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Communication Rights on Hold? An Examination of
the Seven-Month Ban on Twitter (X) in Nigeria

Abstract: This article examines the seven-month ban of Twitter (now known as X) imposed by the Nige-
rian government in June 2021. Conceptualising the microblogging platform as a digital public sphere
useful for national, regional and local conversations in Nigeria, the article discusses, among other
things, how Twitter (X) was used by Nigerian youth in mobilising resistance to police brutality and mis-
conduct in Nigeria in the year preceding the ban. Drawing on this to emphasise the broader significance

of the social media platform in enabling citizens to exercise their communica-
tion rights, the article highlights the implications of the ban for communica-
tion rights, political participation, and democratic citizenship.

Keywords: Communication rights,; Twitter (X), Political Participation; Digi-
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1. Introduction

In today’s contemporary world, available literature (for example,
Suherlan, 2023; Theocharis et al., 2023; Waeterloos, 2025; Contri et
al., 2025) highlights the continued relevance of internet access and
connectivity, social media platforms, and evolving digitalisation in

promoting political participation and active
democratic citizenship. As information and
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spaces they provide are transforming civic
and political participation (Uwalaka and
Watkins, 2018; Olaniyan and Akpojivi, 2021;
Chari and Akpojivi, 2023).

Nigeria is no exception, as advancements
in ICTs continue to transform communicative ecologies in the country
such that various subaltern groups and previously passive audiences
are able to access alternative news stories via social media and partic-
ipate in national, regional and local conversations (Mutsvairo, 2016;
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Egbunike, 2021; Akingbade, 2023). Beyond daily social and cultural engagements online,
youths in Nigeria and elsewhere on the continent, who are mostly apathetic and disengaged
from the political process in their countries, have leveraged the affordances of social media for
democratic self-expression and political participation (Ndlela, 2020; Malila and Pela, 2020;
Akingbade, 2023; Tsandzana, 2024).

However, few studies examine the dynamics and complex trajectories shaping how people
across African countries use the internet and social media for civic and political participation
and as an expression of their communication rights'. This article seeks to contribute to filling
this gap in the literature by analysing the Nigerian government’s seven-month ban of the mi-
croblogging platform, Twitter, now rebranded as X. Drawing on theoretical perspectives on
digital public sphere and counterpublics as a framework, this paper discusses how Twitter (X)
was used by Nigerian youth in mobilising resistance to police brutality and misconduct in
Nigeria, highlighting through this case the broader significance of the social media platform in
enabling citizens to exercise their communication rights. It further considers the implications
of the ban for communication rights, political participation, and democratic citizenship in the
country. As evidenced in relevant studies (for example, Sinpeng, 2021; Mohammed and Fer-
raris, 2021), Twitter (X) in this article is approached as useful in creating a digital public
sphere for national, regional, and local conversations. In Nigeria, it remains one of the main
social media platforms where citizens, especially the youth, access alternative news and exer-
cise their communication rights and democratic citizenship.

2. Understanding the Context of the
Seven-Month Twitter (X) Ban in Nigeria

On 5 June 2021, Twitter (X) was banned in Nigeria. This was officially disclosed by the coun-
try’s Ministry of Information and Culture in an announcement that the operations of the social
media platform have been ‘suspended indefinitely’. This happened at a time when netizens in
the country, who are mostly youths, regularly draw on social media platforms as an integral
part of their day-to-day activities. They not only socialise and get entertainment updates on this
social media platform but also engage with news, access alternative news sources about poli-
tics and governance and share and publicise their views and opinions (Anyim, 2021; Dambo
et al., 2022; Akingbade, 2021, 2023).

The Twitter (X) ban happened against the background of several years of citizens’ growing
distrust of Nigeria’s political class and the mainstream media. Over the years, there have been
criticisms that the mainstream media has neglected its crucial role of producing in-depth in-
vestigative, advocacy, and adversarial journalism, which was common during the rule of mil-
itary regimes (Dare, 2007, 2011; Olaniyan and Akpojivi, 2021). While mainstream media was
well known and regarded — prior to military regimes and during the agitations against colonial
rule — as a major source of political education, it is now accused of being complicit in the cor-
rupt practices of the political class (Kperogi, 2012; Akinola et al., 2022).

The palpable distrust of Nigeria’s political class and the mainstream media continues to en-
gender the use of Twitter (X) and other social media platforms for democratic self-expression,
dialogue and agitation for social change, and political participation. This is evidenced in stud-
ies that have highlighted netizens’ continual use of social media to engage with the Nigerian
polity and call out mainstream media and political officeholders to prioritise specific issues of
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national concern. A clear instance that speaks to this is the use of Twitter (X) in the year 2020
by Nigerian youths, including those abroad, to mobilise themselves and convene on the streets
in protest against police brutality and the excesses of the state’s Special Anti-Robbery Squad
(SARS) — a now disbanded tactical unit of the Nigerian police, notorious for its extortion and
cruelty against youths suspected of crime (Akingbade, 2023). This is further unpacked as a
case study in this article.

Although the Nigerian authorities justified the Twitter (X) ban saying it was needed to cur-
tail “the persistent use of the platform for activities that are capable of undermining Nigeria’s
corporate existence”, this was widely condemned across the country and its vast diaspora, es-
pecially by netizens, local and international civil society organisations, the governments of the
United States of America and other key western democratic countries (Blankenship and Gol-
ubski, 2021; Obadare, 2022; Princewill and Busari, 2021). A content analysis of 3885 social
media posts made between 5 June and 16 July 2021 by netizens in reaction to the ban shows
that over 70% of these posts condemned the Twitter (X) ban (Mohammed and Adelakun,
2023). Several stakeholders across local and international civil society organisations have ar-
gued that the ban was the government’s systematic way of censoring and restricting citizens’
freedom of expression, access to information, and communication rights which are crucial pil-
lars of democracy (Obadare, 2022).

Two days before the ban, the microblogging site deleted a tweet/post from the official Twit-
ter (X) handle of the then democratically elected president of Nigeria, Muhammadu Bubhari,
after many Nigerian netizens flagged it as offensive and threatening. In the controversial tweet,
the then-president, referencing Nigeria’s civil war 1967 — 1970, threatened to deal with agita-
tors from southeast Nigeria, whom he alleged were responsible for several attacks on public
infrastructure in the region, while also stating that they would be treated “in the language they
will understand” (Princewill and Busari, 2021).

While Twitter’s management stated that the deleted tweet had indeed violated its policy on
abusive and offensive messaging and behaviour, the then Nigerian Minister of Information and
Culture accused the social media platform of double standards. It would seem that the minis-
ter was deflecting as he did not logically unpack his assertion. This is considering the Nigeri-
an government’s double standards evident in how the government affirms that every Nigerian
has a right to democratic self-expression, access to ICTs and the affordances it provides while
also boldly justifying the ban of Twitter (X).

The disposition of the government and Nigeria’s political class is also evident in past at-
tempts to enforce stringent regulatory measures regarding citizens’ use of social media plat-
forms. An example is a proposed bill, sponsored in 2013 by one of the senators in Nigeria’s
upper legislative chamber, which sought to criminalise political messaging through social
media that was deemed abusive and critical of the state and government officials (Akpojivi,
2018). Although the bill was not passed into law, similar bills have been considered by the
Nigerian senate: the ‘“National Commission for the Prohibition of Hate Speech Bill 2019’ seeks
to control social media communication and proposes the death penalty for anyone found guilty
of propagating hate speech (Olaniyan and Akpojivi, 2021; Akingbade, 2023). Even though the
threat of a death sentence proposed as a penalty for those found guilty has been dropped fol-
lowing a massive outcry of public displeasure and criticism, sponsors and supporters of the
bill, which has not yet been passed into law, insist it is in Nigeria’s best interest (Akpojivi,
2018). This, alongside the continuous clamour for similar vague hate speech bills, indicates a
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loss of perspective by the political class on how communication rights via social media serve
democracy (Akingbade, 2023).

Undemocratic actions that curtail citizens’ rights to freedom of expression, access to infor-
mation, and communication through the internet and social media are not unique to Nigeria;
similar occurrences have been documented to varying extents in other African nations as well
as across both the developing and developed world (Ayalew, 2019; Freyburg and Garbe, 2018;
Tsandzana, 2024; Ngangum, 2024). Exemplified in the restrictive and censorship practices of
authoritarian regimes in China and Russia and protracted internet shutdowns in Cameroon and
Chad, this is against the backdrop of global discursive assertions about internet access as a fun-
damental right for every citizen and its importance in fostering communication capabilities
(Musiani et al., 2009; Melanson, 2010; Oyedemi, 2015; Kravets, 2011; Chari and Akpojivi,
2023). Governments of different nations are expected to use their authorities and powers to fa-
cilitate the provision of affordable access to ICTs and social media platforms for all citizens
rather than stifling the exchange of ideas, political participation and democratic citizenship,
which are key affordances this access offers.

3. Twitter (X) as a Digital Public Sphere:
Theoretical Perspectives

Arguably, the concept of the public sphere has over time remained a valuable and central frame-
work for understanding media and communication processes in the political arena. This stems
from Habermas’ seminal work, where the public sphere has been theorised as a realm of social
life in which private individuals come together to form public opinion on matters of public con-
cern (Habermas, 1974). The theorising brings to the fore the philosophical concept and con-
sciousness of different demographics of “publics” and their importance in mediating between
society and the state authority by holding the latter accountable to the former (Crossley and
Roberts, 2004). The theorising also foregrounds the public use of rational, informed discussion
as a form of political participation and confrontation, whereby participants set aside their dif-
ferences in birth or fortune to communicate with one another as peers (Habermas, 1989; Fras-
er, 1990). Unlike state power and market economies prone to domination and reification, this
provided a valuable framework for understanding the public sphere as a democratic mode of so-
cietal coordination, communication, and unfettered debate (Fraser, 1990; Calhoun, 1996).
However, the popularity of non-print forms of mass media has over time led to individu-
alised media consumption whereby the type and quality of media have implications for indi-
viduals’ agency and public participation as citizens (Mare, 2016). This is characterised by cit-
izens’ unequal access to and control over the public sphere which operated by appearance only
as mediated political communication carried out by an elite, specifically journalists and other
public actors — whose appearance in journalism constructed them as opinion leaders (Gar-
nham, 2007; Bruns and Highfield, 2016). With ordinary citizens cast as passive audience
members who merely observe events as they unfold on “the virtual stage of mediated commu-
nication”, this vertical, top-down model has, over the years, continued to inhibit citizens’ po-
litical participation (Bruns and Highfield, 2016, p. 99). This is responsible for various layers
of complexities that continue to inhibit an ideal communicative environment where a plurali-
ty of opinions, communication rights, and active political participation would be accommodat-
ed and upheld. This explains the usefulness of relatively recent scholarship on counterpublics
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that has paid significant attention to the potential of ICTs and social media in supporting and
sustaining multiple digital public spheres (Jackson and Welles, 2015; Choi and Cho, 2017;
Jackson and Kreiss, 2023). This attention is understandable considering the capacity of social
media platforms to reconfigure communicative power relations such that citizens are able to
challenge the monopoly on media production and dissemination by state and commercial in-
stitutions (Shirky, 2011; Fenton, 2012; Casero-Ripollés, 2020).

Relevant conceptualisations on counterpublics assert that social media platforms aid
democracy, as they increase the number of spaces available for deliberation and dissent and le-
gitimise collective experiences of maltreatment, expropriation, marginalisation and human
rights violation (Fenton, 2012; Choi and Cho, 2017). This is made possible because social
media platforms do not require a unified message to challenge mainstream discourses and have
fast become one of the notable mediated spaces where marginalised voices can deliberate col-
lectively with the potential to impact wider publics (Wasserman, 2011; Shirky, 2011; Jackson
and Welles, 2015). This has engendered a participatory digital media culture where profession-
al journalists and experienced gatekeepers in traditional media are forced to coexist, some-
times cooperating or conflicting with netizens who leverage the affordances of social media
platforms like Twitter (X), Facebook, etc. in emerging as actors capable of producing and dis-
seminating information (Casero-Ripollés, 2020). This is evidenced in studies (for example
Malila and Pela, 2020; Akingbade, 2023; Mohammed and Ferraris, 2021) which highlight how
different categories of a previously passive audience in Nigeria and elsewhere in the develop-
ing world have in recent times drawn on ICTs and social media to ensure their opinions and
voices are not excluded from the public sphere. In line with this, this article draws on concep-
tualisations of counterpublics where citizens’ rights to freely communicate and deliberate
using social media as a digital public sphere have been emphasised.

4. Twitter (X) and the #EndSARS Campaign in Nigeria

As previously stated, the place of Twitter (X) as a digital public sphere for citizens’ dialogue
and democratic self-expression is evidenced in how the 2020 #EndSARS campaign morphed
from online activism on the platform into street protests. The protests happened simultaneous-
ly across several cities in Nigeria’s six geopolitical zones and grounded activities for days.
Championed by Nigerian youth, with support from those abroad, the protests against persis-
tent police brutality and the excesses of the state’s Special Anti-Robbery Squad (SARS) caught
the attention of civil society organisations and the international community in no time, putting
the Nigerian government under pressure. Even though SARS was created mainly to fight se-
rious crimes, the squad became notorious for profiling youths, harassing, maltreating and ex-
torting them with impunity (Akerele-Popoola et al., 2022). The #EndSARS protesters, made
up of Nigerian youths from different social classes, religions and ethnic groups, went beyond
their demand for the SARS squad to be disbanded to also insisting on the prosecution of poor
police conduct and an evaluation and retraining of police officers.

The theorisation of counterpublics as a space where collective experiences of maltreatment
and violation of human rights are legitimised is exemplified in how Twitter (X) was used as a
digital public sphere where the #EndSARS conversation and activism started by Nigerian
youths sharing their sad experiences of how they suffered harassment, extortion and other
human rights violations from the police and SARS. The social media platform gave them a ‘safe
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space’ where they could exercise their communication rights and express their dissatisfaction
and frustration, exemplifying how Twitter (X) goes beyond being just a platform where Nige-
ria’s youths and other netizens only socialise and get entertained to avoid boredom. Before the
online activism morphed into street protests and during and after the protests, different forms of
social media engagement were commonplace — from uploading photos and videos of live re-
portage from different protest locations to millions of tweets and numerous retweets using the
hashtag #EndSARS. This is useful in further highlighting how social media can be a valuable
digital public sphere where netizens can legitimise their feelings and experiences, mobilise
themselves and build momentum that can metamorphose into street protests across several
cities and get the attention and support of international figures and organisations. During the
protests, Twitter (X) was also used in mobilising and raising funds useful for providing
protesters with legal representation, feeding, anti-tear gas spray and other needed resources.

Several reports indicate that before the #EndSARS campaign, the Nigerian government had
been largely indifferent to the plight of the youths and failed to prioritise their concerns with
regard to the inhumane treatment many of them have received from the police and SARS.
However, these youths were able to leverage the reconfiguration of communicative ecologies
that social media engenders, enabling them to become key actors capable of producing and dis-
seminating information through which they can speak truth to power. This is in line with rel-
evant studies (for example Hari, 2014; Ibezim-Ohaeri, 2017; Kperogi, 2020; Palmieri-Branco,
2021). These studies acknowledge the gradual emergence of a new political culture across sev-
eral regions and countries due to citizens’ continuous demand for responsible governance and
public accountability through their use of social media to exercise their communication rights
and champion pertinent issues ignored by political officeholders.

The #EndSARS protests ended abruptly due to different factors, especially the govern-
ment’s undemocratic decision to forcefully silence the unarmed protesters by dispersing them
through the use of riot control agents and firearms at a toll gate in Lekki, Lagos State, Nige-
ria. However, these remain the largest movement for social change in Nigeria by the youths
and bring to the fore social media use as a digital public sphere where communication rights
are exercised

5. Implications of the seven-month Twitter (X) ban

The importance of citizens’ right to communicate in any democratic state cannot be overem-
phasised, especially in developing states like Nigeria. It lies at the core of deliberative modern
democracy as it affords citizens the right to participate in the democratic process, express
themselves and shape public polity (Habermas, 2006). This crucial role in the advancement of
democracy becomes inhibited when a social media platform whose affordances citizens lever-
age to exercise their communication rights is banned. This is especially worrisome in countries
like Nigeria where the government is intolerant and always ready to silence peaceful protesters
forcefully. The undemocratic act of intolerance of peaceful protests by Nigeria’s political of-
ficeholders is evidenced in rallies organised in 2012 against the soaring increase in fuel prices
(#OccupyNigeria) and the earlier discussed #EndSARS campaign which led to the loss of lives
and many injuries (Loomis, 2012; Obiezu, 2021). Nigeria’s democratisation efforts are being
eroded when citizens are not only scared to take to the streets to communicate their grievances
to their democratically elected officials out of fear for their safety but are also unable to access
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the ‘safe space’ where they exercise their communication rights. This sad reality is against the
backdrop of high expectations that the third wave of democratisation which commenced in
1999 after many years of military rule would uphold citizens’ communication rights. This is
considering the history of human rights abuses, censorship and government control of the
communication sphere that characterised the era of military rule.

#OccupyNigeria, earlier mentioned, and the #BringBackOurGirls are other instances where
social media has been used to exercise citizens’ communication rights and push for social
change. Nigerian youth, as the core group of netizens leveraging social media for political par-
ticipation and to exercise their communication rights, are increasingly questioning the value of
democracy in Nigeria. This skepticism, alongside other reasons such as the acute lack of de-
mocratic dividends, stems from the state’s persistent efforts to stifle their ability to communi-
cate and participate in discourses on the digital public sphere rather than safeguard their fun-
damental rights to democratic self-expression (Uzoezie, 2021; Akingbade, 2021, 2023). The
disempowerment that comes from this in a country that is largely gerontocratic fuels youths’
frustration and diminishes their support for democracy (Cheeseman, 2022).

Despite the youths’ frustrations, the government often conveniently cites the rise of click-
bait, hoaxes, fake news, and conspiracy theories as a ready excuse and justification for its con-
tinuous attempts to restrict communication rights exercised through social media. While these
are legitimate concerns considering the epidemic of misinformation in today’s world, these
must be delicately balanced with an in-depth understanding that citizens’ human and commu-
nication rights must be upheld. The actions of the state indicate that the need for this delicate
balance is not understood. The government is expected to remain committed to combating fake
news, hate speech and the like; however, this must not be used as a fig leaf to systematically
curtail citizens’ freedom of speech and communication rights.

6. Conclusions

Drawing on theoretical perspectives on the digital public sphere and counterpublics as a frame-
work, this paper has examined the ban on Twitter (X) by the Nigerian government and high-
lighted what this means for citizens’ communication rights. Banning a social media platform
that citizens find useful for democratic self-expression is inconsistent with the tenets of the
country’s 1999 constitution, the African charter on human and peoples’ rights, and internation-
al human rights obligations which affirm individual rights to freely seek, receive, express, dis-
seminate information and participate in public discourses. As earlier outlined, this Twitter (X)
ban, coupled with the continuous efforts by political officeholders to sponsor vague hate
speech bills, indicates a loss of perspective on how communication rights via social media
serve democracy.

This does not strengthen democracy in Nigeria as it disempowers and frustrates youths
who, in large numbers, creatively leverage social media for consistent and sustained advoca-
cy and participation in public discourses. The frustration is also exacerbated by the economic
implications of the seven-month ban which according to the Lagos Chamber of Commerce and
Industry cost the country a loss of over 26 billion United States dollars in potential revenue
(Kedem, 2022). Youths who work within the digital economy and have business operations on
Twitter (X) lost out on revenues as a result of the ban. Although some who had the means and
technical know-how were able to acquire virtual private networks while others switched their
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business models to other social media platforms (Obadare, 2022), the different layers of frus-
tration that characterise the ban cannot be downplayed.

Nigeria is one of the countries with the world’s largest youth population, with about 70%
of citizens under 30 (Akinyemi, 2023). Apart from Twitter (X) and other social media plat-
forms being an integral part of the day-to-day activities for this large category of citizens,
many of them who are vocal, politically active and alive to their civic responsibilities use Twit-
ter (X). An indefinite suspension of Twitter (X) despite its usefulness in enhancing freedom of
speech and communication contributes to an erosion of democratic values and ideals and has
the propensity to fuel apathy and disengagement with regard to youths’ political participation
and democratic citizenship. This is in consonance with the survey indicating that youths in
Nigeria are less likely to support democracy than older citizens (Cheeseman, 2022).

Democracy in developing states like Nigeria cannot be effectively nurtured to maturation
if political officeholders and others at the helm of affairs at all levels of governance fail to un-
derstand that communication rights are not being advocated for just because they are good in
and of themselves. Rather, they are being advocated for because they serve a major purpose in
advancing democracy. The core principles that underlie citizens’ rights to free and democratic
participation must be respected by political officeholders. It is important that advocacy efforts
are intensified by civil society, activists and other stakeholders who work to advance democra-
tic tenets in the developing world. This must be geared towards ensuring that the delicate bal-
ance between combating fake news and upholding citizens’ communication rights is not tipped
by political officeholders in favour of digital authoritarianism where netizens are unable to
leverage social media to speak truth to power and demand accountable governance.
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Note

! Communication rights have over time remained a broad and expanding concept with different definitions
and applications across various countries and regions. This article, however, draws on the conceptualisation
of communication rights as citizens’ ability to freely seek, receive, express, impart information and participate
in public and societal discourses (Corredoira, 2021; Akpojivi, 2024)



December 2025 Perspective Politice 29

References

Akerele-Popoola, O. E., Azeez, A. L., & Adeniyi, A. (2022). Twitter, civil activisms and EndSARS protest in
Nigeria as a developing democracy. Cogent Social Sciences, 8(1), 2095744,

Akingbade, O. (2023). The Interdependence of Communication, Political, and Socio-Economic Rights: Exam-
ining the Lived Experiences of Digitally Marginalised Netizens Before and During the COVID-19 Lock-
down in Lagos State, Nigeria. In Communication Rights in Africa (pp. 70-87). Routledge.

Akingbade, O. (2021). “Social media use, disbelief and (mis)information during a pandemic: An examination
of young adult Nigerians’ interactions with COVID-19 public health messaging.” Afiican Journal of In-
formation and Communication (AJIC), 28, 1-18.

Akinola, O.A., Omar, B. and Mustapha, L.K. (2022). Corruption in the limelight: The relative influence of tra-
ditional mainstream and social media on political trust in Nigeria. International Journal of Communica-
tion, pp. 1460-1481.

Akinyemi, A.L. (2023, July 11). Nigeria's growing population can be an advantage, with better data and a pol-
icy focus on young people. The Conversation. https://tinyurl.com/ykw96jbm.

Akpojivi, U. (2024). Silence and Silent the Sor6Soké Generation: The Politicisation of Social Media in Nigeria.
In Communication Rights in Africa (pp. 223-242). Routledge.

Akpojivi, U. (2018). Media Reforms and Democratization in Emerging Democracies of Sub-Saharan Africa.
Palgrave Macmillan.

Anyim, W.O. (2021). Twitter ban in Nigeria: Implications on economy, freedom of Speech and information
sharing. Library Philosophy and Practice, pp. 1-13.

Ayalew, Y. E. (2019). The Internet shutdown muzzle (s) freedom of expression in Ethiopia: competing narra-
tives. Information & Communications Technology Law, 28(2), 208-224.

Blankenship, M. and Golubski, C. (2021). Nigeria’s Twitter ban is a misplaced priority. Policy Commons
Document. Brookings Institution. Retrieved from https://policycommons.net/artifacts/4143169/nigerias-
twitter-ban-is-a-misplaced-priority/4952146/.

Bruns, A. & Highfield, T. (2016). Is Habermas on Twitter? Social Media and The Public Sphere. In G. Enli,
A. Bruns, A. O. Larsson, E. Skogerbo, & C. Christensen. (Eds.), The Routledge companion to social media
and politics (pp. 56-73). Routledge.

Calhoun, C. (1996). Introduction: Habermas and the Public Sphere. In C. Calhoun (Ed.), Habermas and the
Public Sphere. Studies in Contemporary German Social Thought.

Casero-Ripollés, A. (2020). Influence of media on the political conversation on Twitter: Activity, popularity,
and authority in the digital debate in Spain. Icono 14, 18 (1), 33-57.

Chari, T. and Akpojivi, U. eds. (2023). Communication Rights in Africa: Emerging Discourses and Perspectives.
Taylor & Francis.

Cheeseman, N. (2022, July 8). Why Africa s youth is not saving democracy. The Africa Report. Retrieved from
https://www.theafricareport.com/221141/why-africas-youth-is-not-saving-democracy/.

Choi, S. Y. & Cho, Y. (2017). Generating counter-public spheres through social media: Two social movements
in neoliberalised South Korea. Javnost-The Public, 24(1), 15-33.

Contri, M., Fissi, S., & Gori, E. (2025). Using social media for supporting engagement in the public sector: A
systematic literature review. Local Government Studies, 51(1), 1-23.

Corredoira, L. (2021). Communication Rights in an Internet-Based Society: Why Is the Principle of Univer-
sality So Important?. The Handbook of Communication Rights, Law, and Ethics: Seeking Universality,
Equality, Freedom and Dignity, pp. 30-46.

Crossley, N. & Roberts, J. M. (2004). After Habermas: new perspectives on the public sphere. Sociological
Review Monograph.

Dambo, T.H., Ersoy, M., Auwal, A.M., Olorunsola, V.O. and Saydam, M.B. (2022). Office of the citizen: a
qualitative analysis of Twitter activity during the Lekki shooting in Nigeria’s #EndSARS protests. Infor-
mation, Communication & Society, 25(15), pp.2246-2263.

Dare, S. (2007). Guerilla Journalism: Dispatches from the Underground. Ibadan, Nigeria: Kraft Books Limited.



30 Perspective Politice

Dare, S. (2011). The Rise of Citizen Journalism in Nigeria — A Case Study of Sahara Reporters. Reuters Institute.
Retrieved September 26, 2021, from https://reutersinstitute.politics.ox.ac.uk/our-research/rise-citizen-jour
nalism-nigeria-case-study-sahara-reporters

Egbunike, N. (2021). Digital Africa: From youth movements to government bans. Democracy & Development:
Journal of West African Affairs, 5(3), pp.11-17.

Fenton, N. (2012). The Internet and Social Networking. In J. Curran, N. Fenton, & D. Freedman (Eds.), Mis-
understanding the Internet. Routledge.

Fraser, N. (1990). Rethinking the Public Sphere: A Contribution to the Critique of Actually Existing Democracy.
Social Text, 25/26, 56-80. https://doi.org/10.2307/466240

Freyburg, T., & Garbe, L. (2018). Authoritarian practices in the digital age| Blocking the bottleneck: Internet
shutdowns and ownership at election times in Sub-Saharan Africa. International Journal of Communica-
tion, 12, 21.

Garnham, N. (2007). Habermas and the public sphere. Global Media and Communication, 3(2), 201-214.

Habermas, J. (1974). The Public Sphere: An Encyclopedia Article (1964). New German Critique, (3), 49-55.

Habermas, J. (1989). The Structural Transformation of the Public Sphere, trans. Thomas Burger. Cambridge:
MIT Press, 85, 85-92.

Habermas, J. (2006). Political communication in media society: Does democracy still enjoy an epistemic di-
mension? The impact of normative theory on empirical research. Communication theory, 16(4), 411-426.

Hari, S.I. (2014). The evolution of social protest in Nigeria: The role of social media in the “#OccupyNigeria”
protest. International Journal of Humanities and Social Science Invention, 3(9), pp. 33-39.

Ibezim-Ohaeri, V. (2017). Confronting closing civic spaces in Nigeria. SUR-26, 14(6), 129-140.

Jackson, S. J. & Foucault Welles, B. (2015). Hijacking# myNYPD: Social media dissent and networked coun-
terpublics. Journal of Communication, 65(6), 932-952.

Jackson, S.J. and Kreiss, D. (2023). Recentering power: conceptualizing counterpublics and defensive publics.
Communication Theory, 33(2-3), pp.102-111.

Kedem, S, (2022, January 18). Nigeria lost $26bn to Twitter ban, businesses say. Africa Business. Retrieved from
https://african.business/2022/01/technology-information/nigeria-lost-26bn-to-twitter-ban-businesses-say.

Kperogi, F. A. (2012). “The Evolution and Challenges of Online Journalism in Nigeria.” In The Handbook of
Global Online Journalism, edited by E. Siapera, and A. Veglis, Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell.

Kperogi, F. A. (2020). Nigeria's Digital Diaspora: Citizen Media, Democracy, and Participation. University
of Rochester Press.

Kravets, D. (2011, June 03). U.N. Report Declares Internet Access a Human Right. WIRED. Retrieved Novem-
ber 22, 2011, from https://www.wired.com/2011/06/internet-a-human-right/

Loomis, N. (2012, January 08). 3 Killed as Nigerians Strike Against End of Fuel Subsidy. VOA News. https://
WWww.voanews.com/a/nigerians-strike-against-end-of-fuel-subsidy-136941073/150481.html

Malila, V. and Pela, N. (2020). Youth, Elections and Social Media: Understanding the Critical (Di) Stance Be-
tween Young People and Political Party Messaging. Social Media and Elections in Africa, Volume 2: Chal-
lenges and Opportunities, pp.95-115.

Mare, A. (2016). Baba Jukwa and the digital repertoires of connective action in a ‘Competitive Authoritarian
Regime’: The case of Zimbabwe. In B. Mutsvairo (Ed.), Digital activism in social media era: Critical re-
flections on emerging trends in Sub-Saharan Africa (pp. 45—-68). Palgrave MacMillan.

Melanson, M. (2010, July 01). Life, Liberty & Broadband Access: Finland Makes Internet a Right. New York
Times. https://archive.nytimes.com/www.nytimes.com/external/readwriteweb/2010/07/01/01readwritewe
b-life-liberty — broadband-access-finland-make-80005.html

Mohammed, A., & Adelakun, L. A. (2023). The 2021 Nigerian Twitter ban: A text-analytics and survey insight into
public reactions and outcomes in the early weeks of the ban. Communication and the Public, 8(4), 390-401.

Mohammed, A. and Ferraris, A. (2021). Factors influencing user participation in social media: Evidence from
Twitter usage during COVID-19 pandemic in Saudi Arabia. Technology in Society, 66, p.1-10.

Musiani, F., Pava, E., & Padovani, C. (2009) Investigating Evolving Discourses on Human Rights in the Dig-
ital Age: Emerging Norms and Policy Challenges. International Association for Media and Communica-



December 2025 Perspective Politice 31

tion Research (IAMCR); Annual Congress on Human Rights and Communication, July 2009, Mexico: pp
359-378. https://hal-mines-paristech.archives-ouvertes.fr/hal-00448231/document

Mutsvairo, B. (2016). Dovetailing desires for democracy with new ICTs’ potentiality as platform for activism.
In B. Mutsvairo (Ed.), Digital Activism in the Social Media Era: Critical Reflections on Emerging Trends
in Sub-Saharan Africa (pp. 3-25). Palgrave Macmillan.

Ndlela, M.N. (2020). Young people, social media, and political participation. The limits of discursive (in) ci-
vility in the Kenyan context. Social Media and Elections in Africa, Volume 2. Challenges and Opportuni-
ties, pp.77-94.

Ngangum, P. T. (2024). Internet Shutdowns in Semi-Authoritarian Regimes: The Case of Cameroon. In Com-
munication Rights in Africa (pp. 165-182). Routledge.

Obadare, E. (2022, January 18). Twitter Ban Shows Limits of State Power in Nigeria. Council on Foreign Re-
lations Blog. Retrieved from https://www.cfr.org/blog/twitter-ban-shows-limits-state-power-nigeria.

Obiezu, T. (2021, October 21). Nigerian Protesters Against Police Brutality Demand Justice a Year Later. VOA
News. https://www.voanews.com/a/nigerian-protesters-against-police-brutality-demand-justice-a-year-la
ter/6279700.html

Olaniyan, A. & Akpojivi, U. (2021). Transforming communication, social media, counter-hegemony and the
struggle for the soul of Nigeria. Information, Communication & Society, 24(3), 422-437.

Oyedemi, T. (2015). Internet access as citizen’s right? Citizenship in the digital age. Citizenship Studies,
19(3-4), 450-464.

Palmieri-Branco, S.C. (2021). Social Media as a Strategy for Protest Movements in an Era of Government
Control. Thesis submitted to the Graduate School of Public and International Affairs, University of Ottawa
In the Partial Fulfillment of the Requirements for the degree of Masters of Arts. Available online from
https://ruor.uottawa.ca/items/003a98be-68b2-42f4-add5-aae7c34496bf.

Princewill N., & Busari S. (2021, June 5). Nigeria bans Twitter after company deletes President Buhari's tweet.
CNN. https://www.cnn.com/2021/06/04/africa/nigeria-suspends-twitter-operations-intl/index.html.

Shirky, C. (2011). The Political Power of Social Media: Technology, the Public Sphere, and Political Change.
Foreign Affairs, 90(1), 28-41.

Sinpeng, A. (2021). Hashtag activism: social media and the# FreeYouth protests in Thailand. Critical Asian
Studies, 53(2), pp. 192-205.

Suherlan, S. (2023). Digital Technology Transformation in Enhancing Public Participation in Democratic Pro-
cesses. Technology and Society Perspectives (TACIT), 1(1), pp.10-17.

Theocharis, Y., Cardenal, A., Jin, S., Aalberg, T., Hopmann, D.N., Strombick, J., Castro, L., Esser, F., Van
Aclst, P., de Vreese, C. and Corbu, N. (2023). Does the platform matter? Social media and COVID-19 con-
spiracy theory beliefs in 17 countries. new media & society, 25(12), pp.3412-3437.

Tsandzana, D. (2024). Cabo Delgado Também ¢ Mogambique: The Paths of Youth Digital Activism in a Re-
strictive Context. In Communication Rights in Africa (pp. 91-109). Routledge.

Uwalaka, T. & Watkins, J. (2018). “Social media as the fifth estate in Nigeria: An analysis of the 2012 Occu-
py Nigeria protest.” African Journalism Studies 39(4), 22-41.

Uzoezie, C. (2021, February 23). Bad governance in Nigeria: Do the youth still have a future? The Africa Re-
port. Retrieved from https://www.theafricareport.com/66984/bad-governance-in-nigeria-do-the-youth-st
ill-have-a-future/.

Wasserman, H. (2011). Mobile Phones, Popular Media, and Everyday African Democracy: Transmissions and
Transgressions. Popular Communication, 9(2), 146—158. https://doi.org/10.1080/15405702.2011.562097

Waeterloos, C. (2025). Political participation on social media: conceptual and empirical state of the art and re-
search agenda. Annals of the International Communication Association, 49(1), 14-31.



