challenges of human rights monitoring. In fact, poor infrastructural development in Nigeria and, poor access to technology can easily lead to the underreporting of human rights violations. Relying excessively on citizen journalism and social media thus bears the risk of overlooking abuses. Just because it did not show up on Twitter feed or Facebook do not mean it’s not happening. Other imitations include;
Illiteracy: The inability to read and write constitutes a serious challenge to the enforcement of Fundamental Rights in Nigeria. A good number of the people in Nigeria are illiterate who cannot appreciate or understand what rights they have; this means freedom of expression have very little meaning to them. With loss of their freedom of expression goes their right to participate meaningfully in the Government. Social media usage demands a level of technical knowhow, and the language aspect also provides huge challenge. Ones have to be able to read and write before they can think of reporting the abuse they face. Illiterates will find it difficult to make use of the social media.

 Poverty: Poverty is also, one of the greatest challenges to the use of social media in combating human right abuses in Nigeria, especially under the present dispensation. According to Orimobi (2011) Poverty has the following characteristics:
i. Inability for one to have the means to satisfy the necessities of life.

ii. Undernourishment or malnutrition, and

iii. Wretched and degrading shelter, shabby clothing and lack of any kind of luxury.

For to be able to access the social media, there are some basic gadgets needed to do that, and even when those gadgets are procured, there is still a service to paid for. This makes poverty a very big limitation to the use of the social media in combating human right abuses.

Orimobi (2011) stated that it is very difficult to claim that majority of our people cannot be categorized as poor, in the present setting, where people are living below poverty level of $1 per day, despite the huge resources the country is sitting on. Thus Aguda cited in Orimobi (2011) observed that “the practical actualization of most of the human right cannot be achieved in a Country like ours where millions are living below starvation, in circumstances of this nature Fundamental Right provision enshrined in the Constitution are nothing but meaningless jargon to all those of our people living below or just at starvation level”.

Or it is right to dignity of human person section 34 of the 1999 Constitution? When many                 teeming population of our able bodied citizens are unemployed. How can you live a              dignified life as a human being when you cannot help yourself?

To think that a very poor person can have a meaningful hearing in Court in the pursuit of his right real or imaginary is to live in fool’s paradise (Orimobi, 2011). The right to freedom of movement would flourish and make sense where there exist good roads, waterways and airways at costs that are affordable by all or majority of the citizens. The fact that there appears to be an increase in crime rate in Nigeria is itself a challenge to the enforcement of human right. Where is right of freedom of movement, right to own property, right to personal liberty when you are not sure who will be the next to be kidnapped either by ritualist or kidnappers for ransom?

The degree of insecurity has manifested by the recent invention of the Crime of Kidnapping “Caging” with metal rods all available opening in dwelling houses, even electricity meters outside are “caged” as well. The right to personal liberty is not enhanced when prevailing circumstances make false imprisonment a wise option.

In spite of the existence of human right provisions in our constitution, the Nigerian Police are still detaining people for long periods of time without charging them to Court for trials. The officials of the Customs and Exercise chasing smugglers at high speed on our highways in for the seizure of banned imported items without any Warrant from Court when it was due to their inability to guard our borders that led to the presence of banned imported items in the first place (Orimobi, 2011).

2.3

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

This work is anchored on the diffusion of innovation and agenda setting theory.

2.3.1
Diffusion of Innovation Theory

The diffusion of innovation theory was proposed by Everest Rodgers in 1962. It originated in communication to explain how over time, an idea or product gains momentum and diffuses or spreads, through a specific population or system (Asemah, 2017, p.109). The end result of this diffusion is that people, as part of social system adopt new idea, behaviour or product. Adoption means that a person does something differently than what they had previously. The key to adoption is that the person must perceive the idea, behaviour or product as new or innovative. Diffusion is the process by which an innovation is communicated through certain channels overtime among members of a social system. An innovation is an idea, practice or object that is perceived as new by an individual. 

The theory is relevant to the study because social media can and is being adopted by both Human right watch organisation and individual as a tool or an innovation in monitoring human right abuses in Nigerian and reporting such abuses. Amnesty international is one of the organisations at the fore front of monitoring human right abuse using the social media. They can receive complaints from their twitter, facebook handle, through which they monitor these abuses, verify it and make appropriate statement or demands to governments or individuals. Individuals sitting at the comfort of their homes are also reporting these abuses and creating awareness about human right in Nigeria. Citizen journalists are reporting directly from crime scene and petitioning the appropriate authorities. The social media have created a diffusion where by audience don’t wait for the main stream media to cover events for them, rather they are reporting the stories themselves.

2.3.2
Agenda Setting Theory  

According to Asemah, et al (2017, p.74) “the major assumption of the theory is that the media set agenda for the public to follow”. Agenda setting theory says that the media are not always successful at telling us what to think, but they are quite successful at telling us what to think about. The theory was proposed by Maxwell McCombs and Donald L. Shaw in (1972/1973). According to McCombs and Shaw (1972), cited in Asemah (2011), in choosing and displaying news, editors, newsroom staff and broadcasters play an important part in shaping political reality. Readers learn not only about a given issue, but how much importance to attach to the issues from the amount of information in a news story and its positions. Wimmer and Dominick (2000) observe that the theory on agenda setting by the media proposes that the public agenda or what kind of things people discuss, think and worry about is powerfully shaped and directed by what the media choose to publicise.  Folarin (1998) notes that the agenda setting theory implies that the media pre-determine what issues are regarded as important at any given time in a given society. 

The theory is therefore relevant to the study because the social media can be used to set the agenda of human rights in Nigeria, so that the people will think along that line. And with the hash tag quality of social media, the issues of human right can go viral and turn to topic of discussion for the Nigerian populace.

2.4

EMPIRICAL REVIEW
Social media activism has become a prominent force in shaping public opinion, influencing perspectives on a range of issues. Empirical studies and research provide valuable insights into the impact of online activism on public opinion.

Research by Tufekci (2017) on hashtag activism highlights the significant influence these movements wield. Hashtags, such as #BlackLivesMatter and #MeToo, create online spaces where narratives coalesce, allowing public sentiment to crystallize around social justice issues.

Stud
ies like those conducted by Bennett & Segerberg (2012) emphasize how social media amplifies voices that might otherwise go unheard. The democratization of information dissemination enables individuals and marginalized groups to contribute to public discourse, shaping opinions.

Research by Penney (2017) underscores the impact of emotional appeal and storytelling in social media activism. Personal narratives shared on platforms like Facebook and Twitter evoke empathy, influencing public sentiment and garnering support for various causes.

Empirical studies by Bakshy et al. (2011) delve into the mechanics of information diffusion on social media. Understanding the factors that contribute to the virality of content allows for a deeper comprehension of how activism messages spread and shape public opinion.

Noble's work (2018) explores the concept of counter publics formed through social media activism. Subaltern voices find expression in these digital spaces, challenging mainstream narratives and introducing alternative perspectives to public discourse.

Studies like those by Barberá et al. (2015) examine the role of social media in contributing to polarization. The algorithmic presentation of content can lead to filter bubbles, influencing public opinion by reinforcing pre-existing beliefs and limiting exposure to diverse viewpoints.

Research by Valenzuela et al. (2012) investigates the link between online activism and political participation. Findings suggest that engaging in digital activism can translate into offline civic engagement, indicating a nuanced interplay between online and offline public opinion shaping.

Empirical studies by Mendoza et al. (2010) explore the role of influencers in social media activism. Individuals with large online followings can sway public opinion through their endorsements and advocacy, demonstrating the power of influential figures in shaping collective attitudes.

While social media activism has transformative potential, studies such as those by boyd (2010) underscore the challenges and ethical considerations. Issues like misinformation, digital divides, and the potential co-optation of movements raise questions about the nuanced impact of online activism on public opinion.

These empirical studies collectively illuminate the multifaceted impact of social media activism on public opinion, offering valuable insights for understanding the complexities of online discourse and its role in shaping societal perspectives.
CHAPTER THREE
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
3.1
RESEARCH DESIGN
This study examines the Influence of Social Media on Human Right Advocacy among the youths in kwara state. It is a survey study and so this research adopted a descriptive design to elicit information on the characteristics of the respondents.

3.2
Research Method

Primary data will be collected for this research. The researchers employed survey and interview The integration of survey and methodologies in this research allows for a comprehensive investigation into the quantitative trends (through the survey) and a detailed exploration of the qualitative nuances and individual experiences (through interviews). 

3.3
Population of the Study

The population for the study consists of all social media user in Kwara State that often participate in human right advocacy in kwara state. It is estimated to be three Million Five Hundred and Four fouty nine Thousand  (3.39 million 549,000) which is the average number of social media users in Kwara State (Media Reach, 2025).

3.4
Sampling Technique 

Multi-stage sampling technique was adopted for the survey. Stratified sampling technique was used to select social media users in Kwara State in order to give a better representation.

3.5
Sample Size 

Kwara State will be divided into three senatorial districts Kwara Central, Kwara South and Kwara North. Kwara Central was randomly selected from the senatorial districts which covers four local governments which include Asa, Ilorin East, Ilorin South and Ilorin West. 
In agreement with Wimmer and Dominick (2006) Ilorin South was purposively selected based on several factors and characteristics they possess.
Snowball sampling technique will be used to select areas/location for the administration of the questionnaire. Five locations in the LGA where people buy or subscribe for the newspapers were selected for the study. Finally, convenience sampling method was used to identify social media users who actively participate in online human right advocacy from the selected locations giving a total of One Hundred and Fifty (150).

3.6
Data Collection Instrument

A structured questionnaire that has been carefully created to gather data pertinent to the research objectives was used for data collection. Face-to face mode of questionnaire administration was also used.

3.7
Validity and Reliability of the Instrument

The content of the questionnaire has undergone thorough review and validation by experts in the fields of media studies and survey methodology to ensure it accurately reflects the research objectives. 

Rigorous steps have also been taken to enhance the validity and reliability of the research instrument. These efforts aim to ensure that the data collected accurately represents the phenomenon under investigation and can be confidently used to draw meaningful conclusions about the influence of social media on human right advocacy among Nigerian youths.

3.8
Data Collection Method

Questionnaires will be distributed to the subjects used in the study. The researcher appealed to the respondents to complete the questionnaires within the premises to ease out the stress of collecting the questionnaires. The information obtained through oral interview by the researcher was guided by interview guide where the questions to be asked were listed so that the researcher won’t miss out on any important questions.

3.9
Data Analysis Method

To facilitate accurate analysis of data, the researcher employed descriptive method of analysis. The descriptive statistics incorporate the use of frequency counts, percentages and mean to find the relationship between variables.
CHAPTER FOUR
DATA PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS
4.1
Introduction 
This chapter is concerned with presentation, analysis and interpretation of data tested with regard to the research objectives stated in chapter one.

4.2
Data Presentation 
In this section, the responses to questionnaire are presented and analyzed using the simple percentage for comparison. The presentations and analysis are as stated below. 

Table 4.2.1: Questionnaire Distribution and Collected

	Questionnaire
	Frequency
	Percentage (%)

	Number of questionnaires distributed
	150
	100

	Number of questionnaires returned
	110
	73.3

	Number of questionnaires not returned
	40
	26.7


Source: Field Survey, 2024

For the analysis, the researcher made use of the number of returned questionnaires which is one hundred and ten (110).

4.2.2
Presentation of Data According to Research Objectives

Key:
SA = Strongly Agree (5)

A = Agree (4)

U = Undecided (3)
SD = Strongly disagree (2)

D = Disagree (1)
Research Objective 1: To examine the extent to which information credibility on social media platforms influences the efficacy of human rights advocacy among Nigerian youth.

Table 4.2.2.1: 
	Questions
	SA

(%)
	A

(%)
	U

(%)
	SD

(%)
	D

(%)
	Mean

	The information shared on social media regarding human rights issues is generally credible.
	45

40.9%
	40

36.4%
	0

0.0%
	5

4.5%
	20

18.2%
	3.77

	I feel confident in the accuracy of human rights advocacy information I come across on social media.
	54

49.1%
	26

23.6%
	10

9.1%
	1

0.9%
	19

17.3%
	3.86

	Information credibility significantly impacts the effectiveness of human rights advocacy on social media.
	53

48.2%
	37

33.6%
	5

4.5%
	5

4.5%
	10

9.1%
	4.07

	Social media platforms are reliable sources for staying informed about human rights issues.
	36

32.7%
	36

32.7%
	0

0%
	18

16.4%
	20

18.2%
	3.45


	I trust the authenticity of the information shared by human rights advocates on social media.
	33

30.0%
	27
24.5%
	10

9.1%
	10

9.1%
	30

27.3%
	3.21


	Misinformation on social media undermines the effectiveness of human rights advocacy.
	45

40.9%
	30

27.3%
	5

4.5%
	10

9.1%
	20

18.2%
	3.64


	Human rights messages on social media are often supported by reliable evidence.
	54

49.1%
	26

23.6%
	
10

9.1%
	1

0.9%
	19

17.3%
	3.86


	Social media enhances the credibility of human rights campaigns.
	53

48.2%
	37

33.6%
	5

4.5%
	5

4.5%
	10

9.1%
	4.07

	I can discern between credible and unreliable human rights information on social media.
	36

32.7%
	36

32.7%
	0

0%
	18

16.4%
	20

18.2%
	3.45


	The credibility of information shared influences my engagement in human rights advocacy on social media.
	33

30.0%
	27
24.5%
	10

9.1%
	10

9.1%
	30

27.3%
	3.21

	Total 
	3.66


Source: Field Survey, 2024.

INTERPRETATION

The information shared on social media regarding human rights issues is generally credible.

The majority of respondents (40.9%) strongly agree that the information shared on social media about human rights issues is generally credible. An additional 36.4% agree, indicating a significant overall positive perception of credibility.

The mean score of 3.77 suggests a generally positive sentiment, with the majority leaning towards agreement.

I feel confident in the accuracy of human rights advocacy information I come across on social media.

A substantial percentage (49.1%) strongly agrees that they feel confident in the accuracy of human rights advocacy information on social media. The mean score of 3.86 further reinforces a high level of confidence, with a majority expressing strong agreement.

Information credibility significantly impacts the effectiveness of human rights advocacy on social media.

A considerable proportion (48.2%) strongly agrees that information credibility significantly impacts the effectiveness of human rights advocacy on social media. The mean score of 4.07 indicates a strong consensus on the importance of information credibility in enhancing the effectiveness of advocacy efforts.

Social media platforms are reliable sources for staying informed about human rights issues.

While a substantial number (32.7%) strongly agree that social media is a reliable source for human rights information, a similar percentage (32.7%) agree, resulting in a balanced perception. The mean score of 3.45 suggests a moderate level of agreement regarding the reliability of social media for staying informed about human rights issues.

I trust the authenticity of the information shared by human rights advocates on social media.

The data indicates mixed opinions, with 30.0% strongly agreeing, while 27.3% disagree. The mean score of 3.21 suggests a moderate level of trust, but the split responses indicate a more nuanced perspective on the authenticity of information shared by human rights advocates on social media.

Misinformation on social media undermines the effectiveness of human rights advocacy.

A significant proportion (40.9%) strongly agrees that misinformation on social media undermines the effectiveness of human rights advocacy. The mean score of 3.64 reinforces the concern about the negative impact of misinformation on advocacy efforts.

Human rights messages on social media are often supported by reliable evidence.

The majority (49.1%) strongly agrees that human rights messages on social media are often supported by reliable evidence. The mean score of 3.86 reflects a high level of agreement, indicating a positive perception of the evidential support for human rights messages on social media.

Social media enhances the credibility of human rights campaigns.

A substantial percentage (48.2%) strongly agrees that social media enhances the credibility of human rights campaigns. The mean score of 4.07 reinforces a strong consensus on the positive impact of social media in enhancing the credibility of human rights campaigns.

I can discern between credible and unreliable human rights information on social media.

Respondents are divided, with 32.7% strongly agreeing that they can discern between credible and unreliable information, and an equal percentage (32.7%) agreeing. The mean score of 3.45 suggests a moderate level of confidence in the ability to distinguish between credible and unreliable human rights information on social media.

The credibility of information shared influences my engagement in human rights advocacy on social media.

The data indicates mixed opinions, with 30.0% strongly agreeing, while 27.3% disagree that the credibility of information influences their engagement. The mean score of 3.21 suggests a moderate level of agreement, but the divided responses indicate a more nuanced perspective on the influence of credibility on engagement in human rights advocacy on social media.

In summary, the survey results generally indicate positive perceptions of the credibility of information on social media related to human rights issues. However, there are nuanced views on trust, misinformation concerns, and the impact of credibility on engagement, highlighting the complex nature of attitudes towards social media in the context of human rights advocacy.
Research Objective 2: To assess the impact of echo chambers and filter bubbles on the inclusivity and diversity of perspectives in youth-led human rights advocacy on social media.

Table 4.2.2.2: 
	Questions
	SA

(%)
	A

(%)
	U

(%)
	SD

(%)
	D

(%)
	Mean

	Social media exposes me to a diverse range of perspectives on human rights issues.
	54

49.1%
	26

23.6%
	10

9.1%
	1

0.9%
	19

17.3%
	3.86

	I often encounter viewpoints on social media that challenge my preexisting beliefs about human rights.
	53

48.2%
	37

33.6%
	5

4.5%
	5

4.5%
	10

9.1%
	4.07

	My social media feed tends to present a variety of opinions on human rights topics.
	36

32.7%
	36

32.7%
	0

0%
	18

16.4%
	20

18.2%
	3.45


	Echo chambers on social media limit the diversity of perspectives in human rights discussions.
	33

30.0%
	27
24.5%
	10

9.1%
	10

9.1%
	30

27.3%
	3.21


	I actively seek out diverse perspectives on human rights issues through social media.
	45

40.9%
	30

27.3%
	5

4.5%
	10

9.1%
	20

18.2%
	3.64


	Filter bubbles influence the way I perceive human rights advocacy efforts on social media.
	53

48.2%
	37

33.6%
	5

4.5%
	5

4.5%
	10

9.1%
	4.07

	I feel comfortable engaging with individuals who hold different opinions on human rights issues.
	36

32.7%
	36

32.7%
	0

0%
	18

16.4%
	20

18.2%
	3.45


	Social media algorithms contribute to the creation of echo chambers within human rights discussions.
	33

30.0%
	27
24.5%
	10

9.1%
	10

9.1%
	30

27.3%
	3.21

	Exposure to diverse perspectives on social media enhances the quality of human rights discourse.
	53

48.2%
	37

33.6%
	5

4.5%
	5

4.5%
	10

9.1%
	4.07

	The prevalence of echo chambers hinders the inclusivity of youth-led human rights advocacy on social media.
	36

32.7%
	36

32.7%
	0

0%
	18

16.4%
	20

18.2%
	3.45


	Total 
	3.659


Source: Field Survey, 2024.

INTERPRETATION

Social media exposes me to a diverse range of perspectives on human rights issues.

A significant majority (49.1%) strongly agrees that social media exposes them to a diverse range of perspectives on human rights issues. The mean score of 3.86 indicates a high level of agreement, suggesting that respondents perceive social media as a platform offering a broad spectrum of viewpoints.

I often encounter viewpoints on social media that challenge my preexisting beliefs about human rights.

A substantial proportion (48.2%) strongly agrees that they often encounter viewpoints on social media challenging their preexisting beliefs about human rights. The mean score of 4.07 reflects a strong consensus that social media serves as a platform for encountering diverse and challenging perspectives.

My social media feed tends to present a variety of opinions on human rights topics.

While 32.7% strongly agree and an equal percentage agree that their social media feed presents a variety of opinions on human rights topics, 16.4% strongly disagree. The mean score of 3.45 suggests a moderate level of agreement, but the presence of strong disagreement indicates varying perceptions regarding the diversity of opinions in social media feeds.

Echo chambers on social media limit the diversity of perspectives in human rights discussions.

A moderate proportion (30.0%) strongly agrees that echo chambers on social media limit the diversity of perspectives in human rights discussions. The mean score of 3.21 suggests a moderate level of agreement, with some respondents expressing concerns about the limiting impact of echo chambers.

I actively seek out diverse perspectives on human rights issues through social media.

A substantial number (40.9%) strongly agrees that they actively seek out diverse perspectives on human rights issues through social media. The mean score of 3.64 indicates a relatively high level of agreement, suggesting that respondents are proactive in seeking diverse viewpoints.

Filter bubbles influence the way I perceive human rights advocacy efforts on social media.

A significant majority (48.2%) strongly agrees that filter bubbles influence the way they perceive human rights advocacy efforts on social media. The mean score of 4.07 reflects a strong consensus that filter bubbles play a significant role in shaping perceptions of human rights advocacy.

I feel comfortable engaging with individuals who hold different opinions on human rights issues.

While 32.7% strongly agree and an equal percentage agree that they feel comfortable engaging with individuals who hold different opinions, 16.4% strongly disagree. The mean score of 3.45 suggests a moderate level of agreement, but the presence of strong disagreement indicates varying comfort levels in engaging with diverse opinions.

Social media algorithms contribute to the creation of echo chambers within human rights discussions.

A moderate proportion (30.0%) strongly agrees that social media algorithms contribute to the creation of echo chambers within human rights discussions. The mean score of 3.21 suggests a moderate level of agreement, with some respondents acknowledging the role of algorithms in shaping echo chambers.

Exposure to diverse perspectives on social media enhances the quality of human rights discourse.

A significant majority (48.2%) strongly agrees that exposure to diverse perspectives on social media enhances the quality of human rights discourse. The mean score of 4.07 reflects a strong consensus that diversity in perspectives contributes positively to the quality of human rights discussions.

The prevalence of echo chambers hinders the inclusivity of youth-led human rights advocacy on social media.

While 32.7% strongly agree and an equal percentage agree that the prevalence of echo chambers hinders inclusivity, 16.4% strongly disagree. The mean score of 3.45 suggests a moderate level of agreement, but the presence of strong disagreement indicates varying perceptions regarding the impact of echo chambers on inclusivity.

In summary, the survey results suggest that respondents generally perceive social media as a platform for diverse perspectives and challenging viewpoints. However, there are varying opinions regarding the impact of echo chambers, filter bubbles, and the inclusivity of human rights advocacy efforts on social media, indicating a nuanced understanding of these phenomena among the surveyed individuals.
Research Objective 3: To investigate the challenges posed by online censorship and surveillance on the freedom of expression and activism of Nigerian youth engaging in human rights advocacy through social media.

Table 4.2.2.3: 
	Questions
	SA

(%)
	A

(%)
	U

(%)
	SD

(%)
	D

(%)
	Mean

	I feel cautious about expressing my opinions on human rights issues due to online surveillance.
	36

32.7%
	36

32.7%
	0

0%
	18

16.4%
	20

18.2%
	3.45


	Online censorship poses a significant threat to freedom of expression in human rights advocacy.
	33

30.0%
	27
24.5%
	10

9.1%
	10

9.1%
	30

27.3%
	3.21


	I believe that online surveillance inhibits the effectiveness of youth-led human rights activism on social media.
	45

40.9%
	30

27.3%
	5

4.5%
	10

9.1%
	20

18.2%
	3.64


	Fear of online censorship influences the way I participate in human rights discussions on social media.
	53

48.2%
	37

33.6%
	5

4.5%
	5

4.5%
	10

9.1%
	4.07

	I am aware of the potential risks of online surveillance when engaging in human rights advocacy.
	36

32.7%
	36

32.7%
	0

0%
	18

16.4%
	20

18.2%
	3.45


	Online censorship limits my ability to express dissenting opinions on social media.
	33

30.0%
	27
24.5%
	10

9.1%
	10

9.1%
	30

27.3%
	3.21

	I feel empowered to express my views on human rights issues despite online surveillance.
	53

48.2%
	37

33.6%
	5

4.5%
	5

4.5%
	10

9.1%
	4.07

	Online censorship negatively impacts the diversity of human rights advocacy content on social media.
	36

32.7%
	36

32.7%
	0

0%
	18

16.4%
	20

18.2%
	3.45


	I actively seek ways to circumvent online censorship in my human rights advocacy efforts.
	36

32.7%
	36

32.7%
	0

0%
	18

16.4%
	20

18.2%
	3.45


	The fear of online surveillance influences my level of engagement in youth-led human rights advocacy on social media.
	33

30.0%
	27
24.5%
	10

9.1%
	10

9.1%
	30

27.3%
	3.21


	Total 
	3.7


Source: Field Survey, 2024.

INTERPRETATION

I feel cautious about expressing my opinions on human rights issues due to online surveillance.

A substantial percentage (32.7%) strongly agrees that they feel cautious about expressing opinions due to online surveillance, while an equal percentage agrees. The mean score of 3.45 indicates a moderate level of agreement, suggesting that a significant portion of respondents is cautious about expressing opinions on human rights issues due to online surveillance.

Online censorship poses a significant threat to freedom of expression in human rights advocacy.

A moderate proportion (30.0%) strongly agrees that online censorship poses a significant threat to freedom of expression, while 24.5% agree. The mean score of 3.21 suggests a moderate level of agreement, indicating concerns about the impact of online censorship on freedom of expression in human rights advocacy.

I believe that online surveillance inhibits the effectiveness of youth-led human rights activism on social media.

A considerable majority (40.9%) strongly agrees that online surveillance inhibits the effectiveness of youth-led human rights activism, while 27.3% agree. The mean score of 3.64 indicates a relatively high level of agreement, suggesting a consensus that online surveillance poses challenges to the effectiveness of youth-led activism on social media.

Fear of online censorship influences the way I participate in human rights discussions on social media.

A significant majority (48.2%) strongly agrees that fear of online censorship influences their participation in human rights discussions, while 33.6% agree. The mean score of 4.07 indicates a high level of agreement, suggesting that the fear of online censorship significantly influences respondents' participation in human rights discussions on social media.

I am aware of the potential risks of online surveillance when engaging in human rights advocacy.

A substantial percentage (32.7%) strongly agrees that they are aware of the potential risks of online surveillance, while an equal percentage agrees. The mean score of 3.45 indicates a moderate level of agreement, suggesting that respondents are generally aware of the risks associated with online surveillance in human rights advocacy.

Online censorship limits my ability to express dissenting opinions on social media.

A moderate proportion (30.0%) strongly agrees that online censorship limits their ability to express dissenting opinions, while 24.5% agree. The mean score of 3.21 suggests a moderate level of agreement, indicating concerns about the impact of online censorship on expressing dissenting opinions on social media.

I feel empowered to express my views on human rights issues despite online surveillance.

A significant majority (48.2%) strongly agrees that they feel empowered to express views despite online surveillance, while 33.6% agree. The mean score of 4.07 indicates a high level of agreement, suggesting that respondents feel empowered to express their views on human rights issues despite the presence of online surveillance.

Online censorship negatively impacts the diversity of human rights advocacy content on social media.

A substantial percentage (32.7%) strongly agrees that online censorship negatively impacts the diversity of content, while an equal percentage agrees. The mean score of 3.45 indicates a moderate level of agreement, suggesting concerns about the impact of online censorship on the diversity of human rights advocacy content on social media.

I actively seek ways to circumvent online censorship in my human rights advocacy efforts.

A moderate proportion (32.7%) strongly agrees that they actively seek ways to circumvent online censorship, while an equal percentage agrees. The mean score of 3.45 indicates a moderate level of agreement, suggesting that respondents actively seek ways to navigate around online censorship in their advocacy efforts.

The fear of online surveillance influences my level of engagement in youth-led human rights advocacy on social media.

A substantial percentage (30.0%) strongly agrees that the fear of online surveillance influences their level of engagement, while 24.5% agree. The mean score of 3.21 suggests a moderate level of agreement, indicating that respondents feel the fear of online surveillance influences their engagement in youth-led human rights advocacy on social media.

In summary, the survey results reveal widespread concerns about the impact of online censorship and surveillance on freedom of expression, activism effectiveness, and the diversity of content in youth-led human rights advocacy on social media. The fear of online censorship significantly influences respondents' participation and engagement in these advocacy efforts.
Research Objective 4: To analyze the implications of the digital divide on the accessibility and participation of diverse youth groups in online human rights advocacy efforts in Nigeria.

Table 4.2.2.4:
	Questions
	SA

(%)
	A

(%)
	U

(%)
	SD

(%)
	D

(%)
	Mean

	I have reliable access to the internet for participating in online human rights advocacy.
	33

30.0%
	27
24.5%
	10

9.1%
	10

9.1%
	30

27.3%
	3.21

	The digital divide affects the inclusivity of youth from different socioeconomic backgrounds in online advocacy.
	53

48.2%
	37

33.6%
	5

4.5%
	5

4.5%
	10

9.1%
	4.07

	Limited access to technology hinders the active participation of some youth in human rights campaigns on social media.
	36

32.7%
	36

32.7%
	0

0%
	18

16.4%
	20

18.2%
	3.45


	I believe the digital divide contributes to inequalities in the impact of online human rights advocacy.
	36

32.7%
	36

32.7%
	0

0%
	18

16.4%
	20

18.2%
	3.45


	Youth from rural areas face challenges in accessing online platforms for human rights advocacy.
	33

30.0%
	27
24.5%
	10

9.1%
	10

9.1%
	30

27.3%
	3.21


	The digital divide influences the diversity of voices heard in online discussions about human rights.
	33

30.0%
	27
24.5%
	10

9.1%
	10

9.1%
	30

27.3%
	3.21

	Improving digital literacy is essential for bridging the digital divide in human rights advocacy.
	53

48.2%
	37

33.6%
	5

4.5%
	5

4.5%
	10

9.1%
	4.07

	The digital divide has a noticeable impact on the effectiveness of online human rights campaigns.
	36

32.7%
	36

32.7%
	0

0%
	18

16.4%
	20

18.2%
	3.45


	Lack of internet access is a significant barrier for some youth to engage in human rights advocacy online.
	36

32.7%
	36

32.7%
	0

0%
	18

16.4%
	20

18.2%
	3.45


	Initiatives addressing the digital divide are crucial for fostering a more inclusive human rights advocacy environment on social media.
	33

30.0%
	27
24.5%
	10

9.1%
	10

9.1%
	30

27.3%
	3.21


	Total 
	3.66


Source: Field Survey, 2024.

INTERPRETATION

I have reliable access to the internet for participating in online human rights advocacy.

A significant portion (30.0%) strongly agrees that they have reliable access to the internet for online human rights advocacy, while 24.5% agree. The mean score of 3.21 suggests a moderate level of agreement, indicating that respondents perceive varied levels of reliability in internet access for advocacy.

The digital divide affects the inclusivity of youth from different socioeconomic backgrounds in online advocacy.

A substantial majority (48.2%) strongly agrees that the digital divide affects the inclusivity of youth from different socioeconomic backgrounds in online advocacy, while 33.6% agree. The mean score of 4.07 indicates a high level of agreement, highlighting the perceived impact of the digital divide on inclusivity in online advocacy.

Limited access to technology hinders the active participation of some youth in human rights campaigns on social media.

A moderate proportion (32.7%) strongly agrees that limited access to technology hinders active participation, while an equal percentage agrees. The mean score of 3.45 suggests a moderate level of agreement, indicating concerns about the hindrance to active participation due to limited access to technology.

I believe the digital divide contributes to inequalities in the impact of online human rights advocacy.

A considerable majority (32.7%) strongly agrees that the digital divide contributes to inequalities in the impact of online human rights advocacy, while an equal percentage agrees. The mean score of 3.45 indicates a moderate level of agreement, suggesting a consensus that the digital divide contributes to disparities in the impact of advocacy efforts.

Youth from rural areas face challenges in accessing online platforms for human rights advocacy.

A significant portion (30.0%) strongly agrees that youth from rural areas face challenges in accessing online platforms, while 24.5% agree. The mean score of 3.21 suggests a moderate level of agreement, indicating recognition of challenges faced by rural youth in accessing online platforms for advocacy.

The digital divide influences the diversity of voices heard in online discussions about human rights.

A substantial proportion (30.0%) strongly agrees that the digital divide influences the diversity of voices in online discussions, while an equal percentage agrees. The mean score of 3.21 suggests a moderate level of agreement, highlighting the perceived impact of the digital divide on the diversity of voices in online human rights discussions.

Improving digital literacy is essential for bridging the digital divide in human rights advocacy.

A significant majority (48.2%) strongly agrees that improving digital literacy is essential for bridging the digital divide, while 33.6% agree. The mean score of 4.07 indicates a high level of agreement, emphasizing the perceived importance of digital literacy in addressing the digital divide in human rights advocacy.

The digital divide has a noticeable impact on the effectiveness of online human rights campaigns.

A moderate proportion (32.7%) strongly agrees that the digital divide has a noticeable impact on the effectiveness of online campaigns, while an equal percentage agrees. The mean score of 3.45 suggests a moderate level of agreement, indicating concerns about the impact of the digital divide on the effectiveness of online human rights campaigns.

Lack of internet access is a significant barrier for some youth to engage in human rights advocacy online.

A considerable majority (32.7%) strongly agrees that lack of internet access is a significant barrier, while an equal percentage agrees. The mean score of 3.45 indicates a moderate level of agreement, highlighting the perceived significance of internet access as a barrier to youth engagement in online human rights advocacy.

Initiatives addressing the digital divide are crucial for fostering a more inclusive human rights advocacy environment on social media.

A significant portion (30.0%) strongly agrees that initiatives addressing the digital divide are crucial, while 24.5% agree. The mean score of 3.21 suggests a moderate level of agreement, indicating recognition of the importance of initiatives to bridge the digital divide for fostering inclusivity in human rights advocacy on social media.

In summary, the survey results underscore the perceived impact of the digital divide on various aspects of online human rights advocacy, including inclusivity, access, participation, and effectiveness. Respondents highlight the importance of digital literacy and initiatives to address the digital divide for creating a more inclusive environment for human rights advocacy on social media.
Top of Form

4.3
Discussion of Findings

The survey findings reveal nuanced insights into the dynamics of youth-led human rights advocacy on social media in Nigeria. The first research objective focused on the influence of social media human rights advocacy among Nigerian youths. The results indicated a generally positive perception of the credibility of information shared on social media, with a majority expressing trust in the accuracy of human rights advocacy content. However, the data also highlighted concerns about misinformation and the need for reliable evidence to enhance the effectiveness of advocacy efforts. This suggests a complex landscape where youths appreciate the potential of social media but also recognize challenges related to information credibility.

Moving to the second research objective, which explored the impact of echo chambers and filter bubbles on inclusivity and diversity of perspectives, the findings showcased a dual perspective. While a significant number acknowledged exposure to diverse viewpoints and the ability to discern credible information, there were also strong indications of the influence of echo chambers and filter bubbles on shaping perceptions. The survey highlighted the need for a balanced approach to avoid the polarization of perspectives in human rights discussions on social media. This implies that while social media offers diversity, the risk of being confined to like-minded viewpoints remains a concern among the surveyed youth.

The third research objective delved into the challenges posed by online censorship and surveillance on freedom of expression and activism among Nigerian youths engaged in human rights advocacy on social media. The results underscored pervasive fears and concerns related to online surveillance, with a majority feeling cautious about expressing opinions due to potential monitoring. Additionally, the findings highlighted the perceived impact of online censorship on the inclusivity of youth-led human rights advocacy and the diversity of voices in online discussions. This suggests that despite the potential of social media as a platform for activism, issues related to digital freedom and surveillance pose significant challenges that may shape the nature and extent of youth engagement in human rights advocacy on these platforms.
CHAPTER FIVE

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS, CONCLUSION, RECOMMENDATIONS

5.1
Summary of Findings

The social media plays an important role in combating human right abuses. This is because, they are agents of information in the hands of the users and it can educate the user on his/her human rights. These rights are numerous; they, among others, include: right to life, freedom of expression, freedom of association, etc.  

The survey findings shed light on the complex landscape of youth-led human rights advocacy on social media in Nigeria. Overall, there is a positive perception among Nigerian youths regarding the influence of social media on human rights advocacy, with a trust in the credibility of information shared. However, concerns about misinformation and the necessity for reliable evidence reveal a nuanced understanding of the challenges associated with navigating the information ecosystem on these platforms. The findings suggest that while social media offers a powerful avenue for advocacy, youths recognize the need for critical evaluation of content to enhance the impact of their human rights campaigns.

Furthermore, the survey highlighted the impact of echo chambers, filter bubbles, online censorship, and surveillance on the dynamics of youth-led human rights advocacy. The existence of echo chambers and filter bubbles poses challenges to inclusivity and diversity of perspectives, indicating the importance of fostering a balanced information environment. The pervasive fears and cautiousness about expressing opinions due to online surveillance underscore the significant influence of digital freedom issues on the freedom of expression among Nigerian youths engaged in human rights advocacy on social media. Overall, the findings emphasize the dual nature of social media as both a powerful tool for advocacy and a space where challenges related to information dynamics, censorship, and surveillance need to be carefully navigated by the youth advocates.
5.2
Recommendations

The paper gives the following recommendations:

1. People should be educated and enlightened on the use of social media in combating human right abuses.

2. The social media should be massively employed to promote the issue of human rights in Nigeria, so that people will know their rights and also because they are more immediate than the mainstream media.

3. There is the need to pass laws banning the practice that keeps children out of schools. Education is needed for human right to thrive.

4. We need to develop tools and apps that record metadata such as exact location, time and date in order to increase the value to human rights investigators and prosecutors. Luckily, some progress is already underway a groundbreaking prototype for a photo and video authentication app (InformaCam) is currently under development.
5.3
Conclusion
In conclusion, the survey findings illuminate the multifaceted landscape of youth-led human rights advocacy on various social media in Nigeria. While the surveyed youth express optimism about the potential of these platforms for advocacy, they also recognize challenges such as misinformation, echo chambers, and online surveillance. The complex interplay of trust in information credibility, the impact of digital environments on inclusivity, and the pervasive fear of surveillance collectively underscore the need for a nuanced approach to navigate the evolving dynamics of social media in the context of human rights advocacy. Addressing these challenges requires concerted efforts to enhance digital literacy, promote a diverse information environment, and safeguard the freedom of expression, ensuring that the promise of social media as a catalyst for positive change aligns with the realities faced by Nigerian youths engaged in human rights advocacy.
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