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AN ANALYSIS OF OFFENSIVE LANGUAGE FOUND IN THE HATE U 

GIVE MOVIE SCRIPT 

 

Abstrak 

 

Penelitian ini membahas bahasa ofensif yang ditemukan dalam The Hate U Give 

Movie. Tujuan dari penelitian ini adalah 1) Untuk mengidentifikasi strategi bahasa 

ofensif, berdasarkan teori ketidaksantunan linguistik oleh Jonathan Culpeper, 2) 

Untuk mengidentifikasi fungsi bahasa ofensif. Penelitian ini merupakan penelitian 

deskriptif kualitatif dengan menggunakan metode analisis isi. Subjek penelitian 

ini adalah semua karakter dalam film The Hate U Give dan objeknya adalah 

ucapan yang mengandung banyak bahasa yang menyinggung. Penelitian ini 

menggunakan dokumentasi sebagai teknik pengumpulan data. Peneliti mengacu 

pada Culpeper (1996) untuk menganalisis data. Hasil dari penelitian ini ditemukan 

5 strategi bahasa ofensif berdasarkan teori Linguistic Impoliteness yang 

ditemukan dalam film The Hate U Give. Persentase strategi yang bald on record 

adalah 19%, strategi positif 20%, strategi negatif adalah 31%, strategi sarkasme 

atau pura-pura dan strategi menahan sama 15%. Strategi negatif yang dominan 

adalah strategi negatif yang mendapatkan persentase 31%. Dan peneliti juga 

menemukan 4 fungsi bahasa yang menyinggung yaitu, untuk melampiaskan 

perasaan negatif 26%, untuk mendapatkan kekuatan 36%, untuk menyerang lawan 

bicara 12%, untuk menghibur orang lain 26%. Dan fungsi yang paling dominan 

adalah untuk mendapatkan daya yaitu 36% dari prosentase. 

Kata kunci: bahasa kasar, strategi, fungsi, ketidaksantunan linguistik. 

 

Abstract 

 

This research discusses offensive language found in The Hate U Give Movie. The 

aims of this research are 1) To identify the strategies of offensive language, based 

on the theory of linguistic impoliteness by Jonathan Culpeper, 2) To identify the 

function of the offensive language. This research was a descriptive qualitative 

approach by using the method of content analysis. The subjects of this research 

were all characters in The Hate U Give movie and the object was utterances 

containing a lot of offensive languages. This research used documentation as the 

data collection technique. The researcher refers to Culpeper (1996) to analyze the 

data. The result of this research is found 5 strategies of offensive language based 

on the Linguistic Impoliteness theory that was found in The Hate U Give movie. 

The percentage strategies are bald on record is 19%, positive strategy 20%, 

negative strategy is 31%, sarcasm or mock strategy is and withold strategy as the 

same 15%. The negative strategy is the dominant of the strategy is negative that 

get percentage 31%. And the researcher also found 4 functions of offensive 

language namely, to vent negative feelings 26%, to get power 36%, to face attack 

the hearer 12%, to entertain the others 26%. And most dominant of the function is 

to get power that was 36% of the percentage. 

Keywords: offensive language, strategies, function, linguistic impoliteness. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

Language is the source of human life and power. The language is used by 

members of a community to work together, interact, and identify themselves, 

good conversation or words, good behavior, good manners, good manners, 

showing the nature and character of a person, good bad someone shows high or 

low origin or descent. Communication is the essence of studies that deal with 

language, mind, and action, such as philosophy, linguistics, and cognitive science. 

In communication, we utilize language as a tool to convey our ideas, either 

directly or through the use of media (indirectly). Lehman (1976) in Descriptive 

Linguistics, said that linguistics is the scientific study of language. Searle, like 

Austin, argued that we cannot explain meaning apart from the context of speech 

acts. The sentence (type) in Searle does not express a proposition. Tokens or 

words in context, on the other hand, express propositions. So, that speech act has 

some classification that expressive which is related to the hate expression and the 

form of it was offensive language. Offensive language is used to express strong 

emotions such as wrath, dissatisfaction, and shock. They usually involve 

something that society considers sacred (religion, family) or something that is 

deemed taboo or illegal, or they are used to personally offend someone 

(Sinambela, 2010) some people used inappropriate language, but they had no idea 

what they were saying was offensive. As a result, this research examines offensive 

language in terms of form strategies and function. 

Nowadays, many people in our environment use impoliteness language 

when speaking. Offensive language or abusive language are part of Linguistic 

Impoliteness. But in this case, we discuss focusing on offensive language. 

Unknowingly, people speak the language over and believe that is not offensive to 

someone. For example, the „f*ck‟, „h*ll‟, „sh*t‟ are considered shocking. But, 

someone says it when feel something was not appropriate in their heart and mind 

so they don't feel it, which can be offensive to someone. These words may 

familiar to some people, but for most people, it is a part of linguistic impoliteness. 

This happens not only around us but also has an impact on social media or movies 

that show scenes of daily activities. And many movie actors are found speaking 
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the offensive language. Because they think that speaking the offensive language 

was something that people everywhere used. So this phenomenon is important to 

study because many linguistic impoliteness was found in movies, which use a lot 

of offensive languages, and to know that an offensive language is a form of 

impoliteness that few people spoke in public, especially in movies that can be 

watched by everyone. 

This research aims to examine more deeply by collecting data on emerging 

utterances that are used as Offensive Language, especially in The Hate You Give 

movie. This movie contains many utterances of offensive language, which is 

spoken by actors who express their feelings through impolite utterances.  

2. METHOD 

The qualitative descriptive approach is used in this research to describe offensive 

strategies that influence the utterances made by several role players in The Hate U 

Give movie. A qualitative approach is a research method that generates descriptive 

data study in the kind of written or spoken words about people and observable 

behavior in order to discover truths that may be accepted by the human mind. 

According to Miles and Huberman (1984), activities in qualitative data analysis 

are interactive and ongoing so that the data becomes saturated. The qualitative 

approach has several methods, one of the methods is content analysis. This 

research has used qualitative with content analysis method. According to Berelson 

(1952), “analysis is a research technique for the objective, scientific, and 

quantitative description of communication's evident content.” 

In this research, the subject were all characters in The Hate You Give 

movie. Meanwhile, the object of this research is the utterances spoken by the 

actors in The Hate You Give movie which contains a lot of offensive languages. 

The data in this research were utterances containing offensive language found in 

The Hate U Give movie (https://www.scriptslug.com/assets/uploads/scripts/the-

hate-u-give-2018). Meanwhile, the data source in this research was collected from 

the movie script of The Hate U Give (https://51.79.157.150/the-hate-u-give-

2018/), a 2018 American drama film directed by George Tillman Jr. and the 

https://www.scriptslug.com/assets/uploads/scripts/the-hate-u-give-2018
https://www.scriptslug.com/assets/uploads/scripts/the-hate-u-give-2018
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screenplay was written by Audrey Wells. The movie is adapted from the novel of 

the same name by Angie Thomas. 

The researcher used the documentation method to collect the data of the 

research. According to Bowen (2009:13), the “documentation method is a part of 

qualitative research in which the researcher interprets the documents in the topic 

to give the meaning.” Documenting the activity that generates archival records, 

and to a lesser extent than which generates manuscripts, is a fundamentally 

different process from describing documents that are already in hand. This 

research was qualitative research. Thus the data analysis applied in this research 

was carried out during and after data collection. The type of data analysis 

technique used in this research is a non-statistical data analysis technique with a 

qualitative description. This technique describes the data that is reflected through 

words or sentences. This technique is used because the analytical activities carried 

out are related to interpreting and finding words that contain offensive language in 

The Hate U Give movie.  

The data analysis technique used an interactive model data analysis 

technique according to Miles and Huberman (in Haris Herdiansyah, 2010: 163) 

with the following scheme and stages 
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3. RESULT AND DISCUSSION 

This section explains the strategies of offensive language and the function of 

offensive language. 

3.1 Strategies of Offensive Language 

Strategies of Offensive Language found in The Hate U Give Movie script is 

showed on the table below. 

The researcher identified the strategies of offensive language from the 87 

data and found 5 strategies of offensive language framework based on linguistics 

impoliteness by Culpeper (1996) which are Bald on Record Strategy; 21 

utterances, Positive Strategy; 22 utterances, Negative Strategy; 28 utterances, 

Sarcasm orMock Strategy; 8 utterances, and Withold Strategy 8 utterances. And 

the explanation of the finding of utterances discussed below. 

Tabel 1. Strategies of Offensive Language 

No Strategies of 

Offensive 

Language 

Example Number of 

Data 

Percentages 

1 Bald on Record “You're violent, 

Hailey” 

21 19% 

2 Positive Strategy “Only Black 

Jesus could save 

me if mama found 

out I was at this 

party” 

22 20% 

3 Negative Strategy “You only 

brought me here 

to tag team a 

bitch?” 

28 31% 

4 Sarcasm or Mock 

Strategy 

“I don't know 

who the hell you 

8 15% 
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are anymore, 

Starr.” 

5 Withhold Strategy “Stop it. Both of 

you.” 

8 15% 

 Total  87 100% 

According to the table above, the researcher found out five strategies of 

offensive language by the characters in The Hate You Give Movie Script based on 

Culpeper‟s (1996) theory. The researcher found out 21 data (19%) as Bald on 

Record, 22 data (20%) as Positive Strategy, 28 data (31%) as Negative Strategy, 8 

data (15%) as Sarcasm or Mock Strategy, 8 data (15%) as Withhold Strategy. As a 

result, the researcher find 5 strategies based on Culpper (1996) in The Hate U 

Give movie script. 

3.1.1 Bald on Record 

First, , the percentage of 87 data get 21 utterances from bald on record. Bald 

on Record of offensive language strategy is an attack action on someone 

directly, clearly, blatantly, unambiguously, and without other intentions 

(Culpeper, J., 1996). This action is usually done when the bully has higher 

power and position than the victim. But according to the researcher, in the 

context of Offensive Language in films, many utterances are found which are 

classified as Bald on Record Impoliteness. Many perpetrators use this strategy, 

but that does not mean they are in a higher position than the victim. In this 

case, the perpetrator does not feel that position and power are things that must 

be considered or disrespectful because it is done in the real world. 

The example taken from the data is “You're violent, Hailey.” (BOS 1). 

This sentence is offensive language. This sentence included bald on record, 

the word “violent” shows used words that are considered to be able to hurt 

someone's heart openly without ambiguity and very clearly when pronounced. 

Which in this context the Starr character mocks his friend Haley for doing 

something that doesn't make sense according to Starr. 
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The followings are other examples. 

a. That girl needs to be hit. 

b. Damn. Sorry, Khalil 

c. Keep your mouth! 

d. Flip that shit! 

3.1.2 Positive Strategy 

The percentage of 87 data get 22 utterances from positive strategy. Positive 

offensive language methods are rude strategies used to harm someone's 

positive image. The need to be loved and appreciated is represented by a 

positive face. Offensive language This strategy includes activities that are 

destructive to a person's positive face such as giving other inappropriate or bad 

nicknames, looking for negative things, looking for disagreement or even 

denying it, choosing sensitive topics that make other people uncomfortable 

with the words spoken, using language own or secret language, using taboo 

language, giving comments that do not care or ignore, and comments that are 

not relevant from the main topic are also included in this theory of offensive 

strategy. 

The example is an utterance by Starr that says “Only Black Jesus could 

save me if mama found out I was at this party” (PS 1). This utterance is an 

offensive language that included a positive strategy. It's offensive to give 

nicknames by distinguishing skin color. Starr squeezed the sweaty body, 

popped, and rubbed following Kenya. With each gliding through the crowd, 

Kenyan curls bounced over his shoulders. No strand comes out of the place. 

She won't leave her room without make-up is on point. Starr, on the other 

hand, wore jeans and a hood. In this context, Starr felt compelled to follow 

Kenya in the crowd after Kenya criticized Starr for wearing clothes that did 

not match the event he was attending. Then Kenya says "only Black Jesus 

could save me". Because the people around the club are white people, then 

Starr says that only a black god can protect Starr in these circumstances. It is 

God who is black, who is the same as Starr, whom he wants to acknowledge in 
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order to be protected from his white friends. In this context, Starr only wants 

to acknowledge that a black God is the same as Starr's skin, so this is a 

positive strategy. 

The followings are other examples. 

a. Don't scrub! Gentle! Every time a sneaker is cleaned improperly, 

a kitten dies. 

b. bites them in the ass when we wild out. Get it? 

c. They shoulda charged his racist ass with murder. 

d. Let's cut them a break 

3.1.3 Negative Strategy 

The percentage of 87 data get 28 utterances from negative strategy. This 

negative strategy is the use of a designed strategy to damage the negative face 

of others. A negative face refers to one's desire not to be hindered by others 

and to claim freedom of action (Goffman, 1967). In this case, Starr and his 

family wanted to be treated the same as Americans regardless of skin color. 

But the police actually respond to the negative side by belittling and sneering, 

scaring and threatening, attacking metaphorically, attacking explicitly the 

negative meaning of white police officers in America who threaten black 

citizens. 

An example of a negative strategy is the utterance by Hailey “…to do 

some shit.”(NS 2) This was included a negative strategy. Hailey's words were 

refuting Start's words saying that Hailey had done something stupid. But 

Hailey didn't want to be defeated by Starr, for that she did something so as not 

to be hindered by Starr. So that Starr can't get in the way of what Hailey is 

doing. Therefore what Hailey did was a form of impoliteness, namely an 

activity that was not hindered by anyone. In that context, there is the word 

"shit" which means dirt. And the utterance was addressed to Starr who wanted 

to disprove Hailey's opinion. 

The followings are other examples. 
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a. I'll kick his ass 

b. … like a damn fool 

c. …damn near every day. 

3.1.4 Sarcasm or Mock Strategy 

The percentage of 87 data get 8 utterances from sarcasm. Sarcasm or Mock 

offensive strategy is an act of mocking by using politeness but to convey 

disrespect. Sarcasm is the use of spicy words to hurt others: ridicule or harsh 

ridicule. However, in this Impoliteness Strategy, the word sarcasm is 

presented in a form that is not specific, not clearly visible, and not overtly 

conveying the word sarcasm. In contrast to the Bald on Record Impoliteness 

theory that has been described previously, Sarcasm or Mock Politeness has the 

opposite explanation. If in Bald on Record Impoliteness it is an act of 

attacking someone directly, clearly, openly, unambiguously, and with no other 

intent. In this case, study Sarcasm or Mock actually attacks ambiguously using 

words that are not clear/unclear -overtly and indirectly. 

An example is an utterance said by Starr “Damn, he's wearing the same 

Space Jam Elevens as mine.” (SM 2). This utterance is an offensive language 

that was included sarcasm or mock strategy. In this context, it states that 

deliberately mocking someone and equating the target with something that is 

not worth listening to. When at school there was Chris with his basketball 

team down the hall, and he was able to get the attention of everyone there it 

turned out that Starr realized that chris was wearing the same Jordan brand of 

shoes he was wearing. So Starr loudly said things that were not polite to listen 

to. And equates Chris with the word hell. these words are not polite to hear in 

the crowd. 

The followings are other examples. 

a. Hell, I really wanna 'Elevator Solange' his ass. 

b. Every girl in here all laid and slayed, but you come up in here 

lookin' basic as hell. 

c. Dammit, Starr! Just pretend the ball is a piece of fried chicken. 
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d. Holy shit, Starr. It was a joke. 

 

3.1.5 Withold Strategy 

The percentage of 87 data get 8 utterances from withhold. Withhold politeness 

(withhold politeness), is not doing politeness strategies as expected, such as 

not thanking partners who give gifts or congratulations. Sometimes someone 

who conveys harsh words does not need to use harsh language. Not answering 

other people's questions or not saying thank you, or returning someone's 

greeting to the page they're talking about, are all old strategies. According to 

Culpeper (1996:8-9) the manifestation of restrained politeness is to remain 

silent and not to say thank you. 

An example of the utterance of withold strategy by Hailey“Hell naw, 

girl”. (WS 4). Kenya wants to reply to a conversation that was made to Starr. 

However, because the Starr was too annoyed with Kenya he just kept silent 

while talking to him. This is a form of impoliteness to express his annoyance 

towards his friend by replying without a word after Kenya throws impolite 

words when heard by others. That utterance above an offensive language 

included withhold strategy.  

The followings are other examples. 

a. Those kicks lit! 

b. Starr hardheaded. Hard head means a soft ass for whoopin'. 

c. Hell naw, girl. 

d. Don't scrub! Gentle! Every time a sneaker is cleaned improperly, 

a kitten dies. 

3.2 Function of Offensive Language 

The researcher identified the function of offensive language from the data and 

found 4 function of offensive language framework based on linguistics 

impoliteness according to Bebee (1995) in Culpeper (2011:220) which are; to vent 

negative feelings; 25 utterances, to get power; 30 utterances, to face attack the 
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hearer; 7 utterances, to entertain the others; 25 utterances. And below explained in 

detail. 

Functions of Offensive Language found in The Hate You Give Movie script 

is shown on the table below: 

Table 2. Function of Offensive Language 

No The function of 

Offensive 

Language 

Example Number 

of Data 

Percentages 

1 to vent negative 

feelings 

“He gon' take his 

damn time .” 

25 26% 

2 to get power “If you don't see my 

blackness, you don't 

see me” 

30 36% 

3 to face attack the 

hearer 

“…What's that shit 

on your head?” 

6 12% 

4 to entertain the 

others 

“You can never go 

wrong with black. 

It's always 

elegant.” 

25 26% 

 Total  87 100% 

 

According to the table above, the researcher found out 4 functions of 

offensive language by the characters in The Hate You Give Movie Script based on 

Culpeper‟s (2011) theory. The researcher found out 25 data (26%) as to vent 

negative feelings, 30 data (36%) as to get power, 6 data (12%) as to face attack 

the hearer, 25 data (26%) as to entertain the others. 

3.2.1 To vent negative feelings 

The percentage of 87 data get 25 utterances from to vent negative feelings. 

Someone displays his heightened emotion as a result of his wrath toward the 
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target. In this scenario, his motivation for using offensive language utterances 

is to express negative emotions. One form of negative behavior is a person's 

dissatisfaction with his treatment that is hurting his heart or offending 

someone's feelings. 

The example taken from data is an utterance said by Starr“You're 

violent, Hailey.” (FNV 1). This utterance is an offensive language that was 

included as a function to vent negative feelings. In this context, the word 

refers to releasing the emotions that are in the heart and venting negative 

feelings to other people. So, the feeling that shows the negative feeling is one 

of the functions of offensive language, namely to vent negative feelings. 

The followings are other examples. 

a. Hell, I really wanna 'Elevator Solange' his ass. 

b. Same ol' shit. … 

c. Always some shit, man 

d. Damn. Yeah.  

3.2.2 To get power 

The percentage of 87 data get 30 utterances from to get power. When there is 

an unbalance of social structural power, someone will use offensive language 

to demonstrate his desire for dominance. In this function, it focuses more on 

someone who wants to master something so that others can lose and not get 

what they want. Many people have done this, even though we don't know it. 

The example taken from data that was said by Hailey “If somebody tries 

to do some shit to my girl, I have to get them”. (FNG 2) This utterance is an 

offensive language that was included as a function to get power. In this 

context, Hailey when she was with Starr, some of her white friends wanted to 

mock the black Starr. And Hailey as a close friend wants to protect Starr from 

the evil of her friend at school. And Hailey has a desire to dominate the events 

that occur. that's what shows that Hailey doesn't want to be called weak she 



13 
 

can do whatever she wants. Evidence that social inequality is very important 

in the school environment though. 

The followings are other examples. 

a. Always some shit, man. Can't even have a party without 

somebody getting shot at.  

b. Meaning what society give us as youth, bites them in the ass 

when we wild out. Get it ?  

c. …And you been acting all jumpy and shit. So don't even lie. It's 

you, Starr. 

d. Keep pushin' on and 'member what I told you . •. keep pushin' on. 

Put that shit in the rearview, a'ight?  

3.2.3 To face attack the hearer 

The percentage of 87 data get 7 utterances from to face attack the hearer. 

Someone is more likely to employ offensive language utterances to entertain 

the intended audience than to attack the hearer. Many people use offensive 

language to ignore what the other person is saying. And the goal is to entertain 

someone so they don't get hung up on the other person who attacks them. In a 

clearer language, namely by ignoring someone so as not to continue their 

harsh words to others. 

An example of the function to face attack the hearer is the utterance said 

by “What's that shit on your head?”(FNF2). It was an offensive language that 

was included to face attack the hearer. in this context, a news anchor conveys 

a news story, and Kenya hears that something is not in accordance with real 

events as experienced by him. So, he expressed his annoyance but with 

neglect by not listening carefully to the news. He just nagged continuously to 

friends who were near him. 

The followings are other examples. 

a. Hell naw, girl. 
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b. This is bullshit! That cop shot that boy in cold blood. For no 

damn reason. Innocent black men keep getting killed by the 

police time and time again. It's not right. 

c. The whole damn system is guilty as hell! But we ain't going 

nowhere. 

3.2.4 To entertain the others 

The percentage of 87 data get 25 utterances from to entertain the others. 

Someone uses offensive language utterances in order to further collective 

aims. It can be done in this situation to promote activity or to attack the 

person's face in order to entertain the other. This function focuses on 

entertaining someone by treating facial attacks. Even if it is an impolite and 

too aggressive activity to be carried out like that. 

The example said by Lisa“Just cause some dumb, privileged kids skip 

class, you decide that it gives you a reason to leave school too? Well, guess 

what?” (FNE 10). lisa wants to comfort Starr who still feels the loss of Khalil 

who has been killed by the police. Lisa thinks that a person's background is 

very important because it affects their behavior at school which can leave 

school without permission. Starr likens Khalil to the situation in the past. And 

it shows that this can be done in this situation to promote the activity or strike 

the person in the face to cheer others up. 

The followings are other examples. 

a. Starr hardheaded. Hard head means a soft ass for whoopin'. 

b. I don't know who the hell you are anymore, Starr. That's the real 

reason I unfollowed you. 

c. No, I never liked how you follow her around like you can't think 

for yourself. There's a difference. 

d. But, white, black, orange, purple ••• doesn't matter no one gives a 

shit. We're all the same. 
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The result showed that there are 5 strategies of offensive language based 

on linguistic impoliteness that are often done by the character in The Hate U 

Give movie script namely; 1) Bald on Record, 2) Positive Strategy, 3) 

Negative Strategy, 4) Sarcasm or Mock Strategy, 5) Withold Strategy. The 

results of the study are in accordance with Culpeper‟s (1996) theory. Based on 

the finding, the researcher found all the strategies of offensive language. The 

results of this finding are in line with research findings from Hasmi (2013), 

Widhiyanto (2019), since they also found 5 strategies of offensive language 

based on linguistic impoliteness by Culpeper (1996). Therefore, the researcher 

assumed that negative strategy is the most frequent strategy used by all the 

characters in The Hate U Give movie. However, this findings is not in line 

with the research finding Rizky (2018), Abbas and Al-Majdawi (2018), Rasika 

(2019). Because they are found only 4 strategies from 5 strategies of offensive 

language and it did not found withold strategy. And this research is also not in 

line with Jumantono (2018) that used another strategy and different objects.  

In this research, the result showed that are 4 functions of offensive 

language that used all characters in The Hate U Give movie. They are; to vent 

negative feelings, to get power, to face attack the hearer, to entertain the 

others. Based on the finding above, this research in line with Rizky (2018), it 

also found 4 functions of offensive language as a reason for the research. And 

the researcher believed that getting power as the most dominant function of 

offensive language. However, this research is not in line with Mahayana 

(2017), Rangkuti (2019) since they did not find the functions of offensive 

language as this finding research and they have used another objective for 

choosing the function in this research. Moreover, the findings are not in 

accordance with the theory due to data limitations. 

4. CLOSING 

In this part, the researcher writes a conclusion related to the problem statement 

which has been discussed in chapter four of the research. Then, this research 

found 5 strategies of offensive language based on the Linguistic Impoliteness 

theory of Culpeper (1996) that was found in The Hate U Give movie. That 
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strategy is bald on record, positive strategy, negative, sarcasm or mock strategy, 

and withold strategy. And based on the finding the researcher also found 4 

functions of offensive language namely, to vent negative feelings, to get power, to 

face attack the hearer, to entertain the others.The researcher concluded that 

strategies of offensive language and the function of offensive language that is 

used by all characters in The Hate U Give movie are quite varied. As native 

speakers, they also have the competence to express offensive language 

expressions according to their role. 
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