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Abstract
In recent years, substantial extrapolations as to the 
theory of democracy has come to agree that democracy 
works best as a conversation in which people cross-
fertilize ideas to discover their common problems, 
opportunities, and concerns. Hence, democracy should 
parade robust information environment through which 
citizens come to know vital issues of the day as well as 
engage in critical-rational conversation on such matter 
of concerns en route formation and crystallisation of 
public opinion. Within this purview, new media offers 
lifeline to emigrant Nigerians hitherto alienated from 
large scale and vigorous citizens conversations on 
homeland's matters of public concern. Chiefly, online 
political forum, largely identified as the closet 
manifestation of digital democracy, has been feted as 
engendering Diasporic public sphere, a transnational 
extension of Habermas concept of public sphere tied to 
hitherto Westphalian nation-state system. Within this 
theoretical eulogy of online forum, the study explores, 
using survey method, the use of Nairaland.com, 
Nigeria's biggest online forum, by emigrant Nigerians 
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for political deliberation. The findings reveal 
substantial activeness of respondents on the medium as 
well as moderate use of the online forum for political 
deliberations. It was then recommended that 
government should leverage on this positive disposition 
of Diaspora to online-based democratic participation to 
design an e-democracy platform as a way of harnessing 
Nigerian social capital worldwide. This, it is hoped, will 
lead to an all-inclusive good governance structures in a 
nation that is in dire need of such.

Keywords: Deliberative democracy, Online Forums, 
Nairaland, Migration, Emigrants, Diaspora, Public 
sphere

Introduction
In this era of globalisation widely touted to be engendering 'time-space compression 
of the world' (Tomlinson, 1999), and in which socio-political instability and/or steady 
decline of economic opportunities in one part of the world could cause population to 
rapidly move to other countries of the world (Kómoláfé, 2002), international 
migration, with its long history, has re-emerged as one of the conspicuous features of 
the global economy. According to the United Nation's International Migration report, 
258 million people were living outside their country of birth as at 2017 (UN's 
Department of Economic and Social affairs, 2017).  

In Nigeria, the post economic boom's structural adjustment of the 1980s and 
widespread socio-economic problems in contemporaneous time have provided 
impetus for massive migrations by Nigerians in search for greener pastures in other 
parts of the world. Recently, the National Commission for Refugees, Migrants and 
Internally Displaced Persons (NCFRMI) in the country estimated that over 17 million 
Nigerians live abroad (Fidelis, 2017) while the  Foreign Affairs and The Diaspora 
Desk of the Nigerian Presidency quoted the figure to be 15 million (Warami, 2017). 
The Economist newspaper was even more daunting when it postulates that 1 in every 
10 Nigerian lives abroad (Nigerian Abroad: Secret Weapon, 2015). In essence, many 
Nigerians live outside Nigerian in different countries of the world. 

Relocation by people from their homeland to another country is often 
matched with such emigrants 'desire to remain in touch with their homeland (Karim, 
2018). Hence, Diasporas have been documented to be finding solace in media in 
establishing communication not only with their homeland but others with common 
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affinities in the host and nearby countries (Karim, 2018; Oiarzabal & Reips, 2012). 
While Media of Diaspora include mainstream media as well as new media 

(Karim, 2003; Sinclair, 2015), it is arguable that internet and its entourage command 
special appeal among Diasporas. According to Karim (2018), 'Internet-based media 
seem especially suited to fulfil the Diasporic desire to communicate, as their 
structures are able to support communication within groups that are widely scattered 
across countries' (p.17). Timmermans (2018) also noted that internet 'has aided in 
offering wide range of custom contents (to Diasporas) and in creating a link for 
maintaining a strong connection to homeland' (p.66). 

Hence, the term 'digital Diaspora' has been used to describe Diasporas 
actively using digital media for array of political, communicational, economic, social 
or religious purposes. Also, within  what political scientist tagged as 'globalisation of 
domestic politics (Koslowski, 2004, 2005), internet and other distance and time-
shrinking technologies have opened up politics of territorially delineated states to 
have 'significant participants spread across several states other than that of the 
homeland' (Koslowski, 2005, p. 2). Hence, as noted by Karim (2003), homeland 
politics has become the hot topic of various media of the Diaspora.

While these Nigerians in Diaspora are integral players in the economy of the 
country but are still alienated from major political process such as voting, there is no 
gainsaying that internet    offers certain potentialities in democratic and civic 
engagement to these set of Nigerians.  Further than its robust information 
environment through which citizens come to know vital political issues of the day,  
internet also 'provide an improved forum for debate, one that involves geographically 
disparate citizens, where issue relevance matters, social status is less important, and 
arguments are evaluated based on their strength' (Baek, 2011, p.364). Essentially, 
internet and its entourage of Web 2.0 offer to the Diaporas an inclusion to hitherto 
nationally bounded 'public sphere' (Habermas, 1989, Fraser, 1990). 

Public sphere represents the nucleus and defining features of deliberative 
democracy, a form of democracy which emphasises informed discussion among 
individuals on public affairs during which people cross-fertilise ideas and revise their 
preferences en-route some form of consensus and collective decision (Bohman, 
1998; Dryzek, 2002; Wright & Street, 2007). Public sphere or 'network of public 
spheres' (Benkler, 2006) is often seen as site of this deliberations and discussions. 
However, while public sphere as historicised and idealised by Jurgen Habermas is 
tied to Westphalian nation-state system, the concept in recent time has been 
reconceptualised and extended within the contemporaneous transnationalism 
(Cammaerts & Audenhove, 2005; Castells, 2008; Fraser, 2007; Guidry, Kennedy, 
Zald, & Zald, 2000).
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Within the potentialities of internet in overcoming geographical boundaries 
and engendering deliberation about public issues among citizens (Papacharissi, 
2004), online discussion forum has been largely feted as the closest manifestation of 
this participatory democracy (Freelon, 2010). Anchored on asynchronous message 
board technology, online discussion forums have been posited of creating a virtual 
world which approximates conditions for deliberative democracy. Online discussion 
forums offer a dialogic space for free and equal citizens to come together to share 
information, to debate, to discuss, or to deliberate on issue of common concern, and  
increasingly number of studies have shown how government and civil society around 
the world have been leveraging on the deliberative architecture of online discussion 
forums to revamp and increase participation in national and supranational politics 
(Blumler & Coleman, 2001; Dahlberg, 2001a, 2001b; Janssen & Kies, 2005; Wright, 
2006).

While the Nigerian social media landscape is characterised by presence of 
substantial numbers of online forums, the first clusters of Nigerian online forums 
were mounted by Nigerians in Diaspora (Kperogi, 2011) and this feat, to some 
extents, underlined the desire of emigrant Nigerians to discuss among themselves and 
even with Nigerians at home. Nonetheless, in recent time, Nairaland online 
discussion forum, with its over 2 million registered users as at September 2018 
( ), has emerged as the Nigeria's most popular and most vibrant www.nairaland.com
online discussion forum for interactions and opinion moulding among Nigerians 
(Taiwo, 2014; Heyd & Honkanen, 2015; Uwalaka, 2015; Chiluwa & Odebunmi, 
2016). While the platform host diverse topics, politics hold certain pre-eminence 
among other message boards (Dike, 2018) and studies have suggested that some form 
of exchange and discussions among users do take place and such discussion can be 
somehow short-circuited but not paralleled by widespread trolling on this forum  
(Taiwo, 2014; Chiluwa & Odebunmi, 2016; Dike, 2018).

Hence, within the plausibility that Nairaland do host some form of 
discussions among its members and that politics, among many other topics is 
preeminent, to what extent does Nigerian emigrants, remarkably characterised by 
their desire to always communicate and keep in touch with their homeland (Karim H 
Karim, 2018) recognise and key into the deliberative potentials of Nairaland online 
forum? Within the paucity of studies investigating this important area, this study 
which explores the use of Nairaland online forum for political Deliberations among 
Nigerians in Diaspora, becomes imperative. 

Statement of the Research Problem
While Nigerians in Diasporas have been documented as avid users of media such as 
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homeland satellite broadcasters (Asekun-Olarimoye et al., 2004), Diasporic 
broadcasters (Alakija, 2016) and digital media (Kperogi, 2011; 2014, Mustapha & 
Wok, 2014), substantial academic searchlight have not been beamed on these 
emigrants' exploration of Nairaland, the country's largest online community, for 
political deliberation. This calls for concerns considering the recent renewed interest 
in deliberative democracy as well as exploration of online political discussion forum 
as a means to participatory democracy (Dahlberg, 2001b; Janssen & Kies, 2005; 
Wright & Street, 2007)   Hence, this study looks into this concerns as a way of 
generating useful insights for large data study.

Research Objectives
The study has the following objectives

1. To determine the extent to which Nigerian emigrants are active on Nairaland 
online forum

2. To Determine the extent to which Nigerian emigrants use Nairaland online 
forum for deliberation about homeland's politics

Literature Review
Online Deliberation, Deliberative Democracy and Public Sphere
Within the crises of modern day democracy in which the citizenry are increasingly 
disengaging from civic life and political participation (Dalton, 2007; Inglehart & 
Welzel, 2005), argument has been made for inclusion of citizens in democratic 
decision making through discussions and deliberations (Strandberg & Grönlund, 
2012). Invariably, deliberation is seen as fundamental to reinvigoration of democracy 
(Carpini, Cook, & Jacobs, 2004). 

Deliberative democracy, as theoretical umbrella for ideas that democracy 
should revolve around deliberations by free and equal citizens, is then best seen as 
reformative or regulative to the ideals of liberal democracy (Bohman, 1998). 
Deliberative democracy emphasises informed discussions among citizens as 
prerequisite for decision making (Chambers, 2003; Dryzek, 2002). It is talk-centric 
and conversational as people cross-fertilise ideas to discover their common problem, 
opportunities, and concerns. Essentially, in deliberative democracies, deliberation is 
central to the setting of policy and legislative agendas.  

While deliberation has been defined differently by different scholars, it 
'generally includes a formal exchange of ideas and evidence related to a topic of 
public interest and aimed at reaching a consensus' (Wojcieszak, Baek, & Delli 
Carpini, 2009, p. 1081). According to Chambers (2003, p. 309) 'deliberation is debate 
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and discussion aimed at producing reasonable, well-informed opinions in which 
participants are willing to revise preferences in light of discussion, new information, 
and claims made by fellow participants'. Essentially, diversity of participants, equal 
and free opportunities to participate and revision of preferences in light of new 
information constitute the basic prerequisites for deliberation (Habermas, 1991, 
Bohman, 1996). 

Deliberation is expected to provide certain democracy enhancing outcomes 
such as increased democratic engagement by citizens, tolerance for opposing 
viewpoints, understanding and better justification of one's preferences, increased 
faith in democratic process, increased legitimacy for political decisions (Benhabib, 
1996; Bohman, 1998; Chambers, 2003; Dahlberg, 2001b; Dryzek, 2002). 
Conversely, some scholars have countered the ideals of deliberation by the argument 
that citizens may not have the competent skills to engage in deliberation and that 
deliberation may be infrequent; unrepresentative, leads to opinion polarisation, and 
may be subject to manipulations (Price, Goldthwaite, Cappella, & Romantan, 2003)

Though the idea of deliberation as a vital component of participatory 
democracy is not new considering that it formed the core of the direct democracies of 
ancient Greece's city state, the renewed interest in it is driven by the possibility of Web 
2.0 architecture to facilitate large-scale discussions hitherto considered to be 
impractical by the early theorist of deliberative democracy (Wright & Street, 2007). 
Consequently, online deliberation has become a blossom area of normative 
theorisation and empirical studies (Coleman & Moss, 2012). While studies have 
found online deliberation as exhibiting similar features with face-to-face 
communication (Albrecht, 2006), other studies have found otherwise (Baek, 
Wojcieszak, & Delli Carpini, 2012; Min, 2007; Wojcieszak et al., 2009).

In another research strand, studies have examined the extent to which online 
forums deliberations approximate deliberative ideals (Dahlberg, 2001b; Janssen & 
Kies, 2005; Wright & Street, 2007) with disjointed findings. Nonetheless, it is 
conventional that political deliberation do take place online (Albrecht, 2006; Blumler 
& Coleman, 2001; Freelon, 2010; Janssen & Kies, 2005; Witschge, 2004) and that the 
design (or the structure) of such online media could aid or obstruct the deliberation 
(Wright & Street, 2007). 

The idea of deliberation as the core of participatory democracy is intertwined 
with the concept of public sphere.  Public sphere revolves around the idea of critical 
rational discourse in an open political system (Habermas, 1991). In other words, what 
Habermas conceived as public sphere equates modern day's 'Athenian agora' where 
free and equal citizens come together to share information to debate, to discuss, or to 
deliberate on common concern. This arena can be a specific place where citizens 
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gather (for example, a town hall meeting). However, the increasing complexity of the 
society is transforming the public sphere from a physical sphere to 'notional' or virtual 
sphere being provided by communication technologies.

The public sphere is a central aspect of good governance (Curran, 1997; 
Dahlgren, 2009). Without a functioning and a democratic public sphere, government 
officials cannot be held accountable for their actions, and citizens will not be able to 
assert any influence over political decisions. Hence, the public sphere is for the state 
what the market is for the economy. In it, goods that are exchanged and the currency 
that is traded are not of the economy, but of political nature. The public sphere theory 
provides a theoretical framework for understanding how the media serve as 'notional' 
space for discussion, debate, and circulation of information ultimately toward 
formation of public opinion.

Nairaland Online Forum as Deliberative Arena
Nairaland online forum was founded by Seun Osewa in the year 2003 (Taiwo, 2014; 
Uwalaka, 2015; Chiluwa & Odebunmi, 2016; Lamidi, 2016) as a sort of tech start-up. 
The forum runs on re-programmed simple machine forum software. Over the years, 
Nairaland has emerged as the biggest and the most vibrant online community in 
Nigeria providing discursive and dialogic space to Nigerians (Taiwo, 2010; Chiluwa 
& Odebunmi, 2016). In terms of structure, the forum has 34 message boards which 
are all accessible from the home-page. Forum is managed by the owner and his team 
of super-moderator and moderators. 

The forum has a set of explicitly stated rules which moderators are to enforce. 
Registration on the platform is free and it only requires prospective registrant's e-mail 
address. Topics are mainly created by users as a discussion thread in any of the 
message board. Only registered members can create and comment on a post while 
unregistered visitors cannot post comment but can view and read such discussion 
threads. Super-moderator has the power to push any of these discussion threads to 
front page or close the thread if it violates any of the explicitly stated rules of the 
forum. The forum run on targeted advertisement being subscribed to by members and 
businesses. 

As the largest online community in the country, Nairaland has 2 million plus 
registered members as at August 2018. As shown in Figure 1, the forum has an 
average of 29,000 visitors per month in between August 2017 and August 2018 as 
well as an average of 228,000 page view per month in between the same period 
(www.nairaland.com). Also, according to the statistics distilled from the available 
data from the homepage of the forum, over 4 million topics have been discussed on 
the platform out of which 626,406 were politics related topics. Also, about 79% of 
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Nairaland traffic is from Nigeria, the remaining 21% are from other countries of the 
world as shown in Figure 2. The site attracts tangible traffic from US, UK, Japan and 
India. Hence, the forum has been described as a sort of meeting place for Nigerians at 
home, emigrant Nigerians and friends of Nigeria (Heyd & Honkanen, 2015).

Figure 1: Monthly visits and page views on Nairaland.com Aug, 2017 – August 
2018 

(source:   )https://www.nairaland.com/1049481/how-place-targeted-ads-nairaland

Figure 2: Nairaland.com traffic's country of origination. 
(Source: https://www.alexa.com/siteinfo/nairaland.com)

Within paucity of academic scrutiny of the degree to which communicative 
structures, anonymity of participants, and the use of moderation of Nairaland forum 
promote or inhibit deliberations among users, it is arguable that Nairaland online 
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forum approximates some idealised criteria of public sphere (Chiluwa & Odebunmi, 
2016) as distilled from the work of Habermas (1986: 1991). If weighed against criteria 
such as diversity, exchange of reasoned moral-practical validity claims; reflexity, 
ideal role taking, sincerity, discursive inclusion and equality, as well as autonomy 
from state and economic power (Carpini et al., 2004; Dahlberg, 2001b; Janssen & 
Kies, 2005), it is debatable whether the forum truly idealised the public sphere. 

Nonetheless, what is not debatable is that the forum as one of the deliberate 
sites within the network of public sphere in the country exemplified the ideals of 
public sphere than the mainstream media which has been adjudged as shrinking and 
transforming public sphere to elites' arena and of which what emanates from and tout 
as public opinion may not really be public opinion borne out in an unconditional and 
widely accessible level playing ground of public sphere. Rather, such supposedly 
public opinion may be agglutination of “the range of views expressed in mainstream 
government debate about a given topic” mediatised as public opinion (Bennet, 1990. 
p106). 

In essence, within the burgeoning number of studies that have attested to the 
potentialities and actual use of online discussion forum in engendering critical-
rational discourse by citizens (Albrecht, 2006; Baek et al., 2012; Dahlberg, 2001b; 
Janssen & Kies, 2005; Stanley & Weare, 2004; Tsaliki, 2002; Witschge, 2004), the 
discussion on Nairaland, especially those of the politics message board, fit somehow 
into democracy-enriching deliberation (Chiluwa & Odebunmi, 2016). Though, the 
extent to which those discussions crystallise into collective action can only be 
discerned through empirical studies. Nonetheless, it has been observed that 
Nairaland as arena of cyber-deliberative democracy is highly susceptible to trolling 
and impoliteness (Taiwo, 2014). In recent time, it is arguable that the Nigerian 
netizens are placing certain premium on 'savage reply', that is, intentionally composed 
severe or harsh comment on somebody else's post on social media. Trolling and 
impoliteness in online arena deliberation may derail discussion as such discussions 
may become mere exchange of banters instead of focused, robust, and democracy-
enriching discussion. 

Media Use by Nigerians in Diaspora
Within the view that Diasporas are avid users of media (Karim, 2003; 2018), some 
studies have been conducted to examine the actual use of various media by Nigerians 
in Diaspora. Asekun- Olarinoye et al. (2014) studied assessment of Nigerian 
international broadcasters by Nigerians in Diaspora. With respondents from United 
States, UK, Malaysia, Canada, Russia and Ghana, their findings suggest substantial 
use of the medium by the respondents studied though only few of them actually use 
the broadcast stations to keep abreast of the news and current affairs of the Homeland. 
Without the study mentioning it, the finding of the study is significant as it suggests 
that only few Nigerians in Diaspora still relied on Nigerian transnational television to 
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get news and current affairs about their homeland. Though the use of these 
broadcasters may be connected to other identity construction or reconstruction of 
'homeness' in foreign land (Georgiou, 2001; Shi, 2005; Alonso & Oiarzabal, 2010; 
Alakija, 2016). 

Turning to digital media, Mustapha & Wok (2014) studied (Nigerian) online 
newspapers use by Nigerian students in Malaysia and their findings allude to 
widespread use of various homeland' online newspapers and to attention news in these 
media by the respondents studied. The study also reported correlation between online 
newspapers use and interest in politics/politics participation among the respondents. 

In another study of digital Diasporas, Kperogi (2011: 2014) used case study 
method to examine the citizen journalism of the Nigerian Digital Diaspora based in 
the United States. Though his study is not specifically about how the Diaspora uses 
the Nigerian Diasporic Citizen journalism platform of Sahara reporters, 
Nigerianvillagesquare.com and others, but about how these alternative media 
mounted on the worldwide web is perturbing homeland politics and 'watching' the 
homeland's mainstream media whom are seen as slumbering watchdog in the face of 
enormous corruption defining the country's return to democracy. Nonetheless, the 
study suggests that Nigerian Diasporic community members in the United States are 
avid users of digital media as a means of lending their voice to homeland's politics as 
the vibrancy and effect of the digital media studied is only made possible via massive 
contribution and inputs from these immigrant Nigerians in United States. 

In a similar vein, Adeniyi (2008) studied the place of internet in Diasporic 
communication among Nigerians immigrants in the United Kingdom. Using a 
combination of survey and qualitative interviews, his findings show that internet is 
playing an increasingly significant role for migrant and Diaspora in keeping up with 

st nd
the homeland. Similarly, Alakija (2016) studied identity construction of 1  and 2  
generation Nigerian immigrants in Peckham, London. Using media ethnography as 

st
her research method and operationalising 1  generation immigrants as those who 

nd stmigrated to UK from Nigeria and 2  generation as the offspring of the 1  generation 
born in UK. Her findings also revealed use of internet amidst other Diasporic media 
such as Nollywood VCDs and DVDs,  Ben TV and Naija FM Station (in London) as 
media behaviour of these immigrants in constructing their 'Nigerianess' and 
connecting with happenings in Nigeria. Specifically, she found the use of internet to 

nd st
be widespread among 2  generation than the 1  generation immigrants. 

Going by the these studies on the Nigerian Diaspora use of media, it is 
apparent that, just the burgeoning interest of Nigerian government in its Diaspora 
Citizen, academic searchlight on Nigerian emigrants media behaviour is also 
increasing. However, within the exclusion of Nigerian Diasporas from voting in 
periodic elections and the increasingly recognition of critical rational discourse 
among citizens en-route collective actions as a form of civic engagement (Kim, 2006; 
Min, 2007; Polat, 2005), it is imperative for studies to gauge the extent to which 
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Diaspora press digital media into lending their voices to various democratic discourse 
in their homeland knowing fully well that contributing to such political discourse 
back home represents the most obvious route of civic engagement while they are still 
residing in another country.

Methodology
As informed by related studies, this study uses a cross-sectional research design and 
within the underlying assumption of survey research  that “if we ask someone about 
his world we can expect that, under normal condition, he will tell it as it is” (Bateson, 
1984).This informs the use of survey research method. As an explorative study, 
purposive sampling was used as we seek out Diasporas who are users of Nairaland 
online forum. Data were collected through questionnaire designed on Google form 
a n d  i t s  l i n k 
https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSfeIJrKW0mZ9Gi0XJ5Yi3D_7JgPDX4
WPptk--hGa7TEiZOz1w/viewform were embedded as a html link in post describing 
our study and   soliciting for Nigerians in Diaspora to respond to the questionnaire. 

stSuch posts were placed on major front page topics on Nairaland between July 1  2018 
th

and August 30  2018. Hence, based on the number of validly filled questionnaire, 
sample size was 104 Nigerian Diaspora. Statistical Package for Social Science 
(SPSS) version 21 was used to analyse collected data via descriptive statistics 
(frequencies, percentages, means and standard deviations). Out of the items on the 
questionnaire, the respondents' demographic variable and patterns of Nairaland use 
were of interest to this study. Political deliberation was measured using six items each 
on 5-point Likert scale with Cronbach's alpha .80 computed for the reliability of the 
items as fair measure of political deliberation. 

Results
A total of 112 copies of the questionnaire were filled by respondents out of which 104 
were valid. Larger chunk of the respondents were males (83.7%) while the remaining 
ones (16.3%) were females. The bulk of the respondents' age ranged from 20 to 45 
(73.1%) and 46 to 70 (16.3%). 7.7% and 2.9% of the respondents were less than 20 
years and 71 years and above respectively. As to the country of residence of the 
respondents, UK (34.6), USA (29.8) and Canada (10.6) and Belgium (5.8%) led the 
pack. 2.9% of the respondents were residing in Ghana, Germany and Benin each 
while the remaining 10.6% of the respondents identified other countries (Australia, 
Japan, Czech Republic, South Africa, Switzerland, South Korea, India and Norway) 
as their country of residence. The pattern is not surprising as the United Nation's 
International Migration Report for 2017 states that the majority of the world's 
migrants live in high income countries. Also, migration policies of UK, USA and 
Canada which slightly favour Nigerian professionals to relocate to these countries 
may explain these patterns of Nigerian emigrants' host countries.
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Table 1: Respondents' Country of Residence

Country of 
Residence 

Freq     % 

USA 31 29.8 

UK 36 34.6 

Canada
 

11
 

10.6
 

Belgium
 

6
 

5.8
 

Germany
 

3
 

2.9
 

Benin
 

3
 

2.9
 

Ghana
 

3
 

2.9
 

Others
 

11
 

10.6
 

Total
 

104
 

100.00
 

Respondents' years of activeness on Nairaland is presented in Table 2. 
Majority of the respondents have been using Nairaland for five years and above while 
22. 1% of the respondents have been using the platform for 3-4 years. 4.8% have been 
using the platform for less than one year while 22.1% have been using it for 1 – 2 years. 
This finding reveals certain level of activeness of Nigerian Diasporas on Nairaland. It 
has been documented that the first waves of Nigerian Online Discussion forums were 
mounted on the internet by Diasporas (Kperogi, 2011; Chiluwa & Odebunmi, 2016) 
and this slightly explains the interest of Nigerian Diasporas in online discussion 
forum. Also, the broadband internet connectivity as well as the position of internet as 
veritable means of Diasporic communication amidst other media may also explains 
the pattern observed.

Table 2: Respondent's years of being active on Nairaland online forum

Years of activeness 
on Nairaland 

Frequency Percentage 

Less than 1 year 5 4.8 
1 – 2 years 18 17.3 
3- 4 yars 23 22.1 
5 years and above 53 55.8 
Total 104 100.00 
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Table 3 presents result as to the level of respondents' attention to homeland's 
politics on Nairaland. The table show a moderate attention (M=3.38) as 57.7% of the 
respondents give moderate attention, while 26% and 10.6% of the respondents give 
much and very much attention respectively. Only 6 respondents, representing 5.8%, 
gave low attention to politics on Nairaland while 1% gave very low attention to such 
discussion. This finding resonates within the globalisation of domestic politics 
(Koslowski, 2004) framework in which ability to get robust information and even 
debate about one's homeland's politics via internet and its entourage is providing 
motivations and reigniting Diasporas interest in their homeland's politics.

Table 3: Respondents' level of attention to homeland's politics on Nairaland

level of attention to 
homeland politics on 
Nairaland 

Frequency Percentage 

Very low 1 1 
Low 6 5.8 
Moderate 60 57.7 
Much 22 26 
Very Much 11 10.6 
Total   (M= 3.38, SD= .79) 104 100.0    

 
Table 4 show the result as to the major activity of respondents on Nairaland. 

Overwhelming majority of the respondents (68.3%) do post, read others' comments, 
discuss and engage with others. The remaining 31.7% prefer reading other's 
comment without actually posting. Since one of the major components of political 
deliberation is the ability to listen to others (Carpini et al., 2004), the two major 
activity of the respondents are suggestive of deliberative imperatives in their use of 
the discussion forum.

Table 4: Respondents’ major activity on Nairaland 
Major activity on Nairaland Frequency  Percentage 
Reading others’ post and 
discussion on different 
threads 

33 31.7 

Posting Information, reading 
others’ comment, discussing 
and engaging with others 

71 68.3 

Total 104 100.00 
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As seen in Table 5, there is an average agreement among respondents as to the 
use of Nairaland for political deliberation (M=3.28, SD = 101.1). Explicitly, they 
agreed that Nairaland is averagely a deliberative space for issues of common interest 
(M=3.70, SD= .94) and that sharing and pooling of knowledge enhances grasp of 
complex political issues (M= 3.60, SD = .94). They also averagely agreed that new 
information shedding light on political issues being discussed often emanate via the 
process of deliberation on Nairaland (M=3.40,SD=.96). The respondents also 
slightly agreed that information and sources available to them by virtue of being in 
the Diaspora are often injected into the political related deliberation on Nairaland 
(M= 3.24, SD= 104). They, however, slightly agreed that they contribute robustly to 
the discussion on Homeland's politics on Nairaland (M= 2.96, SD=114) as well as 
sometimes changing their preferences and opinion on political issue as a result of 
discussion on Nairaland (M=2.79, SD= 1.23)

Table 5: use of Nairaland for Political deliberation

Use of Nairaland  for Political Deliberation Means SD 
Nairaland provide a communicative space 
characterized by debate on issues of common 

3.70 .79 

New information shedding light on political 
issues being discussed often emanate via the 
process of deliberation on Nairaland 

3.40 .96 

Sharing information and pooling knowledge 
on Nairaland

 
enhances my grasp of complex 

Political tensions in Nigeria
 

3.60
 

.94
 

I do contribute robustly to  the discussion of 
Homeland's politics on Nairaland

 

2.96
 

1.14
 

I sometimes change my preferences and 
opinion on political issue as a result of 
discussion on Nairaland

 

2.79
 

1.23
 

Information and sources available to me by 
virtue of being in Diaspora are often injected 
into the political related deliberation on 
Nairaland

 

3.24

 

1.04

 

Total 

 

3.28

 

1.01

 
Discussion
Within the deliberative turn in the theory and practice of Democracy as well as the 
globalisation of domestic politics via time and distance shrinking technologies 
(Bohman, 1998; Dryzek, 2002; Koslowski, 2004), the study has examined the 
exploration of Nairaland online forum for political deliberation among Nigerian 
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emigrants with findings suggesting substantial activeness and moderate use of the 
forum for political deliberation among the respondents studied. Within the emerging 
field of online deliberation research, studies (Witschge, 2004; Kim, 2006; Wright & 
Street, 2007; Coleman & Moss, 2012; Strandberg & Grönlund, 2012) have pointed to 
online forum as one of the Web 2.0 architecture capable of fostering participatory 
democracy. Findings from the study, though exploratory in nature, resonate within 
this strand of studies. 

While the Nigerian government, as exemplified in the recently floated 
Diasporas' bonds (Ogwu, 2017), has taken bold steps in harnessing Nigerians 
Diasporas as part of the social capital needed for economic growth, they are still 
mainly alienated from major political process such as voting in periodic elections. 
Nonetheless, deliberation about homeland's politics with fellow Nigerians via the 
instrumentality of online forum could be a right avenue to include these emigrants in 
the politics of their Homeland. 

Hence, from the findings of this study, it is possible to also harness inputs and 
potentialities of these Diasporas through promotion and enlargement of notional 
space for critical-rational discourse on politics of the country. Kperogi (2011) have 
documented how alternative citizen journalism of the Nigerian Digital Diasporas 
was able to perturb domestic politics back home and keep politicians on their toes 
through various exposé processed from information which is accessible to those 
Diasporas in the USA. The findings thereby support the framework that Diasporas 
are interested in their homeland's politics (Karim, 2018). Generally, findings from 
the study paint an active use of Nairaland  by Nigerians in Diasporas  as a sort of 
public sphere,  a  modern day 'Athenian agora' within networks of public sphere 
where free and equal citizens come together to share information to debate, to 
discuss, or to deliberate on common concern. 

Conclusion
The foregoing has examined the use of Nairaland online forum for political 
deliberations among Nigerian emigrants with findings showing moderate use of the 
forum for political deliberation among the respondents studied. As explorative study, 
we cannot make generalisation that the findings suggest the behaviour of Nigerian 
Diasporas when it comes to digital media and political deliberation. Nonetheless, the 
study opens up some useful insights and baselines which could be harnessed for a 
large data study. In emerging democracies like Nigeria in which past years of 
Military rule have recalibrated the psychic of the people to see themselves as an 
irrelevant factor in political decision/policy making, the study of how digital media, 
largely eulogised as politically empowering media, are being used by hitherto 
alienated or marginalised group from the mainstream politics and its corresponding 
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public spheres cannot be ignored. Deliberative democracy as a form of corrective 
and regulatory framework for representative democracy dictate that open interplay 
of opinion and policy represent the distinguishing hallmark of popular government. 
Hence, the study loosely paint a picture of diaspora positively inclined to voicing 
their opinion on defining political issue of the day

Recommendations
Findings of this study are suggestive of active use of Nairaland online discussion 
forum for political deliberation. Within the alienation of Nigerians in Diaspora from 
voting in general election, these Nigerians may have found succour in online forum 
and other social media in making their voices heard on major political issues of the 
day. Hence, it is recommended that large data study should be carried out on this topic 
and that government should leverage on the willingness and positive disposition of 
Diasporas to political deliberation via online medium to design an e-democracy 
architecture that guarantees invigorated participation of Diasporas in democratic 
deliberation as a way of harnessing Nigerian social capital worldwide for the needed 
all-inclusive good governance platform.
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