
There is something fascinating about the way people interact on social media, especially on smaller platforms 

that are attempting to recreate what the internet used to be before everything became a giant advertising 

machine. Websites like SpaceHey offer a nostalgic return to the days when social networking was more about 

personal profiles, music, blogging, and interacting with people who shared common interests. 

 

At least, that is the general idea. 
 

Of course, wherever human beings gather, disagreements eventually follow. It doesn't matter whether the 

platform has ten thousand users or ten million. Give people a profile, a comment section, and the ability to 

express an opinion, and sooner or later somebody is going to find something to be offended about. 

 

Welcome to recreational outrage. 
 

Recreational outrage is essentially the practice of becoming emotionally invested in disagreements, 

controversies, or perceived offenses, often beyond what the situation reasonably warrants. In some cases, the 

outrage itself becomes a form of entertainment. This doesn't necessarily mean that people are pretending to 

be angry. Their emotions may be perfectly genuine. However, there is a difference between being legitimately 

upset about something and repeatedly seeking out situations that provide another opportunity to become 

upset. 

 

The internet makes this incredibly easy. 
 

You can disagree with somebody, write a response, receive another response, and continue the process until 

neither person remembers what the original disagreement was about. Congratulations. You've successfully 

converted an ordinary conversation into a recreational activity that accomplishes practically nothing. And yes, I 

have participated in these exchanges myself. I'm not going to pretend otherwise. 

 

One interesting aspect of newer social networking platforms is that they often advertise themselves as 

alternatives to established services like Facebook, Twitter, and Instagram. The appeal is understandable. 

People become frustrated with advertising, algorithms, censorship concerns, changing interfaces, and the 

general commercialization of online communication. A smaller platform can feel more personal. Profiles are 

recognizable, conversations appear less automated, and communities develop around particular interests. 

SpaceHey, for example, draws much of its identity from the earlier era of social networking. Customizable 

profiles, bulletins, blogs, and music-related communities provide an experience that feels familiar to anyone 

who remembers MySpace. 

 

However, changing the platform doesn't automatically change the people using it. The same disagreements, 

personality conflicts, misunderstandings, and communication problems can develop anywhere. A new website 

is not a new civilization. It's simply another location where the same civilization continues doing what it has 

always done. One problem with online communication is the absence of context. 

 

People read a sentence and interpret it through their existing beliefs, experiences, and emotional state. 

Sometimes the interpretation is accurate. Other times, it has very little relationship to what the author 

actually intended. 

 

Sarcasm is particularly vulnerable to this. 



 

A sarcastic comment intended as humor can be interpreted as a serious statement. A general observation can 

be interpreted as a personal attack. A disagreement about an idea can become an argument about somebody's 

character. 

 

Then the assumptions begin. 
 

Instead of asking what somebody means, people sometimes decide what they must mean and respond 

accordingly. This creates an interesting contradiction. We have more tools for communication than at any 

previous point in human history, yet we still struggle with the basic concept of understanding one another. 

Technology has improved the delivery system. Human interpretation remains something of a work in 

progress. Disagreement is not inherently negative. In fact, exchanging opposing viewpoints can be useful when 

participants are interested in understanding the subject. 

 

The difficulty begins when the objective changes. 
 

A conversation about an idea becomes a competition between personalities. The original subject becomes 

secondary to proving somebody wrong, defending one's reputation, or collecting approval from an audience. 

 

At that point, meaningful communication becomes increasingly unlikely. 
 

There is also a distinction between criticizing somebody's argument and engaging in personal harassment. 

Disagreement does not justify threats, exposing private information, or involving uninvolved family members. 

 

These are separate behaviors and should be treated accordingly. People should be free to challenge ideas 

without turning every disagreement into a personal campaign. Perhaps the simplest response to recreational 

outrage is recognizing when a conversation has stopped producing anything useful. Not every statement 

requires a response. Not every disagreement deserves an explanation. And not every person on the internet 

needs to understand why somebody else thinks differently. I enjoy detailed discussions. I also recognize that 

spending several hours explaining something to somebody who has no interest in considering another 

perspective is not particularly productive. 

 

Time is finite. Internet arguments, apparently, are not.  
 

There will always be another comment, another bulletin, another disagreement, and another person convinced 

that their interpretation represents the final authority on reality. Sometimes the most practical decision is 

simply to move along. That doesn't mean abandoning your principles or refusing to defend a legitimate 

position. It means recognizing that attention is a limited resource, and not every controversy deserves an 

equal investment. 

 

Smaller social platforms can still provide worthwhile communities, creative opportunities, and meaningful 

conversations. Their success ultimately depends on more than nostalgic interfaces or alternative approaches 

to networking. 

 

It also depends on how people choose to communicate. 
 



And perhaps that is the least exciting conclusion imaginable: a social networking platform is only as 

constructive as the people participating in it. No revolutionary discovery here. Just human behavior, another 

website, and the occasional disagreement over absolutely nothing. 

 
voluptas indignationis 

(Latin for recreational outrage) 
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