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ABSTRACT
This study investigates the influence of social media on the proliferation of foul language among polytechnic youths. With the advent of digital communication platforms, the dynamics of language use among young adults have undergone significant changes. This research aims to assess the extent to which social media contributes to the adoption and normalization of offensive language within the demographic A mixed-methods approach was employed, incorporating quantitative surveys and qualitative interviews to gather data from a representative sample of polytechnic students. The findings indicate a strong correlation between high social media usage and increased exposure to and use of foul language. Factors such as peer influence, the nature of online interactions, and the lack of effective content regulation were identified as key contributors. The study concludes with recommendations for educators, policymakers, and social media platforms to address and mitigate the negative linguistic impacts of social media on young adults. This research provides a critical foundation for understanding the socio-linguistic trends in contemporary youth culture and underscores the need for strategic Interventions to promote healthier online communication habits


CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION
1.1 Background of the study
	Social media has become as integral part of daily lives of individual worldwide, significantly impacting communication, and cultural dynamites. Among the various consequence of this digital revolution the use and spread of foul language have emerged as a note worthy concern particularly among polytechnic youths. Polytechnic institution, serving as hubs for technical and vocational education house, advisers of demographics of young individuals navigating their formative years. the pervasive nature of social media platform among these youth raises question about the influence of online spaces on their language above. the essay replaces the multi faceted relationship between social media and the perforation of foul language dissecting the mechanisms through which digital platform shape communication norms the contact of polytechnics environment.
	The audient of social media platform, the landscape of interpersonal communication providing individuals with unprecedented access to information and the  ability to connect with others globally, platform such as facebook, twitter, instagram and snapchat have become virtual spaces where polytechnic youth express themselves, show experience and engage in conversation. While these platform offer numerous benefit, they also serve as  breeding grounds for the dissemination of foul language. The digital nature of these interaction often creates an environment where  individual feels a degree of anonymity, emboldening them to use language that may be more offensive or explicity than they would in face to face interactions, understanding the evolution of social media as communication tools is crucial for analysing ti's impact on the language choices of polytechnic youths.
	The influence of social media on the spread of foul language among polytechnic youth is intertwined with the broader issues of cyberbullying  and online harassment. The digital landscape provide a platform whereby individual can engage in negative behaviors without immediate consequences, contributing to a culture of toxicity. polytechnic youths, seeking validation or succumbing to peer pressure, may resent to using foul  language as a means of asserting themselves or targeting others understanding the interconnectedness of online harassment and the use of explicit language in crucial for developing strategies to address these issues within polytechnic communities and fostering a healthier digital environment.
	The use of foul language among polytechnic youths on social media is not isolated rather, it mirrors the broader online culture that developed where the years. memes, trends and viral content often contribute to the dissemination of specific language styles, including foul language, creating a sense of digital identity  and belonging among users. the desire for recognition and acceptance within online communication can drive individuals, including polytechnics youth to adapt and propagate the language used by influential figure or popular trends, consequently, social media becomes a potent tools. for the normalization and amplification of foul language , influencing the linguistic choices of its user base. 
	Addressing the influence of social media on the spreading foul language among polytechnic youth requires a multifaceted approach that combines awareness, advection, and responsible use of digital platforms. polytechnic institution complain a pivotal rate in implementing educational programs that emphasize the impotence of digital etiquette, responsible online behavior, and the potential consequences of using foul language moreover, fostering  an open dialogue between education, parent and student can create a supportive environment for discussing the impact of social media on language choices. 	Encouraging critics thinking  about the content consumed and show on digital platforms empowers polytechnic youths to move informed decisions and promotes a positive online culture that extends beyond their academic years.
1.2 STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM
	The rapid proliferation of social media platforms has undeniably revolutionized communication platforms among the youth, particularly those enrolled in polytechnic institutions. However this transformation has not been without consequence as these is a growing concern about the escalating prevalence of foul language within these online space and it's subsequent impact on the linguistic and social media behavior of polytechnic youth, the influence of social media on the spread of foul language among this demographic raises pertinent questions about the potential repercussion an academic of the individual involved.
	One fact of the problem has in the accessibility and anonymity afforded by the social media platform enabling user to engage in uncensored communication without immediate consequence. polytechnic students, beongavid  user of these platforms, are exposed to a plethora of linguistic expression including foul language which might contribute to the normalization manifest in real world interactions affecting not only the interpersonal relationships among polytechnic youth out also potentially permeating into their academic discourse exploring the dynamics of foul language and social media without the context of polytechnic institutions becomes imperative for understanding the extent of it's influence to mitigate its adverse effects on the linguistic and social media fabric of these academic communication.
1.3 OBJECTIVE OF THE STUDY
The specific of the study are to!
1. to investigate how online communities and groups contribute to the dissem ination of foul language.
2. To explore the factors influences the use of foul language on social media among polytechnic youth
3. Top investigate the strategies to mitigate influence of foul language on social media without the polytechnic youth
1.4 RESEARCH QUESTIONS
1. What is the prevalence of foul language on social media platforms among polytechnic youth?
2. What are the factors influence the use of foul language on social media among polytechnic youth?
3. What are the strategies to instigate the negative influence of foul language on social media within the polytechnic youth.
1.5 SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY
	The role of the influence of social media on the spread of foul language among polytechnic youth holds significant implications for both individual behaves and societal norms social media platform being pcherful medium of communication and interaction, play a pivotal role in shapong the language palterns and expressions of the younger generation the accessibility and immediacy of these platform amplify the dissemination of content including foul language among polytechnic youth potentially contributing has trader societal consequence as it can influence how individuals communicate both online and offline impacting interpersonal relationships professional environments and community dynamics.
	The finding of this research are poised to serve as a valuable resources for journalists and other media professionals empowering them with a nuanced comprehension of the symbiotic relationship between adventisemble and the utility of the mass media realm further more it endeavors to shed light on the enrolling native of media consumption in the context of adverting offering a forward lowing perspective that con guide industry stakeholders in making informed decision.
	Furthermore, the study of the influence of social media on the spread of foul language among polytechnic youth is crucial for understanding the evolrong dynamics of communication in the digital age. It provide valuable instight into the mechanism through which language is shaped and transmitted within this demographic shedding light on the interplay between online and offline behavior, identifying the factors that contribute to the prevalence of foul language on social media platform among polytechnic youth allow for the development of targeted interventions and education strategies to promote more respectful and responsible communication by addressing this issue educators, parents, and pohaymakers can none toward fostering a digital environment that encoraged positive language and social development of polytechnics youth.
1.6 SCOPE AND LIMITATION OF THE STUDY
the research delves into the repercussions of probate broadcast media on national development with a specific focusion kwara state the geographical factors of the respondents will be meticulously examined before deploying research instruments these factor encompasses adverse range including age gender academic level and other relevant variable by scrutinizing these demographics element, the study seeks to unveils nuanced insight into differential impact of private broadcast media on various segments of the population.
	The concentration on kwara state enables a localized perspective acknowledging the unique social media-cultural dynamic and developmental nuances they may differ form broader national trends the careful consideration of demographic recognizing that affect it private broadcast media may manifest differently among distract demographic groups. This methodological approaches enhance the study precision, fascinating a more nuanced understanding of the intricate interplay between private broadcast media and national development within the specified geographic contents. consequently the research aspires to contribute valuable insight that can inform polices and strategic tailored to the specific needs and characteristic of kwara state in the broader context of national development.
1.7 DEFINITION OF TERMS
the following terms are operationally defined in the course of this study to increas the understanding of people who may want to use them.
Private Broadcast: is a targeted transmission of audio, video, or data content to a restricted audience, unlace public broadcast, it is intended for a specific group or individual, maintaining confidentiality and limiting access to designated recipients often used for secure communication or personalizes content delivery.
media: media refers to the various means of communication isuchas television, radio, news paper and the internet. The transmit information, entertainment and other content to a wide audience it encompasses both traditional and dissemination news and entertainment glabally.
Development: is the process of growth, progress and positive change in various aspects of human the, societies or entities it encompasses economic, social, technology, and culture advancements among to improve by intentional planning and strategies efforts.
National Development: national development refer to the sustained improvement of a country's economic, social and political wellbeing. it involves enhancing infrastructure, education, healthcare and qurernance to elevate the overall quality of life for citizen. Achieving national development often requires strategic, planning, investment, and collaboration across various sectors.


CHAPTER TWO
LITERATURE REVIEW
2.0  INTRODUCTION
The influence of social media on the spread of foul language has become a prominent subject of study in recent years. Researchers have explored the way in which online platform provide a fertile ground for the dissemination of offensive language, examining the impact on both individual behavior and societal norms. Social media with its instateneous and global reach facilitate the rapid spread of foul language, contributing to the normalization of such discourse.
Studies indicate that the anonymity afforded by the online platforms often embolden users  to engage in more aggressive and profane communication than they might in face to face interaction. The prevalence of foul language on social media has been linked to the erosion of civility and the amplification of divisive discourse. Additionally, the algorithms employed by these platforms may unintentionally promote and perpetuate inflammatory content, further exacerbating the issue.
On the flip side, some argue that social media also serve as a platform  for activism and collective mobilization against offensive language , with users utilizing these platforms to challenge and counteract harmful discourse. Despite ongoing debate about the impact of social media on language norms, there is a concensus that understanding and addressing the dynamic of foul language online is crucial for fostering a healthier digital communication environment.
2.1  CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK
2.1 THE CONCEPT OF SOCIAL MEDIA 
Social media refers to online platform and technologies that enable users to create, share and exchange information, ideals, and content in virtual communities it has transformed the way people communicate connect and share information in the digital age. Social media platforms include a diverse range of websites and application that facilitates social interaction, such as facebook, instagram, twitter, linkedin, and snapchat.
At it core, social media provides individuals and organization with the ability to create and maintain a virtual presence allowing them to share updates, photo, videos, and thought with a wide audience . users can connect with friends, family colleague, and even strangers breaking down geographical barriers and fostering global communication , social media serve as a powerful tools for self expression, enabling users to showcase their personalities interest and talent.
One of the key features  of social media is its interactive nature allowing users to engage in two way communication. Through comment, likes, shares , and direct message , individuals can participate in conversations, expressions opinions and build online communities around shared interests. This dynamic interaction has given rise to the concept of users generated content, as individuals contribute to the vast pool of information available on these platform.
Businesses and organization also leverage social media for marketing customer engagement and brand promotion. Social media analysis enable users to track metrics such as engagement, reach, and demographics providing valuable insights for strategic decision making.
However, social media is not without challenges including concerns about privacy, the spread of misinformation, and the potential for online harassment. As social media continues to evolve, it plays a central role in shaping public discourse, influencing cultural trends and redefining the way the society communicate and connects in the digital landscape. 
2.2 The Concept Of Foul Language
Foul language is also known as profanity, swearing or cursings, refers to words or phrases considered impolite, offensive or taboo in a particular culture or society. These words or phrases often expresses strong emotions, such as anger, frustration or excitement. Cultural norms what is considered foul language varies across culture, societies, and historical periods, social context , the same words can considered , foul language in one setting (e.g a formal event) but not in an other ( e.g a casual conversation with friends.
Personal values, individuals have different tolerance levels for foul language and some may considered certain words or phrases more objectionable than others, language evolution, words and phrases can shift in meaning overtime, what  was once considered foul language may become more acceptable. The perception of what constitutes foul language varies across culture, societies and individuals making it a subjective concept while some words are universally recognize as offensive, the degree of offensiveness can depend on factors such as cultural norms, context, personal sensitivity profanity may target race, gender, sexuality, religion or other sensitivities topics, exacerbating its potentials to cause harm or discomfort.
Types of foul language
Foul language also known as profanity or swear words can be categorized into several types based on their meaning , usage, and cultural context.
Here are some common types of foul language
1. Expletives: Words used to express string emotions, often in anger frustration e.g. damn, hell, crap
2. Obscenities: Words or phrases considered impolite or taboo, example, fouliter words, explicit sexual terms
3. Oengatory terms: Words or phrases used to insult, deaman or belittle individuals or groups. Example racist, sexual homophobie slurs
4. Blasphemy: Words or phrases considered sacrilegious or disrespectful to eligious beliefs, examples, taking the lord name in vain
5. Vulgarisms: Word or phrase considered crude coarse, or off colour example toilet, humor, explicit sexual references
6. Euphemism and minced oaths: Mild or indirect words or phrases used to avoid offense, examples darn, shoot, gosh
7. Pejoratives: Words or phrases used to express contempt, disdain, or disrespect, examples, insults, put downs, modoong language. Profan idioms
8. Fixed expression that used profanity to coivy a particular meaning examples, “damn it” “hell of a time”
9. Racial and Ethnic slurs: words of phrased used to demean, degrade, or discriminate against individuals or group based on their race, ethnicity or national origin, examples! Recists, anti – Semitic, xenophobic language
USES OF FOUL LANGUAGE
1. Emotional expression
Release of strong emotions like, anger frustration or excitement while foul language can be harmful and damaging, it also serves various purposes in different contexts.
2. Social Bonding: Share uses of foul language can create a sense of camaraderie of belonging
In group identity; using language to signal membership in a portional or a group
3. Humor and Satire: 
· Using foul language for comedic effect or to highlight absurdity
· Socail commentary employing foul language to crifigure societal norms or politics
4. Literacy Artistic expression:
· Create freedom: pushing boundaries and challenging societal normals through art
· Creature freedom: pushing boundaries and challenging societal normals through art
5. Retellion and defiance
· Using foul language as a form of resistance or protest against authority
· Anti – establishment sentiment; expressing dissent through language
6. Intersification and emphasis
· Usingfoul language to add emphasis or intensity to a statement
· Rhetorical device; employing foul language to make a point more forcefully
7. Cultural significance:
· Foul language holding cultural or historical significance in certain community
· Symbolic meaning: using foul language as a symbol of identity resistance or solidarity
SOCIAL MEDIAL AND FOUL LANGUAGE
Social media platforms have become an integral part of modern life, and with them, the use of foul language has become more prevalent.
It has also become a breeding ground for foul language, with many users employing profanity, insults, and other forms of offensive language involve
Social media refers to online platforms or tools that allow users to creare, share, and interact with contact information or other users in all over environment, the term “social media” is a broad term that encompasses a wide rnage of platforms and services, including but not limited to, social networking, photo and video shawing platform forum and discussion board, vitual world and online communities.
Foul language is also known as proxity, refers to words or phrases that are considered, impolite, rude or taboo in a particular culture society, curse, obenities, vulgarities insults.
ROLE OF SOCIAL MEDIA IN THE SPREAD OF FOUL LANGUAGE
Social media has played a significant role in the spread of foul language, contributing to its normalization and increasedvisibility here are somw ways social media has facilitate the spread of foul language. Anonymity; social media platforms allow users to remove union or anonymous, making it easier for them to use for language without fear of consequences, lack of face to face interaction; online communication can lake the social cure and emparty that come with face to face interaction, leading to increased use of foul language influence on line communication social media influences, celebration and content creators sometimes useful language to appear dge cool, or authentic. This can normalize the use of profitanity among their followers, peer pressure and social norms, where users feel pressure to conform to certain behaviours or language patterns to fit in or avoid social exclusion
2.1.3	CONCEPT OF FOUL LANGUAGE
Foul language, also known as profanity or vulgar language, refers to the use of offerove, disrespectful or socially unacceptable words or expression that may be deemed inpolite or inappropriate in certain contexts. These words often involve obscenities, curses, or slurs that may be offensive to others due to their explicit or in nature foul language can be written or spoken, and it is typically used to express strong emotions such as anger, frustration, or contempt.
The perception of what constitutes foul language varies across culture societies, and individual, maing it a subjective concept while some words are universily recognized as offensive the degree of offensiveness can depend on factors such as cultura norms, context and personal sensitivity profanity may target race, gender, sexuality, religion or other sensitive topics, exacerbating its potential to cause harm or discomfort.
The use of foul language can have social consequences, leading to strained relationship, social ostracism or professional repercussions. Many societies establish guidelines or etiquette to discourage the use of offensive language in formal settings, educational environments, or professional work places despites the negative connections associated with foul language, some argue that it can serve as a form of self expression, allowing individual to vent emotions or challenge societal norms. However strong on balance between free expression and respectful communication is crucial to maintaining a healthy and inclusive discourse. Ultimately, foul language is a dynamic and culturally influence aspect of language prompting ongoing discussions about its impact of communication and social interactions.
2.1.4	SPREAD OF FOUL LANGUAGE AMONG POLYTECHNIC YOUTHS
The spread of foul language among polytechnic youth is a complex phenomenon influenced by various factors including cultural shifts, social dynamic land technological advancement foul language, often chacteristied by the use of profanity dulgariteis, and offensive expression, has become increasingly prevalent among this demographic, raising concerns about its impact on communication, behavior and overall social norms.
One contributing factors to the spread of foul language is the evolving cultural landscape, polytechnic youths, like any other group, are influenced by the broader cultural trends that shape language use. In recent years there has been a noticeable shift in societal attitudes towards language normal with an increasing acceptance of previously considered taboo words, popular media, including moviges, music and online content, often feature explicit language inormalizing its use and desensiting individuals, including polytechnic youth, to the impact of such words.
Social dynamic with peer groups also play a crucial role in the propagation of foul language. Young people often use language as a form of identity expression and a means of fitting into their social circles. The use of certain words or expressions may be seen as a way to demonstrate comaraderoes, ansertiveness, or rebellion in an attempt to be perceived as redgy or cool, polytechnic youth may adopt foul language as a linguistic tool to establish their place within peer groups, leading to its rapid spread within these social circle
	The pervasive influence of technology, particularly social media and online platforms, cannot be ignored in the discussion of foul language among polytechnic youths. Digital communication channels provides an environment where language norms are less restricted and individual may feel a sense of anonymity that emboldens them to use language they might otherwise avoid in face – to – face interactions, social media platforms in particular, amplify the reach of language trends, making it easier for certain expressions and words to gain popularity quickly among polytechnic youths who are active users of these platforms additionally, the rapid evolution of language itself contributes to the spread of foul language – language is dynamic and constantly evolving, and young people are often at the forefront of linguistic innovation, foul language can be seen as a way for polytechnic youths to assert their linguistic creativity and challenge conventional norms. The desire to differentiate themselves from older generations and establish a distinct linguistic identity can drive the adoption spread of unconventional and sometimes offensive language.
Despite these contributing factors its important to note that not all polytechnic youths engage in or endorce the use of foul language, many individuals within this demographic actively resist such language trends and choose to communicate respectivefully. Understanding the spread of foul language among polytechnic youth requires a nuanced examination of the interplay between cultural influence, social dynamics, technological advancement and individual choiced. Addressing the phenomenon involves fostering a culture of respectful communication promoting media literacy and encouraging critical thinking about the impact of language on social interactions.
2.1.5 Prevalence Of Foul Language On Social Media Platform
Online communities and groups can sometimes contribute to the dissemination of foul language for various reasons. Its important to note that not all online communities promote or tolerate such behavior and many actively work to create positive and respectful environments. However, certain factor may contribute to the spread of foul language on some online spaces .
To address the dissemination  of foul language in onine communities platform and community leaders can implement and enforce clear content guidelines, provide moderation tools, foster communities norms encouraging respectfull communication and promoting a sense of accountability can help create more positive online environment.
2.1.5.1 Anonymity
Online platforms often provide a level of anonymity that allows individual to express themselves without fear of real world consequences. This can lead some people to engage in behavior, including the use of foul language, that they might avoid in face to face interactions.
2.1.5.2	LACK OF FACE TO FACE INTERACTION
The absence of physical presence in online communication can create a sense of detachment, leading individuals to feel accountable for their words. This can result in more casual and potentiality offensive language use.
2.1.5.3	GROUP DYNAMICS
In some online communities, certain behavior, including the use of foul language, may become normalized or even encouraged within the group’s culture, individuals might comform to the prevailing tone to fit on or gain assistance
2.1.5.4	PROVOCATION AND ATTENTION SEEKING
Some individuals may use foul language as a means of attracting attention or providing a reaction. Online spaces with fewer content moderation measures may inadventently foster on environment where provocative language is more pervalentor
2.1.5.5	Excalation of conflict
Disagreements and conflicts are common in  online discussions. Foul language may be used as a tool for escalation, particularly when emotions are high in the absence of face to face communication people may be more prone to using offensive language to express anger or frustration
2.1.5.6	memes and internet culture
Internet culture often involves the rapid spread of memes and inside jokes, some of which may include foul language, these trends can contribute, to the normalization of such language within specific online subculture.
2.1.5.7	Accessibility And Ease Of Communication
Online platforms make communication quick and easy the ease with which people can express themselves, combined with the spread of online interactions, may lead to impulsive and unfiltered language.
2.1.6	Factors influencing the use of foul language on social media. However celebrity endorsement has countless benefits but there are also certain rise factors that are associated with celebrity endorsement as a marketing strategy. Negative publicity regarding the celebrity is a major risk with endorsing a celebrity and there are other factors that can lead to sevous consequences like, popularity start decreasing; moral issues; over endorsing can led to losing credibility; overshadowing of endorsed products.
2.1.6.1	Social Norms and peer influence
Polytechnic youths often engage in the use of foul language on social media due to the influence of social norms within the or peers groups. If the use of such language is considered acceptable or even cool among heir friends individuals are more likely to adopt similar behavior online.
2.1.6.2	Anonymity and Disihibition Effect
	The anonymity provided by social media platforms can lead to a desinbubition effect, where individuals feel less accountable for their actions this anonymity embolden polytechnic youths to use foul language as they perceive a reduced risk of real – world consequences for their online.
2.1.6.3	Emotional expression
	Foul language can serve as a tool for polytechnic youths to express strong emotions, frustration or angers, social media provides a convenient outlet for venting emotions, and the use of explicit language may be seen as a way to intensify their expression.
2.1.6.4	Cultural influences
Cultural factors play a significant role if foul language or normalize or widely accepted in the surrounding polytechnics, they are more likely to incorporate such language into their online communication as a extension of their ofline interaction.
2.1.6.5	Attention seeking behavior
The desire for attention and social validation can drive polytechnic youths to useful language on social emdia shocking or controversial language can attract more engagement, likes, and comments, fulfilling their needs for social recognition.
2.1.6.6.	Lack of digital literacy
Some polytechnic youths not fully comprehend the potential consequences of their online behavior. Lack of digital literacy and understanding of the long term ikpact of using foul language on social media can contribute to its paralence.
2.1.6.7	Mimicking online trends
	Polytechnic youths are often influenced by online trends and the behavior of social media influencers if influenctial figure within their online community useful language, it may be mimicked by other who perceive it as a way to fit on or be point of a particular online subculture
2.1.7	Strategies to mitigate the negative influence of foul language of social media within the polytechnic youth
Implementing practice content moderation tools and guidelines can curb negative impact of foul language within the polytechnic youth foster a courage of respectful communication through awareness compaiging emphasizing the importance of constructure dialogue, encourage pear epating mechanisms to siftly address inappropriate lanauge. Establish consequences for consistent offenders, promoting accountability additionally, promote positive online engagement by highlighting exemploy concisentece and contribution.regularly review and uplate social media policies to adapt to avoiding challenges, by combining technology solutions with community education and enforcement the polytechnic youth can create a more inclusive and respective online environment.
2.1.7.1	Implement strict content moderation policies
Establish clear guidelines on the use of language within social media platforms associated with the polytechnic youth community. Employ automated tools and human moderators to identify and filter out foul language promptly. This ensure a safer and mores respectful online environment.
2.1.7.2	Educational campaign and netiguette
	Launch campaigns to educate polytechnic youth members about the importance of maintain a positive online culture promote awareness of the imact of foul language on others and the overall community, emphasizing the need for respectful communications.
2.1.7.3	Community code of conduct
	Develop and enforce a comprehensive code fo conduct for polytechnic youth social media platforms, this code should explicity address the use of foul language, outline consequences for validation encouraging community member to report instance of offensive language.
2.1.7.4	Empower community moderators
Appoint responsible community members as moderate to actively monitor and manage online discussions provide them with the authority to intervene and address instances of foul language promptly this decentralized approach fosters a sense of shared responsibility for maintaining positive online space.
2.1.7.5	Regularly review and update policies
	Social media dynamics and so should content moderation policies. Regularly review and update guidelines to address emerging challenges and trends related to online communication story practice in adapting to new forms of foul language or online harassment
2.1.7.6	Encourage positive engagement
	Promote positive and constructive discussions within the polytechnic youth community. Highlight and celebrate instances of respectful communication and collaboration. By fostering a culture of positivity the prevalence of foul lanauge may naturally decrease.
2.1.7.7	Provide alternative outlets for expression
	Encourage members to express themselves creatively in ways that do not involve foul language. Facilitate discussion and activities that channel energy into constructive dialogue, creative expression and collaborative projects providing alternative to a more inclusive online environment within the polytechnic youth community.
2.2	THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
2.2.1	Distribution theory
	Disinhibition theory is a psychological concepts that explores how individuals may engage in behavior they could typically avoid when certain inhibitions are remained or reduced. This they suggested that social norms, international rules, and inhibitory mechanisms normally regulate behavior. However incertion situations, such as under the influence of alcohol, in anonymity or in a group setting, these inhibitions may be weakened, leading to behaviors that might otherwise be restrainal.
The theory suggests that dishibition can occur through various mechanisms one common example is the consumption of alcohol or drugs, whichc an impair judgement and lower inhibitions, leading individuals to act in a ways they might not when scholar. Another example is the anonymity provided by online environments, where individuals may feels less accountable for their actions and therefore behavior behave more impulsively or aggressively.
Disinhibition theory has been applied to understand a wide range of behavior including aggression, risky decision making and social interaction it can help explain why individual might engage in behaviors that are out of character or socially unacceptable under certain circumstances, Additionally understanding disinhibtion can have practical implications for intervention aimed at promoting safer behaviours and reducing harmful outcomes, such as alcohol abuse or online harassment.
2.2.2	Agenda Setting theory
	In control to the extreme views of the direct effect model, the agenda setting theory of media stated that mass media determine the issues that concern the public rather than the public in views. Under this theory, the issues that receive the most attention from media become the issues that the public discusses, debates, and demand action on this means that the media is determining that issues and stories to the public there about. Therefore, when the media fails to address a particular issue, it become marginalized in the mind of the public (Hanson).
When critics claims that a particular media outlet has an agenda, they are drawing on this theory, Agenda can ragne from a perceived liberal bias in the enws media to the propagation of culthroat capitalist ethics in films for example, the agenda setting theory explains such phenomena as the use of public opinion against smaking before the mass media began taking an antismoking stance, smaking was considered a personal heatlh issue. By promoting antismaking sentiments through advertisement public arena, making it a public health issue rather than a personal health issue (Deawing and proper, 2016) more recently coverage of national disaster has been prominent, in the news. However, as a news coverage wares, soboes the general public’s interest media scholars who specialize in agenda setting research study, the salvece, or relative importance, an issue and then attempt to understand which causes it to be important, the relatively soldence of an issue, determine its place within the pulbic agenda, which in turn influences public policy creation, agenda setting research traces public policy from its roots as an agenda through tis promotion in the mass media and finally to its final from as a low or policy (raring & rogers, 2016)
2.3	EMPIRICAL REVIEW
According to weisser (2004), hafe speech refers to all communication wether vabal, written or symbolic) that insult a raced eethnic and political group, weather by suggesting that they are inferior in some respect or by indicating that they are despised or not welcome for any other reasons, on the other hand, leyambother and Mao (2012) refer to hate speech as “ware waged on other by means of words this understanding of hate speech is particularly true when outcome to have speech social media nations, online hate speech is mainly characterized by the use of words and symbols.
As regard maturation of hate speech, many scholars have pointed and several factors such as lack of tolerance, political crashes, discrimination enimity and the openness of social media as naturating hate speech online for instance, even before the mergence of social media, speigel (2019) p.375 predicted that the internet will be another communication ools for racists and “hate manger” to spread their messages and nemes (2012 p. 193) considered the internet a very important channel for those who wants to spread messages of hated withchage (2018 p. 75.92) However, presented a more balanced understanding of the web’s potential within the political communication on the other hand, he endorse brants (2008) views of a Horizontal open and user friendly nature of the  internet’, which accords people with opportunities for greater participation in the public sphere, on the other hand however, he subscribe to walberg’s (211) counter argument that the web might facilitate abusive postings and even contribute in silencing some voices, finally, witcharge argue that wehterht the web enables delibration or not, it depends on how people utilize the opportunities provided online
Stating the effects of hate speech, leets (2002) p. 223) says it violates the individual’s dignity, resulting in humiliation, distress and sychologicaly or emotional pain, similarly, nemes (202 p.220) avers that hate speech can provoke poon, distress, fear, embarraseemnt and isolation to individuals while hate speech towards groups of people can bring inequality problems and isolation, it creates the feeling of fear and discourages them from participating in the community and expressing their opinions additing to the argument, Nielsen (2002 p.26
.280) areas that the degradation and humiliation brought by hate speech can silence the “theton” and thefore reinforce existing hierarchies in the society while porch 2006 p. 213) says it can also lead victims to become aggressive and dangerous
Regarding anonymity or pseydonymity (false mems), the possibility of anonymous posti on line social media networks tend to make perpetrators to have speech more comfortable to express their feelings because their hidden identifies dissipate there fear of having to deal with any consequences of their action. Anonymity especially on social media may also be an obstacle to prosecution (itron & Norton Pseudonymons discourse which can just as easily accelerate descrutive behavior as it can fuel public discourse. Lastly the transnational reach of the internet enhances the effect of hate speech and posses complications regarding legal mechanisms for combating online have speech in addition kind and sution (2013) have added that the climate of online hatred is characterized by thargeted discrimination, prejudice and violent attachs, which tends to cluser in time and space and drastically increase artier so called “trigger event”
According to Gagliar done et al (2015) p13-15) online hate speech is not essentially different from similar expressions foundonline; hoever there are some specific characteristics as well as challenges unique to online content and its regulation. They summarized these characteristic as a parmancne, itinerant, anonymity or psendonym and transmatically on parmnanece, hate speech can remain online for long period of different formals across differences platforms, and can be repeatedly linked. In this sense, the architecture of any particular plerform influences how long topics “story alive” for instance, twitter is builts around the idea of trending topics, which may facilitate quick and wide dissemination of hatefulmeesages, however, if topics are ignored, discussion rapidly faces; facebook on the other hand, provide the opportunity for longer lasting discussion threads, notwithstanding online hate speech content may particularly be itnmenet, which measnt hat even when its removed from one platform it may and expression elsewhere, possibly on the same platform under a different name or an different online spaces, if a website is shutdown, it can quickly re open using a web – hosting service with less strongest regulations or via reallocation to a country with laws imposing higher threshold for hate speech ‘the itinerant nature of hate speech also means that poorly formulated their hits that would not have found public expression and support in the past may now arrive in spaces where they can be visible to large audience.


CHAPTER THREE
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
3.1 RESEARCH DESIGN
	According to creswell (2020), research design refer to the overall plan or structure for conducting and lying data to answer research questions or test hypothesis. in the book "Research design" Qualitative quantitative and mixed methods approaches (5thed), Creswell (2020) emphasizes the importance of research design  in ensuring that studies are rigorously conducted and that findings are rehaste and ualid.
	This chapter deals with the various means and procedures emplayed in these process of data and information gathering this study is carried as following some logical steps that will facilitate achievement of the research goals and to explain the method of study implanted in the research question are organized under the following headings.
	Research designs, target population, sample size and sample techniques instrumentation, validity and reliability source of data method of analysis.
3.2 POPULATION OF THE STUDY
	According to Jilcha Sileyen (2020), the population of a study refer to entire group of individuals that the research aims to study and draw in research design, defining the population is a critical step as its set the boundaries and scope of the study findings for instance Creswel (2020) define population as a group of individual who share the same characteristic.
	According to Adeleke (2013), population is the aggregate of all element defined before proper selection of the sample is made for this study there is a total population of 201 student of kwara state polytechnic that purchase organic product and some youth outside campus will constitute the population.
the targeted population are the female in different institute of kwara state polytechnic, ilorin. The student of kwrar state polytechnic are the respondent intentional to use for the research. According to the academic system of the institution there are six institute of environment study, institute of technology and institute of finance and management study. Five department was chosen to set respondents form different institute the department are; Mass Communication Department, Engineering Department, Science Laboratory Technology Department, Business and Management Department and Architecture Technology Department.
Table 3.1
The population of each respectful department are shown below
	Department
	Population

	Mass Communication
	3,801

	Civil Engineering
	2,762

	Science Laboratory Technology
	4,101

	Business Administration management
	3,977

	Architectural Management
	1,050



3.3 SAMPLE SIZE AND SAMPLE TECHNIQUES
	Sample size refer to the number of participants or observation included in a research study. Its a critical aspect of research design as its affects the accuracy reliability and generalizability of the findings.
	According to Musa, Etillcan and Allcassim (2016), sample techniques refer to the method used to select a subset of individual or cases from a  larger population for the purpose of research or study.
	The respondents needed for this study have the research focuses on different location to get the respondent. five department was choosen to get respondents from different institute, so respondent from mass communication department, so respondent from Engineering department, so form Science Laboratory Technology department, so from Business Administration Department, so respondent from Architectural Technology department. The total number made it 201 respondent for our research studies.
	Proportionally, the sample size of the study population are 20% of the respondent are from mass communication department. Another 25% from Civil engineering department. There is another prospection from the department of Science laboratory technology which covers 25%. 15% from department of Business administration and 10% from Architecture technology department.


Table 3.1
The population of each respectful department are show below
	Department
	Population

	Mass Communication
	50

	Civil Engineering
	50

	Science Laboratory Technology
	30

	Business Administration management
	30

	Architectural Management
	20

	
	

	Total
	201


Source: Author's formulation 2023
3.4 RESEARCH INSTRUMENT
According to table (2013), A research instrument is a device or tools used to measure or collect data, such as a question, survey or observation schedule.
The instrument used to elicit or draw response for this study is a structure questionnaire designed to draw nominal response to generate, nominal data, a frequency count is made for each question in the measurement scale. The frequency were presented separately for group of responses.


	The questionnaire is divided into two part in which the first part caption the relevant question that this research tries to proffers answer to with various forms of responses option such as itemised below.
	Strongly Agree (SA)
Agree (A)
	5
4

	Undecided (U)
	3

	Disagree (D)
	2

	Strongly disagree (SD)
	1

	
	



3.5 VALIDITY AND RELIABILITY OF THE INSTRUMENT
	Since the data collection instrument (questionnaire) is a standard instrument of gathering data, it will give accurate and unbiased data to effective and efficient analysis. Anything that can render the tool invalid, was adjusted and corrected by the supervisor therefore, any generation that may be arrived at should be regarded as accurate and geniues.
3.6 METHOD OF DATA COLLECTION
the measuring instrument to be used in collecting data in questionnaire it would cover the population research question as in chapter on open ended and close ended question should be included in the questionnaire.
	The data in this study was collected by the research himself using questionnaire , this was to enhance efficiency in retrieving completed questionnaire and to enable the research have physical contact with respondents.
3.7 METHOD OF ANALYSIS
the linear regression method would be used in analysing the gathering data to test the research hypothesis through the use of analytical software package statistical package for social science (SPSS) version 20. Linear regression method will focus on establishing the degree of relationship that exists between the independent and dependent variables. 
 


CHAPTER FOUR
PRESENTATION AND DATA ANALYSIS
4.0	INTRODUCTION
This section focuses on the presentations and data analysis related to the influence, of social media on the spread of foul language among polytechnic youth the presentation highlights key findings from a survey of 200 polytechnic students, exploring their social media usage, exposure to foul language, and the impact of their language use, and its components include, introduction, methodology, findings, data analysis, implication and recommendations.
4.1	PRESENTATION
The presentation explores the impact of social media on the spread of foul language among polytechnic youth, it highlight key findings from a survey of 200 students, examining social media usage, explosive to foul language, and its influence on language use.
· Social media usage: high daily usage among students, with popular platforms including, whatsapp, and instagram.
· Exposure to foul language, widespread, exposure to foul language on social media, with many students reporting frequent encounters
· Influence on language use; significant number of student admit using foul language online with some extending it to the offline concisention.
Section A
Table 4.2.1 Sex distribution
	Sex
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Male
	58
	29%

	Female
	42
	21%

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
The sample population was made up of 100 respondents and during the administration of the questionnaire to, s0 100 questionnaire were returned, making the sample size of the population to be 200 so in the case of the sex, out of the 200 respondents 56 were male and that is 28%, where 41 were female that is 22%. this made the sample size to be 200 respondents.
Table 4.2.2: Marital Status distribution
	Marital status
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Single
	56
	28

	Married
	44
	22

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
The above table shows that 28% of the respondents were single, while 25% were married. It also shows that most of the respondents were single and closely followed by married respondents.
Table 4.2.3 Working Experience distribution
	Age
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Below 5 years
	20
	10

	6-10 years
	48
	24

	11 to 20 years
	25
	12.5

	21 years and above
	7
	3.5

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
For the working experience, respondents below 5 years made up 10% that is 20 respondents, 6-10 years respondents made up 24%, that is 48 respondents, respondents between 11 to 20 years made up 12.5% that is 25 respondents and finally respondents between 21 years and above made up 3.5%, that is 7 respondents.
Table 4.2.4: Academic qualification distribution
	Options
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	B.Sc/B.Tech
	16
	8

	HND
	24
	12

	M.Sc
	40
	20

	P.hd
	20
	10

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
On education qualification, most of the respondents were students who are B.Sc undergraduate which made up 8% that is 16 respondents out of the sample, HND holders, which is 24 respondents, then 40 respondents from M.sc holders and they made up to 20% which is 10 respondents, we couldn't get holders of Phd from our population.
Section B
Table 4.2.1 How often do you encounter celebrity endorsed advertisement
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Vey often
	38
	19

	Occasionally
	24
	12

	Hardly
	19
	9.5

	Never
	19
	9.5

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
The table shows that result of the statement which state how frequently do you use social media, B respondents which made up to 19% see celebrity very often, 24 respondents see it occasionally, 19 respondents said they it if Hardly while to respondents disagree with the facts that they never come through it.
Table 4.2.2.7 which social media do you use most?
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Facebook
	30
	15

	Twitter (X)
	30
	15

	Whatsapp
	16
	8

	None of the above
	24
	12

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
The table shows that result of the statement which state that V. 117 resopndents which made up to 30% chase the celebrity endorsed advertisement, 30 respondents choose non celebrity endorsed adventisement 16 respondents which made up 24% choose street advertisement while 24, respondents that made up 12% choose none of the above we have.
Table 4.2.3: is social media promoting the spread of Nigeria attitude?
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Yes
	15
	7.5

	No
	25
	14.5

	Sometimes
	10
	5

	None of the above
	50
	25

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
The table showst hat result of the question which state that is social media promoting the spread of negative attitude, 15 respondents which made up to 7.5% agree that they trust the celebrity endorsed advertisement, 25 respondents which made up to 125% do not trust celebrity endorsed advertisement, 10 respondents which made up to 5% said they trust it sometimes while 52 respondents that made up to 25% choose none of the above we have.
Table 4.2.4	Do you use your social media for negative things?
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Yes
	14
	7

	No
	26
	13

	Sometimes
	50
	25

	None of the above
	10
	5

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
The table shows that result of the question which state that do you use your social media for negative things, 14 respondents which made up to 7% agree that they trust the celebrity endorsed advertisement, 26 respondents which made up to 13% do not trust celebrity endorsed advertisement, 50 respondents which made up 25% said they trust it sometimes while 10 respondents that made up to 5% choose none of the above we have
Table 4.2.5: Is social media platforms have made students expose to the use of foul language?
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Yes
	18
	9

	No
	24
	12

	Sometimes
	28
	14

	None of the above
	30
	15

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
From the table below, 18 respondents which is 9 percentage choose year to the question "is social media platforms have made students expose to the use of foul language". 24 choose no which is 12% 23, respondents which is 14% choose sometimes and the remaining 30 respondents choose No of the above and that made up to 15%
Section C
Table 4.2.6 Specific social media platforms do polytechnic youths predominantly use for communication
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Agree
	16
	8

	Strongly Agree
	26
	13

	Disagree
	30
	15

	Strongly Disagree
	8
	4

	Neutral
	20
	10

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
Specific social media platforms do polytechnic youth predominantly use for communication, 16 respondents which made up 8% strongly agreed, those who agree with this claim made up 13% strongly agree which is 26 respondents, those who disagree made up 4% which is 8 respondents the respondents who strongly disagree made up to 4% which is equivalent to 8 respondents while those with neutral made up 10% which is 20 respondents
Table 42.7: polytechnic youths encounter foul language while usig social media platforms.
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Agree
	27
	13.5

	Strongly Agree
	20
	10

	Disagree
	25
	12.5

	Strongly Disagree
	16
	8

	Neutral
	12
	6

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
Polytechnic youths encounter foul language while using social media platforms, 27 respondents which made up 135% strongly agreed, those who agree with this claim made up 10% strongly agree which is 20 respondents, the who disagree made up 12.5% which of 25 respondents, the respondents who strongly disagree made up to 8% which is equivalent to 16 respondents while those with neutral made up 6% which is 12 respondents.
Table 4.2.8: There are particular types of content or interactions on social media that tend to certain more foul language among polytechnic youth.
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Agree
	24
	12

	Strongly Agree
	17
	8.5

	Disagree
	18
	9

	Strongly Disagree
	20
	10

	Neutral
	21
	10.5

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
There are particular types of contents or interactions on social media that tend to certain more foul language among polytechnic youths, 24 respondents which made up 12% strongly agreed, those who agree with this claim made up 8.5% strongly agree which is 60 respondents, those who disgaree made up 9% which is 18 respondents, the respondents who strongly disagree made up to 10% which is equivalent to 20 respondents while those with neutral made up 10.5% which is 21 respondents.
Table 4.2.9: There any differences in the prevalence of foul language based on demographic factors such as age, gender, or geographical location among polytechnic youth
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Agree
	12
	6

	Strongly Agree
	25
	12.5

	Disagree
	14
	7

	Strongly Disagree
	31
	15.5

	Neutral
	18
	9

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
There any differneces in the prevalence of foul language based on demographic factors such as age, gender, or geographical location among polytechnic youths, 72 respondents which made up 6% strongly agreed, those who agree with this claim made up 125% strongly agree which is 26 respondents, those who disagree made up 7% which is 14 respondents, the respondents who strongly disagree made up to 15.5% which is equivalent to 31 respondents while those with neutral made up 9% which is 1 & respondents.
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Agree
	23
	11.5

	Strongly Agree
	20
	10

	Disagree
	25
	12.5

	Strongly Disagree
	14
	7

	Neutral
	18
	9

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
Celebrity endorsement on organic creams product can change your perception on the product purchase, 23 respondents which made up 45% strongly agreed, those who agree with this claim made up 10% strongly agree which is 20 respondents, those who disagree made up 12.5% which is 25 respondents, the respondents who strongly disagree made up to 7% which is equivalent to 14 respondents while those with neutral made up 5% which is 10 respondents.
Table 4.2.11 social media is the main factor influencing the use of foul language
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Agree
	24
	12

	Strongly Agree
	20
	10

	Disagree
	18
	9

	Strongly Disagree
	16
	8

	Neutral
	22
	11

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
Social media is the main factor influencing the use of foul language, 24 respondent which made up 12% strongly agreed, those who agree with this chain made up 10%, strongly agree which is 20 respondents, those who disagree made up 9% which is respondents, the respondetns who strongly disagree made up to 8% which is equivalent to 16 respondents while those with neutral made up 11% whihc is 22 respondents.
Table 4.2.12 Fact influence contribute to the prevalence of foul langauge usage among polytechnic youths on social media.
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Agree
	30
	15

	Strongly Agree
	24
	12

	Disagree
	14
	7

	Strongly Disagree
	28
	14

	Neutral
	4
	2

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
Peer influence contribute to the prevalence of foul langauge usage among polytechnic youths on social media, 30 respondents which made up 15% strongly agreed those who agree with this claim made up 12% strongly agree which is 24 respondents, those who disagree made up 7% which is 94 respondents, the respondents who strongly disagree made up to 14% which is equivalent to 28 respondents while those with neutral made up 2% which is 4 respondents.
Table 4.2.13 anonymity plays a major in encouraging the use of foul language among polytechnic students on social media platforms
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Agree
	48
	24

	Strongly Agree
	20
	10

	Disagree
	20
	10

	Strongly Disagree
	7
	3.5

	Neutral
	5
	2.5

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
Anonymity plays a major in encouraging the use of foul language among polytechnic students on social media platforms, 48 respondents which made up 24% strongly agreed, those who agree with this chain made up 10% strongly agree which is 20 respondents, those who disagree made up 20% which is 10 respondents, the respondents who strongly disagree made up to 3.5% which is equivalent to 7 respondents while those with neutral made up 5% which is 25 respondents.
Table 4.2.14 social cultural factors contribute to the prevalence of foul language on social media among polytechnic youths.
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Agree
	28
	14

	Strongly Agree
	20
	10

	Disagree
	15
	7.5

	Strongly Disagree
	14
	7

	Neutral
	23
	11.5

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
Socio - cultural factors contribute to the prevelence of foul langauge on social media among polytechnic youths, 28 respondents which made up 14% strongly agreed, those who agree with this chain made up 10% strongly agree which is 20 respondents, those who disagree made up 7.5% which is 15 respondents, the respondents who strongly disagree made up to 7% which is equivalent to 14 respondents while those with neutral made up 4.5 which is 23 respondents.
Table 4.2.15: Educational and Institutional factors, such as absence of strict, guideline, contribute to the use of foul language on social media within the polytechnic demographic.
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Agree
	25
	12.5

	Strongly Agree
	20
	10

	Disagree
	14
	7

	Strongly Disagree
	17
	8.5

	Neutral
	24
	12

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
Educational and institutional factor, such as absence of strict guidelines, contribute to the use of foul language on social media within polytechnic demographics, 25 respondents which made up 125% strongly agreed those who agree with this chain made up 10% strongly agree which is 20 respondents, those who disagree made up 17% which is 14 respondents who strongly disagree made up to 8.5% which is equivalent to 17 respondents while those with reutral made up 12% which is 24 respondents
Table 4.2.16: Educational institutions within the polytechnic system can raise awareness among youth about the consequences of using foul language on social media
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Agree
	10
	5

	Strongly Agree
	8
	4

	Disagree
	46
	2.3

	Strongly Disagree
	16
	8

	Neutral
	20
	10

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025

Educational instituoins within the polytechnic system can raise awareness amng youth about the consequences of using foul language on social media, 10 respondents which made up 5% strongly agreed, those who agree with this chain made up 4% strongly agree which is 8 respondents, who disagree made up to 33% which is 46 respondents; the respondents wtrongly disagree made up to 8% which is equivalent to 16 respondent while those with neutral made up 10% which is 20 respondents
Table 4.2.17 Peer to peer mentorship programs be established to encourage positive online communication and discourage the use of foul language among polytechnic students on social media.
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Agree
	40
	20

	Strongly Agree
	24
	12

	Disagree
	20
	10

	Strongly Disagree
	8
	4

	Neutral
	8
	4

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
Peer to peer mentorship programs be established to encourage positive online communication and discourage the use foul language among polytechnic students an social media, 40 respondents which made up 20% strongly agreed, those who agree with this claim made up 12% strongly agree which is 24 respondents, those who disagree made up 10% which is 20 respondents, the respondents who strongly disagree made up to 4% which is equivalent to 8 respondents while those with neutral made up 40% which is 8 respondents.
Table 4.2.18: Technology and artificial intelligence bell averaged to automatically detect and fitter and offensive language on social media platforms, with a specific focus on protecting the polytechnic youth community.
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Agree
	22
	11

	Strongly Agree
	26
	13

	Disagree
	20
	10

	Strongly Disagree
	18
	9

	Neutral
	14
	7

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
Technology and artificial inteligence be leveraged to automatically deket and filter out offensive language on social media platforms, with a specific focus, on protecting the polytechnic youth community, 22 respondents which made up 11% strongly agree with is 26 respondents, those who disagree made up 10% which is 20 respondents, the respondents who strongly disagree made up to 9% which is equivalent to 18 respondents while those with neutral made up 7% which is 4 respondents.
Table 4.2.19: Collaborate efforts can be established between polytechnic institutions and parents to create a supportive environment that fosters responsible online behaviour/ addressing the issue of foul language on social media
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Agree
	18
	9

	Strongly Agree
	16
	8

	Disagree
	14
	7

	Strongly Disagree
	28
	14

	Neutral
	24
	12

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
Collaborative efforts can be established between polytechnic institutions and parents to create a support environment that fosters responsible online behaviour, addressing the issue of foul language on social media, 18 respondents which made up 9% strongly agreed which is 16 respondents, those who disagree made up to 7% which equivalent to 14 respondents while those with nuetral made up t0 14% which is 28 respondents.
Table 4.2.20: Counselling services can play in addressing the underlying reasons for resulting to foul language on social media among polytechnic youth
	Option
	No of respondents
	Percentage (%)

	Agree
	46
	23

	Strongly Agree
	10
	5

	Disagree
	25
	12.5

	Strongly Disagree
	12
	6

	Neutral
	7
	3.5

	Total
	100
	100%


Source: Researcher field survey, 2025
Counselling service can play in addressing reasons for resorting to foul language on social media among polytechnic youth 71 respondents which made up 46% strongly agreed, those who agree with this claim made up 23% strongly agree which is respondents, those who disagree made up 10% which is 33 respondents, the respondents disagree made up to 6% which is equivalent to 12 respondents while those with neutral made up 35 which is 7 respondents.
Overall, the findings underscore the compexity of addressing foul language on social media platforms among polytechnic youth and the needs for multifacted strategies.
The study's findings underscore the profound impact of social media on the languistic behaviour of polytechnic youth, the widespread expose to foul language on social media platforms not only normalizes its use but also influences students' language partern in both online and offline settings.
-	Social media influence: exposure to foul language on social media normalizes its use and affects language paterns.
-	Peer influence: peer significantly shape language use, amplified by social media.
-	Language development implications: foul language use can lead to language degradation negatively impacting academics and social relationship
4.2	ANALYSIS OF RESEARCH QUESTIONS
RESEARCH QUESTION ONE: What is the prevalence of foul language on social media platforms among polytechnic youths?
The prevalence of foul language on social media platforms among polytechnic youths is a significant concern. Studies suggest that hate speech and foul language are widespread on social media platforms in Nigeria particularly among youths. Research has identified various forms of profamily used on social media, including swear words and derogatory term.
-	High prevalence: foul language is prevalent on social media platforms among Nigeria youths.
-	Influence of social media: social media platform can influence youth to spread hate speech and foul language
-	Variety of proferity research has identified various forms of pr family used on social media.
In table 4.2.6, the analysis highlight the specific social media platforms predominantly used by polytechnic youths for communication, the data collected from a total of 200 respondents indicate that 10.5% strongly agree that certain platforms are prefered among these respondents, 30.5% also agree witht his assertain, conversely, 6% disagreed with the claim, with a smaller portion of 2% strongly disagreeing, while 1% remained neutral, this suggests a clear inclination toward particullar social media platforms among polytechnic youths for their communication needs, as evidenced by the high percentage of agreement and strong agreement.
Table 4.2.7 deliver into the issues of encountering foul language while using social media platforms among polytechnic youths, the data of 200 respondents show that 39.5% agree moreover, 9.5% of respondents disagree and on equal percentrage strongly disagree with the statement. Additionally, 4% remain neutral on this issue. These findings underline a significant proportions of youths facing or acknowledging the presence of foul language on social media platforms indicating a notable concern within this demographic.
In table 4.2.8, the analysis explores the perception of polytechnic youth regarding specific types of content or interaction on social media that tend to certain more foul langauge, from the response of 200 perticipants, 36.5% strongly agree, ad 30% agree with this nation. Concisely, 14% disagree, and 13% strongly disagree, while 6.5% remain neutral. This suggests anvanced understanding among respondents regarding  the association of fertain centered on interactions with increased intences of foul language on social media platforms reflecting a ducise range of perspective within the demographic.
RESEARCH QUESTION TWO: What are the factors influencing the sue of foul language on social media among polytechnic youths?
The factor influecing the use of foul language on social media among polytechnic youths can be categorized into several key areas?
-	Peer influence: social media amplifies peer influence, encouraging youths to adopt similar language patterns.
-	Social interaction! social media platforms are primary used for social interaction and amusement, which can lead to the use of informal language.
-	Community norms: Online communities may normalizes or tolerate foul language, contributing to its prevalence.
In table 4.2.11 titled "Social media is the main factor influencing the use of foul language, "The data presents respondent' perspective on the role of social media influencing foul language usage. among the 200 respondents surveyed, 101 (50.5%) agreed, and 67 (33.3%) Strongly agreed that social media is the primary factor during the use of foul language conversely, 15 (7.5%) disagreed with this assertion only 6(3%) respondent remained neutral on the topic. These figures highlight a substantial portion of respondents attributing the prevalence of foul language to social media, with significant portion expressing strong agreement.
Table 4.2.12, Peer influence contributes to the prevalence of foul language usage among polytechnic youths on social media, "devices into the influence of peer on foul language usage among polytechnic students, of the 200 respondents, 88 (44%) strongly agree and 78 (39%) agreed that peer influence significantly contribute to the prevalence of foul language on social media. Conversely, 19 (9.5%) disagreed and 11 (5.3%) strongly disagreed with this nation. A minor proportion of respondents, 4 (2%) remained neutral on the topic. These findings underscore the significant role peers to play in shaping language behaviour, particularly in online environments like social media platforms.
RESEARCH QUESTION THREE: WHAT ARE THE STRATEGIES TO MITIGATE THE NEGATIVE INFLUENCE OF FOUL LANGUAGE ON SOCIAL MEDIA WITHIN THE POLYTECHNIC YOUTH
-	Media literacy education, integrate media literacy into school curricular to teach students about responsible langauge use, online etiquette, and critical thinking, this can help them understand the impact of foul language and make informed choices.
-	Parental guidance and monitoring: encouraging parents to monitor their children's online activities, set clear boundaries and have open conversations about language use.
-	Positive role modeling and online communities: Encourage positive role models and online communities that promote respectful language use.
Table 4.2.13 titled "Anonymity play a major role in encouraging the use of foul language among polytechnic youth on social media platforms, addresses the impact of anonymity of foul laguage usage, among 200 respondents, 91 (45.5%) strongly agreed and 81 (40.5%) agreed that anonymity plays a major role in encouraging the use of foul language on social media platforms in contrast, 14 (9%) disagreed, and 12 (6%) strongly disagreed with this assertion only 2 (1%) respondents maintained neutral stance. These results indicate a substantial portion of respondent acknowledge the influence of anonymity in shaping online language behaviour, among polytechnic youth.
DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS
The research examined the prevalence of foul language on social media platforms among polytechnic youths and factors influencing its youths, through survey with 200 respondents its totals a significant inclination towards specific platform for communication moreover a notable proposition for communication among polytechnic youth, or of respondents acknowledge encouraging, foul language o these platform, indicating a concern within this demographic, additionally respondents demonstrate a nuanced understanding of the types of content on interactions associated with increase instances of foul language affecting a diverse perspective, within the group.
Regarding the factors influencing foul language use, the research identifies social media as a primary driver with a substantial portions of respondents attributing its prevalence to these platforms peer influence also emerges as a significant contribution to foul language usage, indicating eh role of socail dynamic in shaping online behavour.
Furthermore anonymity is recognized as a major factor encouraging the use of foul language, particularly among polytechnic students highlighting the influence on online anonymity on language behaviour.
Interons of strategies to mitigate the negative impact of foul language, the research suggests several approaches, peer to peer mentorship programs achieve considerable support among respondent, indicating their potential efficacy in promoting positive online communication leveraging technology, such as artificial intelligence, to detect and filter offensive language is also favored by a significant proportion of respondents. Although some express skepticism, collaborative efforts between polytechnic institutions and parent are seen as promising, although there are duergent the recipient among respondents regarding this approach
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