
South-South Journal of Humanities and international Studies                      Vol.4 No. 2 June, 2021 
 

The Tragic Effect of Hate Speech in Interpersonal Communication in Contemporary Society   311 

The Tragic Effect of Hate Speech in Interpersonal Communication in Contemporary 

Society: A Clear Dmonstration of Such, in Albert Camus’malentendu 

(Misunderstanding). 

By 

 

Manasseh Teryima, Akese. 

Department of French 

Federal College of Education, (Technical) 

Omoku, Rivers State. 

Akesemanasseh@gmail.com 

08101660236 

& 

Meshack Simon Fomson 

Department of French, 

Federal College of Education, 

Pankshin, Plateau State. 

 

Abstract 
Most human predicaments such as injustice, violence, conflict, wars and killings 

are tenets of hate speech. Hate speech is an inciting statement that is aggressive, 

injurious, abusive and dehumanising.  Hate speech is impedimental to human 

ethics. The human ethical   behaviour is guided by such values as equity, justice, 

integrity, fairness, honesty and tolerance. However most human  sentiments  and 

emotions  do engender and  trigger abusive statements  which  express prejudice 

against a person or group of persons on the basis  of religion , race, gender, politics,  

and disability. The paper therefore addresses the problem of hate speech in 

interpersonal communication as portrayed by Albert Camus in Malentendu  

(Misunderstanding) 1945, after the second world  war. Our major objective is to 

unveil the effect of hate speech in interpersonal communication and to show how 

it affects our social human existence in the world that is considered absurd. The 

paper has adopted the analytical method which has given us the capacity to 

critically examine and analyse the play –Le Malentendu (Misunderstanding) with 

a vision to exposing the danger and misery of hate speech in human life. The paper 

has also adopted the philosophy of absurd and communicative approach to bring 

out the unreasonableness of human conscience and the nonsensical utterances 

which are preponderant to hate speech in interpersonal communication as 

demonstrated in the work of Camus. In course of this research, we have discovered 

that hate speech in interpersonal communication is like venom which runs fast in 

the body and causes most people to act on impulse, there by endangering our lives.  

It is pertinent to note that most tragic plays in theatre works are practical 

demonstration of such speeches which are impedimental to ethical values, and 
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such spark off sociopolitical conflict, fights, and killings in the society. The paper 

denounces the notion of impaired conscience which is a buster of hate speech in 

interpersonal communication. 

 

Introduction 

Most tragedies in literary plays are the issue of hate speech. Hate speech is sacrilegious 

and dehumanising. It is instrumental to defamation or assassination of character. The 

empirical evidence is the social medial. Our social media is more or less battle fields where 

a lot of people exchange abusive words that are capable of destroying human relationship. 

Pages of most  newspapers are full of inciting statements that are impedimental to good 

harmonious relationship and nation building. A lot of sociopolitical and economic crisis, 

as well as civil and tribal wars are caused by these provoking, heartbreaking and inciting 

utterances. Majority of the plays are tragic due to inciting statements that lack moral values 

of human integrity, loyalty, honesty, equity and justice. It is therefore a threat to human 

existence and national development.  

 

It is interesting to note that hate speech in interpersonal communication as demonstrated 

by Camus is like venom which runs fast in the body and causes most people to act on 

impulse, there by endangering our lives.  It is obvious that most tragic plays in theatre 

works are practical demonstrations of such speeches which are impedimental to ethical 

values, and such spark off sociopolitical conflict, fights, and killings in the society. The 

paper put into consideration the notion of impaired conscience which render most people 

irrational. The vulgar language has created imbalances in our daily communication. Most 

interlocutors are indignant and absurd in reasoning. Their absurdity is a blast of nonsense 

utterances and a buster of hate speech in interpersonal communication. 

    

Clarification of Terms 

The concept of communication 

Communication is the process through which messages, information, feelings and 

ideologies are been expressed and transferred from one person to another. It is built on the 

ability of the communicator and the interlocutor. Communication is indeed a social 

phenomenon which reinforces human relationship. We enter into sociopolitical, cultural 

and economic relationship due to communication. According to Roy M. Berko, Andrew 

D.Wolvin and Darvy R. Wolvin in Communicating: A Social Career Focus “Significant 

friendship, successful family relationship, and academic and occupational success depend 

on communication abilities”(3). In our interaction with others at various levels of human 

endeavour, we set different patterns of communication. These patterns include among 

others: intra-personal communication, interpersonal communication, social media, mass 

communication and face to face pattern of communication. These patterns of 
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communication flow in the channel of who speaks to whom, who receives and controls the 

message and our reaction to such messages which some are peaceful and convincing, while 

others are aggressive, abusive and dehumanising. 

 

It is pertinent to note that human interaction hinges on the ethical values of human 

behaviour such as justice, integrity, honesty, loyalty and respect. It is therefore expected 

that at all levels of communication, our social interactions should be ethically bound. We 

should control our temperament and be polite in our communication with others. It is in 

this light that the Minister of Labour Power and Empowerment, Senator Chris Ngige 

cautions the chairman of All Progressives Congress (APC), Adams Oshiomhole in a chart 

to be guided in his utterances in order to avoid quagmire and character assassination. 

According to the minister in the ‘’Nation’’, ‘’this would enable Oshiomhole to be properly 

guided in his utterances to avoid unnecessary character assassination and misinformation 

of the public” (10). This entails that our dispositions at all levels of communication should 

be emotive and appealing .Our emotional feelings, attitudes and mentality should not 

distort our human relationship and the purpose of communication. Roy M. Berko, Andrew 

D. Wolvin and Darvy R. Wolvin in Communicating: A Social Career Focus say that: 

 

Over the years, speech communication instructors and theories have 

stressed that competent speakers should, by definition, be ethical 

speakers… Potential ethical issues are inherent in any instance of 

communication between humans to the degree that communication can 

be judged on a right-wrong dimension, involves possible significant 

influence on other humans to the degree that the communicator 

consciously chooses specific ends sought and communicative means to 

achieve those ends (22).  

 

Ethical communicators are pillars of nation building. They are advocates of socio-political 

and economic advancement of nation building. Their notion of fairness, equity and justice 

is in conformity with the moral principles and the traditional ideologies of the society. 

Ethical communicators develop national consciousness and as such, avoid presentation of 

falsehood messages and half-truths that cause significant proportion of harm in the society. 

Roy M. Berko, Andrew D. Wolvin and Darvy R.Wolvin say:   

 

The premise of ethical speaking can be stated as, “you must understand 

that you are a moral agent, and then you must communicate with others 

and make decisions that affect yourself and others, you have a moral 
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responsibility because your actions have human consequences. 

Specifically, ethical speakers.(22) 

 

Communication is therefore very pertinent and indispensable in our human existence. It 

is the basis of every socio-political, cultural, religious and business organisations. The 

effectiveness of such organisations depends solely on the high quality of information that 

flows in order to build up their goals and pave a way for the actualisation of such goals. It 

is the life of any systematic organisation. 

 

Interpersonal Communication 

Interpersonal communication is the interaction with one another. It is a process of 

communication where by two or more persons transfer information or messages in a 

closed psychological and physical proximity. People exchange feelings, information, 

motives and meaning in a discourse. This can be through Verbal and nonverbal 

communication. According to Roy M. Berko, Andrew D. Wolvin and Darvy R.Wolvin: 

 

The term interpersonal communication can be defined as “communication 

that is based on communicators’ recognition of each other’s uniqueness 

and the development of messages that reflect that recognition.” It can also 

be described as an interactional process in which two people send and 

receive messages. Two primary themes underlie this process: 

communication necessitates give and take, and communication involves 

relationships and information (115). 

 

The process encompasses self expression, self–disclosure, family discussions, dialogue, 

approval seeking, apologies and conflict resolution. 

Bradha, Bajracharya in interpersonal communication states that: 

 

Interpersonal communication is the process of exchange of information, 

ideas feelings and meaning between two or more people trough verbal 

and nonverbal methods. It often includes face-to-face exchange of 

messages, which may take form of a certain tone of voice, facial 

expressions, body language and gestures. The level of one’s interpersonal 

skills is measured through the effectiveness of meaning transferred 

through the message (Web).      

 

Bradha further demonstrates that interpersonal communication is relational in nature. It 

depends on the type of relationships that exist between the communicators. This entails 
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that the way we communicate depends to a greater extent on our relationship with others. 

In effect we command respect in our discursions based on the relationship that binds us 

together .Our interpersonal communication on official matters with our superiors is quite 

different from the village language that is used with friends in market squares and games. 

Chart Indicating Elements of Interpersonal Communication: 
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The chart illustrates the process of communication particularly in a verbal form. The 
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It is a truism that there can be no communication unless the communicators give and take 

information. Successful encoding and decoding of messages create room for openness and 
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and intrapersonal growth, and aid us in understanding who we are and how we relate to 

others’’(115). 

 

Channel of communication: There must be a channel of communication in interpersonal 

communication. The channel facilitates the flow of information within the process. If 

communication depends on  the sent and received messages which are encoded and 

decoded, it is therefore clear from the chart that messages are derived from the source- the 

sender of message and the receiver of messages. This is the more reason why we say 

interpersonal communication is dyadic and independent.  

 

Source-receiver: According to Bajra Chaya the source-receiver is the dual function of the 

party in a communication. He plays the role of a message originator and receiver. The 

source refers to the party that conceives and sends messages, whilst the receiver receives 

and decords  the message. 

 

Message:  There will be no communication without messages. Messages can flow within 

the channels in the form of verbal and nonverbal communication. In a situation where 

interpersonal communication takes place, messages must be sent, received and 

comprehended. These messages will be communicated with words, emotions, symbols, 

photos, audios and audiovisuals.  

 

Feedback: This is a response to the sent messages. Feedback conveys information about 

the messages sent. In the process of interpersonal communication our reactions to 

messages, emotions and puzzled looks are our responses to messages. It is pertinent to 

note that in communication, feedback may be delayed as the result of network challenge.  

 

Noise: Noise in communication refers to any interference or interrupted messages during 

communication. These interruptions can be waves, physical, physiological, psychological 

disturbances. It is imperative to note that noise cannot be totally eliminated within the 

process, but can be greatly reduced. 

 

Context: Interpersonal communication just like any other communication takes place 

within the context of the subject matter. It also refers to the environment and circumstances 

that influence the validity of our communication. 

 

Hate Speech 

Hate speech is a prejudice which aims at damaging one’s reputation.  Hate speech is 

sacrilegious. It is a mischievous statement. Hate speech is abusive, provoking, heart 
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breaking and dehumanizing. Besides, it is an inciting statement that is castigated. It lacks 

moral values of human integrity, loyalty, honesty, equity and justice. It is therefore a threat 

to human existence and national development. Precious Igbonwelundu wrote on the topic: 

“Hate speech: police launch probe into murder threats” stating that: 

 

The police commissioner Zubairu Muazu has urged residents to disregard 

such characters because they act to cause only mischief… the 

commissioner has activated intelligence component of the command to 

look into the video footage and avail us credible intelligence that would 

lead to the arrest of the character and people like him who are agents of 

division and propagate hate, inciting messages (10). 

 

In the view of Igbonuwelundu, hate speech engenders mischief and assassination of 

characters. It has the destructive tendency of one’s credibility.  

 

It is a statement that expresses prejudice against a particular person or a particular group 

of people on the basis of religion, race, politics and moralism. Almost all human beings are 

expected to be moral or ethical beings. However the indignation of many can initiate a talk 

that is inciting. Hate speech can be termed as a statement that intends to demean and 

coerce others on the basis of protected attributes. The protected attributes can be derived 

from race, ethnicity, nationality, disability, sexual orientation and g ender identity. Hate 

speech is derogatory. It prompts a prejudicial action which disparages or intimidates 

others on the basis of membership. 

 

Margaret Rouse defined hate speech in this perspective: 

Hate speech is a verbal or written communication expressing a 

generalized negative opinion about a particular demographic, sometimes 

attacking an individual as a member of that group (Web). 

 

Rouse condemns this act and renders it insignificant. According to her, it is an abominable 

act. She further states that: 

Hate speech is illegal in many countries. According to the International 

Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR) ‘any advocacy of national, 

racial or religious hatred that constitutes incitement to discrimination, 

hostility or violence shall be prohibited by law. A lot of people look at hate 

as a derogatory statement and defamation of character which emanates 

from protected attributes. 
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In the view of Adekunle Jimoh, Obasanjo’s utterance on Fulanisation and Islamazation 

depicts hate speech he says: “A professor of Islam studies at the Kwara State University 

(KWASU ), Suhamman Jamiu at the weekend described the statement credited to former 

president Olusegun Obasanjo on alleged fulanization of Nigeria and islamamization of 

Africa as inciting” (43). The  lecturer who gave lecture on the topics spirituality in the 

insecurity of nation: lessons from Ramadan in the university of Ilorin further stated that: 

“When I read that statement, I was shocked, considering the position of the former 

president and where the speeches made” (43).  

 

It is in this perspective that we say, hate speech is abusive, provoking and heart breaking. 

 

Objective of the Study 

The purpose of this study is to unveil and analyse the challenges of hate speech such as 

intimidation, violence, fighting and killing in interpersonal communication as portrayed 

in most theatre works, particularly Le malentendu (Misunderstanding ) by Camus after the 

Second word war. 

 

Theoretical Framework 

The paper has adopted the theory of absurd. Absurd signifies the nudity of life. It is the 

emptiness of our existence. This implies that we come into the world with nothing. We 

struggle and later die, and are buried with nothing.  According to Albert Camus, absurd 

arises as the result of the confrontation between the inherent tendencies of man to search 

for clarity of meaning and purpose in the irrational world. “While in wartime Paris, Camus 

developed his philosophy of the absurd. A measure component of this philosophy was 

Camus’ assertion that life has no rational or redeeming meaning”.(Web) In the view of 

M.H Abrams and Geoffrey Galt Hurphamd , absurd is the meaningless of life which is 

greatly  influenced by the horrors of war, poverty, death and futile search for meaning. 

They say: 

After the 1940s, however, there was a widespread tendency, especially the 

prominent in the essential philosophy of men of letters such as Jean-Paul 

Sartre and Albert Camus, to view a human being as an isolated existent  

who is cast into an  alien  universe; to conceive the human world as 

possessing no inherent truth, value, or meaning and to represent human 

life _in its fruitless search for purpose and significance, as it moves from 

the nothingness whence is both anguished and absurd. As Camus said in 

The Myth of Sisyphus (1942),”In a universe that is suddenly deprived of 

illusions and of light, man feels a stranger. He is an irremediable exile. . . 
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.This divorce between man and his life, the actor and his setting, truly 

constitutes the feeling of absurdity.(1) 

 

The theory has helped us to understand the irrational nature of man and his strange 

conduct. Besides it has helped us to interpret and analyse the abuse and sacrilegious 

speech that trigger social conflict in the play.  

   

We have equally adopted the communicative approach, using the interactive model. The 

interactive model is the approach that permits the flow of information between the source 

encoder and the source receiver. The source encoder sends the message and the source 

receiver receives the message and interprets it. There after he or she sends a feedback that 

is the reaction to the message. According to Berko et al, it is a two-directional 

approach.(14)The approach  has helped us to understand and analyse the psychological 

disposition of communicators and the provoking statements in the play which trigger  

conflict of interest The paper has equally adopted the analytical approach. This approach 

has helped us to logically present the aspect of hate speech and its tragic effect as illustrated 

by the author.  

 

Summary of the play, misunderstanding 

The play Misunderstanding is written by Albert Camus in 1945. The play mainly revolves 

around the characters like Martha, the mother, Jan, Maria, and the old woman. Martha and 

her mother run an inn. Jan is the long lost son to the mother and a brother to Martha. The 

play unfolds to reveal that both Martha and her mother are criminals. They robe and 

murder their   srich customer. They end up killing Jan who leaves the family for so long 

and still   refuses to reveal his identity to the family on his return to the inn. Jan’s lover, 

Maria loses control over the sudden death of Jan. She lashes out her sister in-law. Martha 

and Maria heap up abuses on each other. The mother later dies as she realizes her mistake 

of killing her son. Martha feels lonely in the absurd world whilst Maria lives in her misery. 

 

Analysis and Discussion 

Hate speech is damp- proof to human coexistence. It is impermeable to harmonious 

relationship. It is pertinent to say that hate speech is instigated by criminal attitude, grudge 

and other irresistible chauvinistic tendencies. The criminal attitude and injustice of Martha 

in Albert Camus’ play, Misunderstanding sparks off hate speech in interpersonal 

communication between Martha and Maria. The communication hinges on Jan, Jan’s 

mother, Jan’s sister- Martha and Maria, Jan’s wife. The fact still remains that human life is 

not a straight jacket and as such it reacts to issues positively or negatively. Maria stands in 

a better position to resist the criminal tendencies and acts executed by Martha and her 
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mother to kill Jan in a plot. Jan leaves his family for a very long time. The mother and the 

sister couldn’t recognize him even when he passes the night in their lodge. In their usual 

character to robe and kill travelers that pass the night in their lodge, they plot and kill Jan. 

Martha says that: 

I can only think, mother, that your wits are wandering. I repeat, we have 

much   to do .Once he’s thrown in, we shall have to efface the marks on 

the   river_ bank, blur our foot-steps on the path, destroy his clothes and 

baggage_ make him vanish from the face of the earth, in fact. Time’s 

passing and soon it will be too late to carry all this out with the composure 

that it needs (147). 

 

This explains the complicity of Jan’s mother and the sister, Martha to kill Jan. The 

actualization of this criminal act juxtaposes their thoughts which portray Martha as a sadist 

and the mother as a sentimentalist. This has been demonstrated in their dialogue below: 

 

MARTHA: But this morning is the first for the first for years when I breathe freely.  

Never did a killing cost me less. I almost seem to hear the waves the waves   

already, and I feel like out for joy.  

MOTHER: So much the better, Martha .As for me I feel so old this morning that I can’t 

share anything with you. But perhaps to-morrow I will be in a better way. 

(151). 

Why Martha was rejoicing in this criminal act, especially the murder of her brother, the 

mother was grievous and regrettable. 

 

Martha refuses to tender apology of any kind and also reconcile with others in whatever 

capacity. Martha says; ‘’I will not bend my knee. I have been cheated of my place on earth, 

cast away by my mother, left alone with my crimes and I shall leave the world without 

being reconciled’’ (159). Martha is stouthearted, aggressive and irreconcilable. It is 

therefore the sad and stoic nature of Martha that engenders hate speech in the play. Her 

provoking statements spark off the exchange of insults in her interpersonal 

communication with Maria; Jan’s wife .Let’s take a look at their discussion in a dialogue. 

 

MARTHA: Your husband’s where about is your concern not, not mine.  

MARIA You are wrong. You too are concerned in this, and closely. I don’t know if 

my husband will approve of my telling you this but I am sick and tired of 

this futile game and make believe. The man who came here yesterday is 

the brother. You‘d heard nothing for years and years. 

MARTHA: That is no news to me. 
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MARIAH: (Violently) then---what can have happened? If everything has been 

cleared up, how is it Jan’s not here? Did you not welcome him home, you 

and your mother. And weren’t you full of joy at his return?     

MARTHA: My brother is no longer here_ because he is dead (160-161). 

 

The dialogue portrays the responsiveness of Martha to her criminal and deadly act. Her 

words are careless and remorseless. Her statements are indeed injurious and 

impedimental to cordial human relationship that should have paved a way for nation 

building. Martha’s utterances aggravate the tragic mood in the play. This has been 

portrayed in their discussion.  

  

MARTHA: Don’t touch. Stay away where you are. There is nothing in common 

between us. (Pauses) .I can assure you I’m not joking; your husband died 

last night. So there is no reason for you to stay here any longer. 

MARIA: But you’re mad, stark staring mad! People don’t die like that –when one’s 

arranged to meet them, from one moment to the other all of sudden. I can’t 

believe you. Let me see him and then I may believe what I can’t even 

imagine. 

MARTHA: That is impossible. He is at the bottom of the river.(Maria stretches her 

hand towards her.) Don’t touch me I, stay there I repeat; he is at the bottom 

of the river. My mother and I carried him to the river last night, after 

putting him to sleep. He didn’t suffer, but he is dead. Sure enough, and it 

was we, and it was, his mother and I who killed him (161). 

 

This entails that Martha is mischievous .Mischief is instrumental to hate speech. It is a 

hindrance to sociopolitical and economic development of a nation. Mischievous people are 

bound to ignite sudden conflict, violence, fight and killings. It is therefore pertinent to state 

that the murder of in the play the cross purpose  by Jan’s mother and sister ,Martha gives us  

a mental  picture of our  contemporary  society where human life no l longer makes 

meaning to most people in our society today. 

 

The death of Jan creates a big chock in Maria’s life. This provokes Maria to engage Martha 

in a discourse. 

 

MARIA: It must be I who am mad. I’m hearing words that have never before been                                                                                                               

said to this earth.  I know that no good would come to me here, but this is 

a sheer craziness and I will not share in it. At this very moment when your 

words strike death into my heart, it seems to me that you are talking of 
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some other man, not of the man who shared my nights, and all this is a 

tale long ago in which my love never had apart. 

MARTHA: It’s not for me to convince you only to tell you the truth. A truth which 

you will have to recognize before long…surely made it clear enough. We 

did to your husband last night what we had done to travelers before; we 

killed him and touch his money (162-163). 

 

This predicament causes Maria to react harshly. Maria says: ‘’So his mother and sister were 

criminals’’ (163). This is the expository state of the aggrieved heart. It explains the reason 

why we say hate speech is injurious, incongruous and incompatible with human ethics. 

Hate speech can inflame and influence the characters of others in a pessimistic state of 

affairs. It endangers lives and repositions the thoughts of many credible hearts to indulge 

in derogatory acts. It leads to tragic end of many people in the society. Martha and Maria 

still juxtapose their feelings. 

 

MARIA: It means – it means that as this moment is tearing, gnawing at my heart; it 

means this rash of frenzy that makes my figures itch for murder. It means 

all my past joys, and this sudden grief you have brought. Yes, you crazy. 

Woman, if it wasn’t that I have steeled my heart against believing, you’d 

learn the meaning of that word, when, you felt my nails scoring your 

checks. 

MARTHA:   You are using language; words like love, and joy and grief are 

meaningless to me (162). The mystification and the absurd nature of 

Martha cause Maria to be dumbfounded and equally filled with grievous 

emotions which stimulate her tears. Maria states that: 

 

He wanted to make his home-coming a surprise, to get you to recognize him and to bring 

your happiness. Only at first he couldn’t find the worlds that were needed. And then, while 

he was groping for the words, he was killed [Weeping]. And you, like two mad women, 

blind to the marvelous son who had returned to you-for marvelous and he was, and you 

will never know the great heartedness, the noble soul of the man you killed last night… 

He might have been your pride, as he was mine. But no, you were his enemy-oh, the pity 

of it!-for else how could you bring yourself to speak so calmly of what should make you 

rush into the street screaming out your heart, like a wounded animal? (164) 

 

The chaotic nature of the interpersonal communication between Martha and Maria gives 

us the cumulative tragic effect of hate speech in Camus’ play, the cross purpose. The two 
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personalities end up in unprofitable talk which proffers no solution to their problem and 

as such leaving them in misery. They externalize their feeling by saying: 

MARIA: (Distractedly) oh, what do I care? I only know that my heart is torn to 

shreds,   and nothing, nothing matters to it except the man you killed. 

MARTHA:  (Savagely) be silent! I will not have you speak of that man; I loathe him. 

And he is nothing to you now. He has gone into the bitter house of 

eternal crime. The fool. Well, he has got what he wanted; he is width the 

woman he crossed the sea to find. So, all of us are served now, as we 

should be, in the order of things. But fix things  in your mind; neither 

for him nor for us, neither in life  nor in death, is there any peace or 

homeland [will a scornful laugh] for you’ll agree one can hardly call it a 

home, that place of clothed darkness underground to which we go from 

here, to feed blind animals .(164) 

 

The two personalities have seen their emptiness and the nudity of life. Maria’s heart is 

heavily astounded and confounded. Maria professes her futile effort to claim her husband 

alive by saying: ‘’Oh, my God, I know it! I knew this play-acting was bound to end in 

tragedy and we’d be punished, he and I, for having lent ourselves to it. I felt danger in the 

very air one breathes in this country…’’ (163).Martha felt cheated irrespective of her 

criminal tendencies and provoking statements. She finally says: “… we are cheated! I feel 

you cheated! What do they serve those kind impulses that surge up in us the yearnings 

that lack our souls? Why cry out for the sea, or for love? What futility!’’(167). 

 

Conclussion 

It is important to note that hate speech is effort in futility. It is odious, dehunamising and 

destructive. It is impedimental to cordial human relationship and nation building. The 

tragedy in Camus’ play, the Misunderstanding is a prototype of the ravaging effects of hate 

speech in interpersonal communication in the contemporary society. Most of our societies 

are in the mess of hate speech which causes political conflict, social and religious violence. 

The emptiness or the  vain conclusion of the discourse between Martha and Maria is a clear 

indication of the wasted effort of most people who engage themselves in provoking 

statements that will leave the society in a chaotic state and misery. The paper advocates 

for positive thinking and rebranding of our characters for peaceful coexistence and nation 

building, rather than utterances that are capable of ravaging the society.                
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