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Abstract 

With the spreading unchecked growth of access to social media worldwide, the internet has given 

birth to the incessant phenomenon of cyber trolling. Cyber trolling is often characterized as aggressive 

behaviors with negative impacts on online communication. The present research investigated the 

pragmatic resources and choices of trolling behavior used by Iraqi users against Iraqi female 

parliamentary members (MPs) on X platform. To achieve the research objectives, a purposive 

sampling technique was used for the collection of data. The data were collected from X platform 

accounts of six Iraqi female MPs representing different political stands and demographics. The 

analysis involved identifying, classifying and counting actual tokens of trolling forms, impoliteness 

strategies, and trolled speech acts across data sets from the X platform. The analysis revealed that 

Iraqi users of X platform use provocation and ideological misalignment as the most frequent forms 

of cyber trolling with Iraqi female MPs. As for impoliteness strategies, Iraqi users employ negative 

face-oriented strategies more frequently than positive face-oriented strategies. Besides, direct trolled 

speech acts commonly employed by Iraqi users when trolling Iraqi female MPs. Finally, based on the 

research findings, a number of conclusions, implications and recommendations are presented.                                             
Key Words: Political trolls, speech acts, impoliteness, X platform, Iraqi female MPs.   
 
1. Introduction  

In recent years, the widespread availability of internet and digital information technologies has 

been utilized to harm or disturb others via cyber trolling. Cyber trolling has become a serious problem 

and an increasing concern for social media users of all demographics across the globe. It is a form of 

verbal and non-verbal cyber aggression that is characterized as an act of online aggression with an 

imbalance of powers between the individuals involved. It is an online communicative practice 
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 realized in many forms and guises. Particularly important in the context of cyber trolling, is the 

permanent nature of the online posts, unless they are removed, and the ease, fast and wide circulation 

of such posts in media   (Nansel, et al. 2001, p. 2094). Verbal trolls consist of offensive language, 

verbal harassment, negative comments about the victim’s identity, abusive expressions, verbal 

attacks, insults, derogatory nicknames, threats and irony (Stavridi, 2020, p. 3-4). Due to the increased 

recognition of this phenomenon worldwide, appropriate legislation for cyber trolling prevention has 

been formulated. Recently, there have been some positive initiatives for legislating certain cybercrime 

prevention laws to restrict the spread of this negative behavior.           

Cyber troll is relatively similar to traditional troll as it is a combination of the aggressive behavior, 

repeated acts, and the victim’s inability to defend him/her (Hosseinmardi, et. al, 2015, p. 49). In a 

UNICEF's recent report, 36.7 % of social media users in the world are victims of online trolls 

(UNICEF, 2019). In this respect, Facebook, X platform (previously known as Twitter) and Instagram 

have been reported as the top social platforms used for the wide spread of verbal and non-verbal 

incidents of aggression and cyber trolls (Chan, et.al, 2021). As for the Iraqi context, despite the 

prevalence of cyber trolls on social media in Iraq, little attention has been devoted to researching this 

problem and, consequently, relevant legislation has been slow to develop (Mahmood , 2020).  

Cyber trolling is considered as a crime of language as it is loaded with rudeness, threats, insults 

and offensive messages and attitudes (Stavridi, 2020, p. 8). Such behaviors foster severe conflict and 

verbal violence in public discourse. Researchers attribute aggressive comments and behaviors on 

cyber tools to many factors like anonymity, sociocultural, organizational, gender and personality 

factors (Danet, 2013, p. 639). Temirgazina (2013) stresses that "verbal troll falls under the category 

of destructive interpersonal communication. It involves various forms and attributes of interpersonal 

communicative contacts which have a hurtful, destructive effect on the counterpart’s personality, and 

can complicate relations" (p. 823).   

Cyber trolling has been differently labeled as "cyber bullying", "flaming", "cyber aggression", 

"technology-based victimization", "stalking" and "heckling" implying all the negative act of posting 

offensive and aggressive messages over the internet (Selkie, et.al, 2016). Danet (2013) maintains that 

all forms of behaviors fall under the broad category of cyber trolling. Trolling is an elusive 

phenomenon viewed negatively as verbal aggression, insult, or hostile verbal or non-verbal behavior. 

Behaviors like hostility, aggression, intimidation, insults, offensive language, sarcasm, and unfriendly 

tone best characterize the trolling act (Turnage, 2007). Trolling is defined here as asocial or aggressive 

verbal acts practiced online. It is commonly understood as sending antagonistic, inflammatory 

messages with the intent of provoking others into conflict (Dynel, 2016, p. 358,).  

Trolling can be best explained by a theory of pragmatic principles. Speech acts and linguistic 

rudeness/impoliteness theories can be realized, directly or indirectly, in verbal aggression. According 

to the rules of communication, the transmitter and receiver, of aggression for example, cooperate and 

the receiver of a message should understand and take into account the speaker’s intention and engage 

in the corresponding act or behavior. People are affected by verbal aggression on a different scale, 

and at the same time, it is a violation of the communication norms. Aggressiveness coincides with 

cooperativeness in the sense of convergent antagonistic speech behaviours, as framed in Speech 

Accommodation Theory (Biscetti, 2020, p. 14).In this respect, Stavridi (2020) maintains that people 

who are exercising, more often use in/direct performative speech acts of criticizing, threats, insults, 

attacks, swearing, etc. known as “words grunts” in the theory of pragmatic communication.  
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 The existing research examined the spreading phenomenon of cyber trolling from various 

perspectives including computer sciences, information technology, psychology, sociology, education, 

media and communication, and mental health. Little scholarly attention has been paid to investigate 

the pragmatic resources of trolling in online political discourse (Dynel, 358, p. 2016). More precisely, 

verbal trolls towards female MPs on social media have received scarce attention in existing research. 

Accordingly, the present research fills this gap by investigating the pragmatics of trolling used by 

Iraqi users against Iraqi female MPs on X platform. The interdisciplinary nature of the present 

research contributes to research findings in several related disciplines like computer-mediated 

communication, information technology, gender studies, cultural studies, media and linguistic 

pragmatics. It addresses the following research questions; 

1. What are the forms of trolling behavior used against Iraqi female MPs on X platform? 

2. What are the categories of impoliteness strategies used in the troll of Iraqi female MPs on X 

platform? 

3. What are the categories of speech acts used in the troll of Iraqi female MPs on X platform? 

 

2. Cyber Trolling: A Theoretical Account 
Social media platforms like X, Facebook, and Instagram have gained popularity as key tools for 

news, journalists and their organizations. Such platforms have become a part of many people’s day-

to-day routines. They are best characterized by two main features. First, they require some forms of 

participation. Second, social media involves some interaction. Such interaction can be established 

with friends, family, or acquaintances, or with new people who share common interests or even a 

common acquaintance circle (Matulewska and Gwiazdowicz, 2020, p. 380). Though, such platforms 

contribute a lot to facilitate human communication, verbal and non-verbal cyber trolling becomes a 

serious problem and an inventible part of interaction in social media.  

Politics attracts more trolling than other topics of discussion, and has a strong negative sentiment. 

Politics has been rated as the subject most likely to provoke trolling behavior (Parmelee and Bichard, 

2012). Parmelee and Bichard, (2012) further maintain that politicians have been utilizing X platform 

to promote their political agendas across the world. Conflicts and aggression in public communication 

frequently take place in political posts and comments in social media. Hirschová (2019) remarks that 

aggressive communicative behaviors become almost standard and the most important instrument to 

forward one’s attitudes and position. Such platforms are openly attacked with criticism, mockery, 

irony and vulgar expressions. Offensive speech actions taking the form of accusations of the 

opponents are nevertheless tolerated by the interlocutors, and are received without reservation on the 

part of the audience (p. 163).                                                                                 
Cyber trolling is considered to be one of the diseases of the 21th century. It is a relatively new 

phenomenon occurred with the emergence of the ubiquitous internet and social media pervading all 

spheres of our lives in contemporary information age (Matulewska and Gwiazdowicz, 2020, p. 6). It 

affects mental health, education, safety and general well-being for individuals across the globe. It is 

“an aggressive, intentional act, using electronic forms of contact such as social networking sites, 

repeatedly and over time against victims who cannot easily defend themselves” (Smith, et al., 2006, 

p. 376). Cyber trolling is largely associated with impoliteness, rudeness and aggressive linguistic 

behavior; and it is recognized as socially-negative face-work (Bousfield, 2008, p. 101).  
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 Cyber trolling can take a set of different forms and behaviors. For Hardaker (2013, p. 238-260), 

cyber trolling can have one of the following forms; criticism, digression, shock, antipathy, 

endangement, aggression, and pre-empt accusation. Likewise, Feinberg and Robey (2009) maintain 

that there are several negative behaviors that constitute cyber trolling including harassment, 

humiliation, exclusion, cyber stalking, flaming, defamation, denigration, impersonation, outing and 

exclusion. In spite of the fact that there is a relative similarity between traditional trolling and cyber 

trolling, there are certain differences between them. The power imbalance in cyber trolling experience 

refers to; (i) anonymity (ii); the troll’s technological skills; and/or (iii) the ability to invade their 

victims’ privacy (Kift, et. al, 2010). Likewise, Erdur-Baker (2010) remarks that the difference 

between traditional trolling and cyber trolling is guided by two assumptions; (i) the victims know 

who their troller is; and (ii) there is a power imbalance between the victim and the troller.   

Different factors can stand behind cyber trolling behaviors. Some scholars maintain that culture, 

gender, power and imposition play a significant role, and they are widely reported as crucial variables. 

According to Li (2007), culture should be regarded as a forecaster for cyber-harassment and its victim 

and can affect trolling behaviors, rates of involvement and victimization. Al-Zahrani (2015) reports 

that gender factor has an impact on how often trolling happens. Men are found to be actively involved 

in cyber trolling, with their target being females. Biscetti (2020), on the other hand, maintains that 

the degree of social power tends to be directly correlated with the degree of aggressiveness on the 

interlocutor. And the type of personal relationship (e.g., familiar, strange, and intimate) contributes 

to determining aggressive strategies and linguistic choices.  

Cyber trolling has received little scholarly attention in linguistics research in general, and in 

pragmatics in particular (Hardaker, 2010). Very few studies of pragmatics of cyber trolling in social 

media exist to date. In one study, Schauer (2016) examined verbal aggression against transgender 

people in seven electronic articles published in British mainstream media between 2001 and 2015. 

The research findings revealed that writers employ a wide variety of verbal aggression and 

manipulation strategies that are used by the writers to attack transgender individuals and to present 

their attacks as the defensive actions of powerless individuals that are being persecuted by a powerful 

transgender lobby. Ardi, et.al, (2020), on the other hand, analyzed the speech act of flaming in the 

Malaysian context. The data was a compilation of Twitter statuses consisting of 2.5 million words. 

The tweets were analyzed based on different subcategories of flaming. The study adopted a qualitative 

approach through contextual analysis. The findings showed that flaming in Malaysian context can be 

direct and indirect based on the intentions to offend other tweeters. Besides, language uses among 

youngsters specifically the tweeters are not in line with the values and ethics that have been practiced 

in the Malaysian culture and society.        
Saengprang and Gadavanij (2021) investigated the language of cyber trolling toward celebrities in 

Instagram. Data were collected from the Instagram accounts of two celebrities; one is Korean, and 

another one is British. The study adopted the speech acts framework to analyze and categorize trolling 

comments. The analysis revealed that Korean celebrity received harassment, whereas British celebrity 

experienced harassment and denigration according to cyber trolling forms. Additionally, indirect 

speech acts were commonly found in the case of Korean, whereas direct speech acts were frequently 

used in the case of British. Irimba, et.al, (2021), on the other hand, examined the discursive 

construction of online hate rhetoric and the injurious potential of online micro-speech acts and 

performative modality of selected Facebook and Twitter posts during the 2017 general election in 

Kenya. Working within a forensic pragmatics framework, a purposive sample of 160 posts were 

collected and analyzed. The findings showed how micro-speech acts and performative modality work 

in service of aggressive ideology in the form of overt and covert appeals for collective prejudice 
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 against marked ethno-political out-groups. That is, violent speech acts yield potential pragmatic force 

in the service of aggressive ideology by leveraging the performative and action-like property of 

language whose utterance may be construed to actually perform an act of linguistic violence with 

potential to cause mental, emotional and/or physical pain.                                             

      The present study is different from the afore-reviewed studies in two aspects. First, the 

linguistic and cultural contexts (i.e., Iraqi context) are different and not examined yet. Second, the 

discourse genre and the target people examined are also different (i.e., the political discourse and 

Iraqi female MPs). Given the lack of comparable studies on the Iraqi context, the present study 

investigates offensive and trolling language against female MPs on X platform in Iraq. The study has 

excluded male politicians from its scope due to their over representation and the unmanageable size 

of data. Instead, it provides explorative insights regarding the triads of verbal trolls that Iraqi female 

MPs are facing online. The inclusion of X platform is justified by the statement that language use 

varies according to different settings, and that every plan of a particular setting is conveyed differently 

and appropriately. Language use in X platform differs from other social media platforms like 

Facebook, for example. This is probably because Facebook is more of a socializing nature compared 

to Twitter (nowadays called "X" platform) , which in most cases, used by most individuals formally 

and not for socializing purposes (Ludwig and Ruyter, 2016).  
                                                                      
3.  A Pragmatic Framework of Cyber Trolling  
       As a start, a pragmatic framework has been proposed to account for the phenomenon of cyber 

trolls used by Iraqi online users against Iraqi female MPs on X platform. The proposed model of 

verbal cyber trolling consists of three pragmatic components: (1) forms of verbal cyber trolling (2) 

impoliteness strategies, and (3) speech acts. Components of verbal trolling that explicitly attack the 

target female MPs or to make them feel bad, or a combination of both are considered here as verbal 

tokens of cyber troll. Cyber trolling can be realized as different forms of behaviors. Following 

Fichman and McClelland (2020), cyber trolling is classified into a set of forms including derailment, 

hyperbole, ideological misalignment, insulting, personal attacks, provocation and pseudo sincerity. 

Table 1 below outlines the main strategies of cyber trolling with a brief elaboration.                                                                         

Fichman and McClelland’s (2020) taxonomy of forms of cyber trolling.    Table 1:  
Elaboration  Forms of 

Cyber Trolling 

  
Purposefully leading a conversation off track. Derailment 
 Exaggerating one’s strength or weakness. Hyperbole 
Comments made because of a difference in political opinions and 

stance.  
Ideological 

misalignment 
Statements meant to insult an individual. It includes swearing, 

mocking and name-calling (referring to an individual with 

negative words that make them appear bad or vicious). 

Insulting 

Statements meant to target an individual. It includes character 

assassination (attempt to damage someone’s reputation by 

slander or misrepresentation of their views/behavior).  

Personal attacks 

Statements intended to elicit a specific reaction. Provocation 
Providing the impression of particular motivations while actually 

being driven by other motivations. It includes sarcasm. 

 

Pseudo sincerity 
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 The frameworks of impoliteness strategies and speech acts are mainly based on Garcia-Pastor’s 

(2008) impoliteness strategies and Koller and Darida’s (2020) trolled speech acts  respectively with 

some modifications to suit the data under analysis. When used, impoliteness strategies and speech 

acts are either violating Spencer-Oatey’s (2005) "sociality rights", consisting of association rights 

such as respect and empathy, and "equity rights", involving fair treatment and the absence of 

commands, or are making use of strategies that are intending to attack face (Schauer, 2016, p. 

11).Culpeper (2011) remarks that impoliteness is of great social importance as it is involved in 

aggression, abuse, trolling and harassment. Both cyber trolling and impoliteness perform negative 

attitudes toward specific behaviors and addressees in specific contexts. Culpeper defines impoliteness 

as communicative strategies designed to attack face, and thereby cause social conflict and disharmony 

(p. 5). Relatedly, Garcia-Pastor (2008) has outlined two broad categories of impoliteness strategies 

associated with cyber trolling behaviors along with a set of sub-strategies (p. 108) as shown in Table 

2 below.                                                                                

 
Table 2:  Garcia-Pastor’s (2008) taxonomy of impoliteness strategies associated with cyber 

trolling. 
Type of Impoliteness 

  Sub-Strategies 

Type of Impoliteness 
Super Strategies 

a. Convey dislike for and disagreement with 

hearer’s   things, actions, values and opinions. 

b. Be ironic. 

c. Dissociate , distance from hearer. 

d. Ignore hearer. 

e. Belittle or diminish the importance of hearer 

and hearer’s things, actions, values and 

opinions. 

f. Deny in-group status. 

 
 

1. Positive face-oriented 

strategies 

a. State that communicative act(s) as common 

or shared knowledge. 

b. Indebt hearer.  

c. Refer to rights, duties and rules not respected, 

fulfilled or complied with respectively. 

d. Increase imposition weight 

e. Refuse hearer and hearer’s things, actions, 

values and opinions 

f. Challenge 

g. Frighten 

h. Dare 

 

 

 

 

2. Negative face-oriented 

strategies 

      

       As harmful intention is a significant component of cyber trolling, the study adopts the speech 

acts framework to identify the troller’s intention of cyber-trolls on X platform. Speech acts theory 

relates verbal actions to intentions as "it places intentionality at the core of human communicative 

actions. Intentionality engenders responsibility for action, and an aggressive action typically involves 

volition and representation. The types of intentions relevant to aggressive and trolling actions are both 

illocutionary and perlocutionary. Their illocutionary intention is to harm or coercion, and their 
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 perlocutionary intention is achieved by their illocutionary intention" (Biscetti, 2020, p. 12). Irimba, 

et. al, (2021) maintain that speech acts theory is exploited to find out how the illocutionary force and 

the potential perlocutionary effect of the illocutionary speech are leveraged by X users to achieve the 

desired hateful and offensive speech intention (p. 79).   Closely associated with cyber trolling is the 

use of aggressive speech acts which are generally used to achieve harmful and coercive goals to the 

targets. They are typically associated with antagonistic and conflictive social interaction but are not 

always equitable with antagonistic or non-cooperative behavior. When used aggressively, some 

speech acts are face-threatening acts that cause a threat to the individual’s expectations regarding self-

image, and thus constitute aggressive and offensive acts (Brown and Levinson, 1987). In this respect, 

Koller and Darida (2020) categorized speech acts into four categories based on their prototypical 

properties of trolling tendencies as follows; (1) indirect trolled speech acts (verbal acts that do not 

directly affect the target, but are mediated);  (2) direct trolled speech acts (verbal acts that directly hit 

or afflict the target during the communication); (3) repressive trolled speech acts ( verbal acts that 

suppress or intimidate the target); and (4) alienative trolled speech acts (verbal acts that intend to 

alienate or marginalize the targets from their community) (p. 4). Table 3 below presents the main 

categories of trolled speech acts. 
                                                                                  
Table 3: Koller and Darida’s (2020) taxonomy of trolled speech acts.  

Illustration   Types of  Trolled  

Speech Acts  
It includes slandering, stigmatizing, and stereotyping. 1. Indirect trolled speech 

acts 

It includes insulting, threatening, mocking, accusing, 

belittling, humiliating and blaming 
2. Direct trolled speech acts 

It includes ordering, frightening, scolding, and 

provoking. 
3. Repressive trolled 

speech acts  

It includes silencing, isolating, discrediting and 

discriminating.  

4. Alienative trolled speech 

acts 

                                                                                                                                           
4. Research Methodology  
A purposive sampling technique was used for the collection of data which had the required 

characteristics relevant to the objectives of the present research.  The researcher collected data from 

X platform between January and April 2024. A total of 600 tweets, from 6 Twitter accounts of Iraqi 

female MPs representing different political stands and demographics, were considered for analysis. 

The Iraqi female MPs are largely representatives of the wide spectrum of Iraqi society with reference 

to ethnicity, religious sects and political associations. More precisely, a randomized sample of 100 

tokens of negative and offensive language for each female MPs was analyzed. The negative 

comments were Iraqis’ posts on the X accounts of the selected Iraqi female MPs. To gain insights 

into the trolled comments against Iraqi female MPs, it has been intentionally selected a time period 

where no elections have been held in Iraq for collecting the study data to investigate the general 

attitude towards female MPs on X platform.                                                                                              

Following Irimba, et al., (2021), the comments were examined within their conversational context 

while paying attention to the specific comments whose apparent communicative content and intent 
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 appeared to hurt, threaten, intimidate, degrade, embarrass others or promote feeling of hatred against 

Iraqi female MPs based on their political associations. As trolling language can be used by anyone 

and towards anyone, no special consideration is paid to the trollers’ gender, age, ethnicity, etc. due to 

the difficulty in establishing these factors reliably when collecting data online. It is important to note 

that comments with negative sentiments are found in the case of all six female MPs. The researcher 

manually classified comments with negative sentiments into abusive and trolling language.                                                 
A mixed qualitative-quantitative approach was used through the process of data analysis in 

accordance with the purpose of study. The data was electronically retrieved and anonymized in line 

with the common ethical principles. Moreover, the researchers asked the consent of the six Iraqi 

female MPs to use the negative comments of their accounts for the purpose of this study only. The 

data was analyzed within the proposed pragmatics framework identified above. The researchers 

analyzed comments in their original language (i.e., Iraqi Arabic), then translated them into English. 

Content analysis method was used to capture trolling messages in the data, and make conclusions 

obtained through identification and interpretation of data. In labeling and categorization processes, 

besides the researchers, a linguistics expert was consulted in the identification of trolling comments 

to establish the reliability of data coding and analysis. The expert was given the definitions, 

classifications and related examples to help him accurately label and categorize cyber trolls. The 

findings were similar in most cases with the researchers’ identification, and reconciliation was arrived 

at after discussion.                                                                                               
 

5. Results and Discussion 

5.1 Forms of Cyber Trolling  
       As illustrated in Table 4 below, various forms of verbal cyber trolling were found in comments 

posted by Iraqi trollers with varying proportional preferences. Generally speaking, the overall tokens 

of verbal cyber trolls in the entire comments by Iraqi users of X platform are (1450/100%). That is, 

Iraqi female MPs are the target of trolls mostly through provocation and ideological misalignment. 

Their preferences for the use of different forms for cyber trolling are arranged in a descending order 

as follows; provocation (370/25.51%), ideological misalignment  (310/21.37%), insulting 

(255/17.58%), personal attacks (234/16.14%), derailment (144/9.93%), hyperbole (75/ 5.19%), and 

pseudo sincerity (62/4.27%). It is evident that the most recurrent forms of cyber trolls are provocation 

and ideological misalignment. The same preference has been reported by Fichman and McClelland’s 

(2020) study. They found that American female politicians were more trolled than male politicians 

on Twitter mostly through provocation and ideological misalignment. Such findings support prior 

research that found females are disproportionately the target of cyber violence (Backe, et al., 2018) 

in general, and trolling in particular (Herring, et al., 2002). Akhtar and Morrison (2019) found that 

female British MPs are more likely to face racial and sexual trolls paired with misogynistic comments 

compared to their male counterparts who are facing more abuse based on their professional duties 

and actions. Part of this tendency can be attributed to the fact that the political landscape of Iraq is 

still largely a male-dominated context, and different socio-cultural factors make it difficult for women 

to actively participate in politics. Chirillo and Roddey (2019) maintain that "challenges remain for 

Iraqi women attempting to overcome individual, structural and cultural barriers to participate equally 

and meaningfully in political life. Furthermore, women who decide to engage in political affairs 

frequently fear for their safety, being subjected to personal attacks and harassment on “their person, 
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 their family, and their honor "(p.16). In some instances, comments are physically and sexually 

abusive, and women who are politically associated are more targeted than others. Such online trolling 

can push some women to not say what they truly want since they simply do not want to deal with the 

consequences, or it can push them to leave the platform (Feiner, 2019).                                                                       
             

Table 4: The distribution of main forms of cyber trolling in X platform.  

X Platform 

No. & % 
 

Forms of Cyber Trolling 

144/9.93% Derailment 
75/ 5.19% Hyperbole 
310/21.37% Ideological misalignment 
255/17.58% Insulting 
234/16.14% Personal attacks 
370/25.51% Provocation 
62/4.27% Pseudo sincerity 
1450/100% TOTAL  

 

In the following paragraphs, a random illustrative sample of comments is presented by citing 

authentic examples from the study data. Below are examples of the different forms of cyber trolling 

as used by Iraqi trollers’ comments on the Iraqi female MPs’ accounts.  Example No. 1 illustrates the 

use of derailment by an Iraqi troller with the female MP. Here, she was posting on how difficult the 

current political scene in Iraq, the troller derailed from the post content as shown below;                                                                                                           
 قلقانە على رواتبكم وامتيازاتكم خانم! -1

1- You are worried about your salaries and privileges, Maam!  (Derailment) 

The use of derailment resembles the digression strategy suggested by Hardaker (2013). It functions 

as "luring others into a discussion, which though not necessarily overtly argumentative, frustrates 

users with its pointlessness and circularity" (Herring et al., 2002, p. 372). That is, it involves straying 

from the main purpose of the discussion by introducing irrelevant topics.                                                                    

Example 2 below illustrates the use of hyperbole. Here, the troller insinuated to the limited political 

potentials of Iraqi female MP through delimiting her duties to household affairs and nothing more.                                                                                

 اقصى امكانياتچ الطبخ! لا تددخلين بالسياسة!   -2       
2. Your maximum potentials are cooking! Stay out of politics! (Hyperbole)   

In example 3, the use of ideological misalignment is employed when the troller strongly denied 

the Iraqi female MP’s comments based on her political association and stand regarding the Iraqi 

parliamentary election in October 2021.                            

كلههههە كذب! انتي وجماعتك وحزبچ انتهت صلالالالاحيتكم وما كاعد تتحملون ا الرسلالالاارب لان ببسلالالاامة ما الكم   -3
 قاعدب جماهيرية ! 

3. It is all a lie! You, your allies and party are outdated and couldn’t bear the loss simply because 

you lack mass base! (Ideological misalignment)  

Within example 4, the use of insulting is employed by the troller toward the Iraqi female MP. Here, 

the troller used outright insults through describing her as a dumb.                                                                         

https://context.reverso.net/%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%AA%D8%B1%D8%AC%D9%85%D8%A9/%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%A5%D9%86%D8%AC%D9%84%D9%8A%D8%B2%D9%8A%D8%A9-%D8%A7%D9%84%D8%B9%D8%B1%D8%A8%D9%8A%D8%A9/Stay+out+of
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 ميح الله حظچ ! !غبية   -4 

4. You are such a dumb! God damn you! (Insulting) 

Example 5 below shows the use of the personal attacks. Here, the troller aggressively attacked the 

Iraqi female MP through direct threats of murdering or assassination. The troller tends to ignore the 

post content, and instead attacks the target female MP.                                                                                

 مال سحل والله!مو مال احترام! -5

5. You need trailed along on the ground! Swear to God! You deserve no respect! (Personal attacks)   

Both forms of insulting and personal attack are directly linked to Hardaker’s (2013) aggressing 

strategy where the troller is "openly and deliberately aggressing the hearer, without any clear 

justification, and with the aim of antagonising the hearer into retaliating" (p. 77).                                                                                                           
In example 6, the troller used provocation. Here, the troller attempted to trigger some reactions 

from his/her Iraqi female MP through stirring up and provocation. Provocation is "heavily predicated 

on deceiving the group and covertly manipulating face, ego, sensitivities, guilt, morals, and so forth, 

usually to trigger emotional responses" (Hardaker, 2013, p. 73);                                                                                 

 انتي وينچ والسياسة يمعوده! -6

6. O You have no qualification of being a politician! (Provocation)  
Example 7 indicates that the troller employed the use of pseudo sincerity as the troller started 

positively commenting on the performance of the female MP at the beginning, then the troller said 

something negative about her future political prospect. The pseudo sincerity strategy is clearly linked 

with Hardaker’s (2013) endangerment trolling strategy as it "intentionally disseminates poor advice, 

giving out incorrect information under the guise of being innocently unaware that the information is 

wrong, and so on. It is used to masquerade as help or advice while actually causing harm" (p. 75).                                                                                                                   
 انتي اشتغلتي زين بدورتك البرلمانية بس لا تعتقدين تستمرين نائبة بالبرلمان!  -7

7. You worked well in your parliamentary session. Don’t believe that you are going to be acting 

as MP anymore! (Pseudo sincerity) 
 It is observed that behaviors that are pseudo-sincere and communicate serious opinions and views 

are deliberately used, and sometimes employ satire to communicate those negative opinions.                                                                              
 

5.2 Categories of Impoliteness Strategies  
      Table 5 presents the statistical distribution of impoliteness strategies associated with the act of 

cyber trolling against Iraqi female MPs in the entire comments.  Overall, the statistical results reveal 

that Iraqi trollers employ both face aggravating impoliteness strategies in their trolled comments 

against Iraqi female MPs with a total of (1160/100%). They employ negative face-oriented strategies 

more frequently than positive face-oriented strategies with (754/65%) for the former and (406/35%) 

for the latter. The use of both types of impoliteness strategies by Iraqi cyber trollers can be justified 

as to control the topic of the interaction and hold the floor to radiate the image of ability to handle 

every possible attack from their contenders. With the same findings, some research reported that 

negative face-oriented impoliteness strategies are the most frequent strategies used in political online 

discourse and discussion than positive face-oriented impoliteness strategies (Wijanarko and 

Sembodo, 2018). More precisely, within the positive face-oriented strategy, its sub-strategies are 

sporadically distributed with the prevalence of the category of convey dislike and disagreement 
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 (140/34.48%) followed by other sub-strategies as follows; be ironic (117/28.81%), belittle or 

diminish (97/23.89%) and, dissociate or distance (19/4.67%). As for negative face-oriented strategy, 

the category of refusing hearer’s actions ranks first with (317/42.04%) followed by other sub-

strategies as follows; challenge (145/19.23%), refer to rights (101/13.39%), state that communicative 

act(s) as common (88/11.67%), frighten (44/5.83%), indebt hearer (34/4.05%),  deny in-group status 

(33/8.12%) and dare (25/3.31%). The identified impoliteness strategies involve aggression, abuse 

and offence, and perform negative attitudes toward the female targets under study. In addition, they 

are all on-record impoliteness strategies, and no single token of off record strategies has been found 

in the study data due to the fact that off record strategies make it more difficult for the hearer to feel 

confident that the speaker is trolling, and to therefore deal with him/her as a troller.                                   
Table 5:  The distribution of impoliteness strategies in X platform. 

X Platform  

No. & % 

Impoliteness 

Sub-Strategies 
X 

Platform  

No. & % 

 

Impoliteness 

Super 

Strategies 
140/34.48

% 

a. Convey dislike and disagreement 

with the hearer's actions, values 

and opinions.  

 
 
 
406/35% 

 
 

1. Positive 

face-

oriented 

strategies 

117/28.81

% 
b. Be ironic. 

19/4.67% c. Dissociate or distance from 

hearer. 

97/23.89% d. Belittle or diminish the 

importance of hearer and hearer’s 

actions, values and opinions. 

33/8.12% e. Deny in-group status. 

88/11.67% a. State that communicative act(s) 

as common or shared knowledge. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

754/65% 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. Negative 

face-

oriented 

strategies 

34/4.05% b. Indebt hearer.  

101/13.39

% 

c. Refer to rights, duties and rules 

not respected, fulfilled or complied 

with respectively. 

317/42.04

% 

d. Refuse hearer’s actions, values 

and opinions. 

145/19.23

% 

e. Challenge 

44/5.83% f. Frighten 

25/3.31% g. Dare 

  1160/100

% 

TOTAL 

 

The examples below are a selected illustrative sample of the different impoliteness strategies used 

by Iraqi online trollers in their comments of Iraqi female MPs. Their comments are predominantly 

sexist and misogynistic instances of abusive language. Starting with positive face-oriented strategies, 

example 1 illustrates the use of the strategy of "convey dislike and disagreement with the hearer’s 



 |1546 

.univsul.edu.iqhjs 

JSH p-ISSN: 1813-0852, e-ISSN: 2617-3034 

 کانییە تیەاۆڤمر ەزانست -ییمانێسل یارۆڤگ

 actions, values and opinions". Here, the troller delivers dislikes for and attacks the female MP’s 

actions and opinions;  

 كل كلامچ چذب انتي وجماعة حزبك برصوص مشروع البنى التحتية مجرد وعوود كاذبة  -1

 

1. All what you said and your party’s allies about the infrastructures project is a big lie! Just false 

promises!  (Convey dislike and disagreement with the hearer's actions, values and opinions).   
In example 2 below, the positive face-oriented strategy of being ironic is used. Here, the troller 

made fun of the Iraqi female MP to humiliate or insult her. As a result, the negative aspect of sarcasm 

or irony stands out. It is a kind of face-threatening behavior, and is considered a form of fake 

politeness (Culpeper, 2011). In some contexts, people use sarcasm or irony to avoid confrontation 

since they are afraid or reluctant to ask for what they want.                                                                               

 ههههههههە في احلامك! -2

2. Huuuuuuuh, in your dreams! (Be ironic)  

As to the context of irony used in example 2 above, while the Iraqi female MP’s post was taking 

about her political agenda and future plans for state building and development, the troller made fun 

of her post to say that she was unable to do so and was just dreaming and telling lies.                                                                                    

Example 3 illustrates the use of the strategy of "dissociate or distance from hearer". The troller 

tries to separate himself/herself from the context of the ongoing debate when s/he is also a part from 

the topic of discussion. It is used to create space between the two opponents, usually by stating some 

differences between their ideals or ideologies.                                                                                                                         

 تنازل الكم هواي  السيد بس انتو ذيوووووول! احنا ولائنا للومن!  -3
3. El-Seid renounced an abandonment of his rights to your allies but you are affiliated to foreign 

states! We are loyal to our home county! (Dissociate or distance from hearer).                                                                                                                            
Example 4 displays the use of the strategy of "belittle or diminish the importance of hearer’s 

actions, values and opinions". It is used for demeaning opponents and their belongings. Sometimes, 

the troller uses a nickname for mocking the opponent, and such use is also part of this strategy as it 

is used in the example below.                         

 رجعتي ام حسوني تغردين لازم مرتاحة اليوم!  -4
4. You are tweeting today Um Hasouni (the mother of Hussein). It sounds you are feeling good 

today! (Belittle or diminish the importance of hearer’s actions, values and opinions) 
Within example 5, the strategy of deny in-group status is used. Here, the troller strives to deprive 

their opponents from their own group.  The example shows that the troller attempts to discredit their 

opponent’s group status by stating that Iraqi politicians are living in fortified and secured areas like 

the Green Zone in Baghdad unlike normal people who are suffering from the lack of basic living 

necessities.  The troller sees the female MP as an outsider and being far from her folk people’s life 

representing the real picture of current political scene in Iraq.                                                                   
 حقكم انتو عايشين بالمنطقة الرضراء! -5

5. That is true you are living in the Green Zone! (Deny in-group status) 

As for negative face-oriented strategies, they potentially threaten the face of the recipient since 

they expressed directly without regard to the vulnerability of the recipient’s face. One of the negative 

face-oriented strategies is to state that communicative act(s) as common or shared knowledge is used 
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 in example 6 below. This strategy is typically used to make fun of someone’s opinion or knowledge 

by repeating something the opponent has said. Here, the troller mocks the female MP’s promises of 

fighting against corruption and enforcing laws, and nothing happens in reality.                                                                                                                               
 وين فرض القانون ومحاربة الفساد اللي سبتينە بيە انت وجماعة حزبك! -6

6- What about what you said and your party about enforcement and corruption combating over 

and over! (State that communicative act(s) as common or shared knowledge)                                                                                                                     

 In example 7, the strategy of indebt hearer is used. Such strategy claims that the opponent is the 

cause of negative events or actions. It also conveys the opponent’s debt of gratitude to the speaker. 

Here, the troller blames the female MP by stating that she and her political party are responsible for 

the bad living circumstances in Iraq.                                                                                                                             

 انتي وجماعتك خربتوا الاقتصاد والزراعة والتجارب وما بقيتوا شي! -7

7. You and your allies are responsible for destroying the economic, agriculture and commerce! 

Nothing left! (Indebt hearer)                                                                       

Example 8 shows the use of the strategy of "refer to rights, duties and rules not respected, fulfilled 

or complied with respectively". It reflects the speaker’s expectations that rights, duties and rules are 

not respected or fulfilled by the opponents. This strategy is the more refined form of the strategy of 

"‘belittle or diminish the importance of H and H’s things, actions, values and opinions". In this 

example, the troller attacks the negative face of the female MP simply because she and her political 

allies failed to fulfill their promises for their folk people.                     
 لمحافظات الجنوب والوسط اشو لا ماي لا كهرباء ولا مدارس ! 2003شنو اللي سويتوا من  -8 

8. What have you been doing for the southern and middle governorates since 2003? No water, 

electricity and schools! (Refer to rights, duties and rules not respected, fulfilled or complied with 

respectively)                                                                           

In example 9, the strategy of "refuse hearer’s actions, values and opinions" is employed by Iraqi 

trollers. This strategy seems to be similar to the strategy "convey dislike and disagreement with the 

hearer’s actions, values and opinions". The difference between them is that the latter "does not convey 

a refusal of imaginary or real imposing offers from the adversary" (Wijanarko and Sembodo, 2018, 

p. 33). In the example below, the troller accused the female MP of being behind the propaganda of 

region separation from the federal government of Baghdad. It indicates that the troller plainly refused 

her opponent's actions and stance.                                               

 تنسين لو اذكرك منو اللي روج موضوع انفصال الاقليم ! -9
9. Do you want me to remind you of who was propagating the issues of region separation? (Refuse 

hearer’s actions, values and opinions) 

Example 10 illustrates the use of the strategy of challenge. The strategy is not exactly similar to 

the meaning of the word itself. It addresses imposition "that manifested as demands from the speaker 

to the hearer that s/he proves her/his claims, implying that s/he could not do so and conveying 

disagreement with her/him"(Garcia-Pastor, 2008, p.110). Here, the troller challenged the female MP 

to give up first her financial benefits as an MP before discussing and talking about a fair salary scale 

and social justice. 

 ليش ما تتنازلين عن امتيازتك كنائبة اولا قبل ما تتكلمين عن توحيد سلم الرواتب؟  -10
10. Why don’t you first waive your privileges as a parliament member before talking about a fair 

unified salary scale? (Challenge) 

 

In example 11, the strategy of frighten is employed. It is used to "instill a belief that action 

detrimental to the other will occur" (Culpeper, 2011). In this example, as if the troller threatened the 

female MP, and expected that her political prospect is going to be on the edge soon.     
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 نهايتكم قريبة! -11 
11. Your end is soon!  (Frighten)                
 

The last strategy of dare is illustrated in example 12 below. The strategy takes an imperative form 

where troller tends to force the listener to do or say something in a more direct manner. From the 

example below, the troller clearly asked the female MP to speak honestly and stop telling lies.                                                                              

 كافي كذب! -12
12. Stop lying! (Dare) 

Here, the use of dare strategy aims to control the topic of the ongoing interaction. It can be inferred 

that the use of most impoliteness strategies, whether positive or negative, is intended to control the 

topic of ongoing discourse and hold the floor.             
 

5.3. Categories of Speech Acts  
      Speech acts are examined in the context of trolling discourse which is an online verbal 

exchange characterized by aggressive and impolite language resulting from discrepancy of ideas and 

opinions between the interactants. The speech acts associated with the verbal trolling on X platform 

are categorized in Table 6 below. It is evident that the statistical distribution of direct trolled speech 

acts significantly exceeds the distributions of other speech act categories. The statistical distributions 

of the entire categories of speech acts are arranged, form most frequent to least, as follows; direct 

trolled speech acts (420/42.85%), repressive trolled speech acts (290/29.59%), indirect trolled 

speech acts (198/19.28%), and alienative trolled speech acts (72/7.34%).  Within the main category 

of indirect trolled speech acts, slandering (125/63.14%) significantly exceeds stigmatizing 

(73/36.86%). For the main category of direct trolled speech acts, mocking (107/25.47%) ranks first 

followed by other speech acts as follows; belittling (88/20.95%), blaming (65/15.47%), accusing 

(61/14.52%), threatening (55/12.22%), and insulting (44/10.47%). As to the main category of 

repressive trolled speech acts, ordering (133/45.86%) significantly exceeds provoking (89/30.68) and 

frightening (68/23.44%). Finally, within the main category of alienative trolled speech acts, 

discriminating (44/61.12%) relatively exceeds isolating (28/38.88%).                           

                       Table 6: The distribution of the categories of trolled speech acts in X platform.  

X Platform 
No. & % 

Sub-Categories of  
 Trolled Speech Acts  

X Platform 
No. & % 

Main Categories of  
Trolled Speech Acts  

125/63.14% a. Slandering  198/19.28% 1. Indirect trolled speech acts 

73/36.86% b. Stigmatizing 
44/10.47% a. Insulting   

 
420/42.85% 

 
 
2. Direct trolled speech acts 

55/12.22% b. Threatening 
65/15.47% c. Blaming 

61/14.52% d. Accusing 

88/20.95% e. Belittling 

107/25.47% f. Mocking 

133/45.86% a. Ordering   
290/29.59% 

 
3. Repressive trolled speech acts 

68/23.44% b. Frightening 
89/30.68 c. Provoking 
28/38.88% a. Isolating 72/7.34% 4.  Alienative  trolled speech acts 

44/61.12% b. Discriminating 

 980/100% TOTAL 
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 It has been noticed that speech acts associated with verbal trolling in X platform are used in the 

service of abusive and offensive ideology via positioning individuals (i.e., Iraqi female MPs) as 

deserving victims of offensive speech acts that contain propositions of offense and abuse. For the 

relationship between language use and offense, one can say that language is not offensive in itself but 

it gives an expression to the underlying state of actual source. The findings reveal the deliberate use 

of given aversive impoliteness strategies as constitutive part of violent speech acts which aggravate 

their injurious perlocutionary force (Irimba, et. al, 2021, p.79). Following are some illustrative 

examples showing the speech acts analysis of specific comments to reveal cyber trolling.                                                                                                   

Example 1 illustrates the use of slanders by Iraqi trollers against Iraqi female MPs in their 

comments. Slanders are the deliberate dissemination of untruthful information as a means of belittling 

someone. They are considered as an evidence of defamation in digital communication as legal 

decisions need to find a balance between protecting the accuser’s freedom of expression and the 

accused’s rights;                                          
 لعنة الله عليچ ما بيكم واحد شريف!  -1

  1. May God damn you! There is no decent person among you! (Slandering) 

In example 2, the speech act of stigmatizing is employed to limit or label an addressee (i.e., Iraqi 

female MPs) via using a set of generalized propositions with negative descriptors or stigmata. 

Stigmatizing is the branding of someone with negative characteristics or attributes.  In most cases, it 

is a mark of disgrace associated with the trolled with regard to her personal or political life. Here, the 

troller tries to stigmatize the trolled female MP on the basis of her previous political affiliation;                                                                                                                          
 الرفيقة الفطيرب ليش تندكين بيە مو اني عايفچ تاخذين براحتچ كومشنات! -2

2. Dumb comrade! Why do you piss me off? I left you free taking commissions. (Stigmatizing)                                                                                                                
Example 3 shows the use of the speech act of blaming. Here, the troller tends to blame the trolled 

MP on her political positions. Again, the troller is exaggerating via making her political acts worse 

than they really are;                                                                   
 هذا خطاك نتيجة مواقفچ السياسية!  -3

4. 3. This is your fault because of your political stance! (Blaming) 
In example 4, the troller uses the speech act of insulting. Here, the troller acts rudely to harm the 

trolled female MP’s reputation or hurt her feelings. It is intended to treat her with insolence, indignity 

or contempt;                                                                        

 انچبي لچ!  -4

4. Shut up!  

In example 5, the troller employs the speech act of belittling. Here, the troller underestimates the 

potentials of the Iraqi female MP through the dismissive of her political importance or influence;                                                                                     
  .انتي ماعندچ اي مقومات نائبة بالبرلمان -5

5. You do not have any potential to be a parliament member! (Belittling) 

Example 6 is an instance of the speech behavior of mocking. Disrespecting takes different forms 

of mocking like laughing outbursts. Here, the troller is making fun of the female MP in an unkind or 

a cruel way. It is tended to treat her in a scornful way via laughing at her;                                                                                                            
 ههههههههههههههههههههە! كلش تفتهمين! -6
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 6. Hhhhhhhhhaaaaaaaaa! You are so smart! (Mocking)  

In example 7, the troller uses the speech act of provoking. The troller is trying intentionally to 

make the Iraqi female MP feels annoyed, enraged, and exasperated;                                                                                                                      
 حالچ حال باقي الحرامية !  -7

7. You are just like other thieves. (Provoking)  

Example 8 shows the use of the speech act of ordering. Here, the troller tends to exercise his 

assumed power over the female MP. The ordering act is exclusively in the interest of the troller, 

and the expected reaction is obedience on the part of the female MP; 

 افتحي ملفات الفساد مال جماعتك! -8
8. Open the corruption files of your party members/allies! (Ordering)   

Example 9 reveals the use of the act of discrimination. Here, the troller tends to make a 

distinction of gender. Based on her sex, the troller is insinuating that the trolled female MP is 

not capable of being a politician, and her sole role is house holding. It is a discriminatory 

discourse against Iraqi female MPs via stating that they are not worthy to lead and take a political 

role in the Iraqi political scene in comparison to male MPs;  

     -9 غير وكت انتن تحكمن والمفروض انتي تبقين بالبيت ! 

9. The irony of fate is you are ruling. You are supposed to stay at your home. (Discriminating)   

      The analysis so far points out the deliberate use of pejorative and aggressive discourse as a 

constitutive part of trolling speech acts which aggravate, in turn, their injurious perlocutionary impact 

on Iraqi female MPs. The illocutionary force of trolled speech acts used are intended to yield the 

perlocutionary effect of provoking the feelings of fear and anxiety on the part of the Iraqi female 

MPs. Such trolling behaviors are face-threatening acts that are produced on purpose.  In fact, when 

the intention is disqualifying the female MPs, trolling seems to be an effective strategy.  

 
6. Conclusions 

      So far, the present research examined the pragmatic resources of trolling behaviors employed 

by Iraqi online users against Iraqi female MPs on X platform.  Cyber trolling is a deliberate verbal 

misbehavior that disrupts online communication and interactions. The research showed that Iraqi 

online users employed different forms for cyber trolling including provocation, ideological 

misalignment, insulting, personal attacks, derailment, hyperbole, and pseudo sincerity. Of which, 

provocation and ideological misalignment are the most frequently forms used. As far impoliteness 

strategies associated with trolling behaviors are concerned, Iraqi online users employed negative face-

oriented strategies more frequently than positive face-oriented ones. As for speech acts used, Iraqi 

online users employed four main categories of trolled speech acts including; direct trolled speech 

acts, repressive trolled speech acts, indirect trolled speech acts, and alienative trolled speech acts. 

More precisely, direct trolled speech acts are the most frequent ones used by Iraqi online users when 

trolling Iraqi female MPs. Pragmatic choices of speech acts and impoliteness strategies serve 

altogether the aggressive ideology by positioning Iraqi female MPs as deserving victims of the 

trolling behaviors.                                              

      It has been noticed that the kind of cyber trolling examined here can be considered as a form 

of misogyny used for the perpetuation of patriarchal hierarchy in Iraqi society. It has substantiated a 

https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/feel
https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/annoy
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 direct link between online verbal harassment and the gendered nature of digital contexts constituting 

a form of hate speech. Iraqi female MPs were more likely to be the target of online trolling. They 

were more likely experiencing abusive and misogynistic comments, and this might lead them to be 

concerned for their personal safety and reputation. Such online act might push some Iraqi female MPs 

to leave the platform or not say what they truly want because they simply do not want to deal with 

the consequences. The anonymity of social media encourages Iraqi online users to post and comment 

threads which are the grounds for personal attacks, conflictive stands and aggressive language. That 

is, Iraqi online users share their opinions in sarcastic, ironic and antagonistic way which turns the 

ongoing discourse into aggressive trolling behaviors through the use of violent speech acts, 

impoliteness and disruption.                                                                                     

      Research findings speak to the social media users, policy makers and law enforcers to be 

mindful of how harmless tokens of aggressive online content and discourse could yield hate speech 

often with a buildup effect on the psychological states and mental health of online audience. Efforts 

of different bodies can be made to educate online users about trolling, and to respect the privacy of 

online audience when using online communication platforms via maintaining communication ethics 

and avoiding aggressive content and discourse.                                                                    
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 "إكس"متصيّدو السياسة من النائبات العراقيات على منصة  "أنتِ غبيةٌ للغاية!"

 قسم اللغة الإنجليزية، كلية الآداب، جامعة بغداد.  (دكتوراه)الأستاذ الدكتور ناصر عبد العزيز الزبيدي 
 .قسم اللغة العربية، كلية العلوم الإسلامية،جامعة بغداد(ماجستير)الأستاذ المساعد. تهاني عواد جاسم 

 ملخص 
مع الانتشلاار غير المنضلابط للوصلاول  لى وسلاائل التواصلال الاجتماعي في جميع  نحاء العالم، ولدت الإنترنت الظاهرب 
ميز التنمر الإلكتروني بالسلالوكيات العدوانية التي لها ارار سلالبية على التواصلال عبر   ا ما يم المسلاتمرب للتنمر الإلكتروني. غالبا

والاختيارات البراغماتية لسلالوك التنمر المسلاتردم من قبل المسلاتردمين العراقيين  الإنترنت. بحثت هذه الدراسلاة الموارد
لتحقيق  هداف البحث، تم اسلاتردام تقنية  خذ العينات القصلادية لجمع   .Xضلاد عضلاوات البرلمان العراقيات على منصلاة

واتي يمثلن مواقف سلاياسلاية لسلاتة من عضلاوات البرلمان العراقيات الل   Xالبيانات. تم جمع البيانات من حسلاابات منصلاة
وسلالاكانية مرتلفة. تضلالامن التحليل تحديد وتصلالانيف وحصلالار رموز  شلالاكال التنمر، واسلالاتراتيجيات عدم الغضلالاب، و فعال 

يسلاتردمون    Xكشلاف التحليل  ن المسلاتردمين العراقيين لمنصلاة  .Xالرطاب المتنمر عبر مجموعات البيانات من منصلاة
ا مع البرلمانيات العراقيات.  ما بالنسلالالالابة   .الاسلالالالاتفزاز وعدم التوافق الأيديولوجي ك كثر  شلالالالاكال التنمر الإلكتروني تكرارا

لاسلالالاتراتيجيات القلة في الأدب، فان المسلالالاتردمين العراقيين يسلالالاتردمون اسلالالاتراتيجيات موجهة نحو الوجە السلالالالبي 
ا من الاسلالالاتراتيجيات الموجهة نحو الوجە الإيجابي. بالإضلالالاافة  لى ذلك،  فان  فعال الكلام المباشلالالارب بشلالالاكل  كثر تكرارا

ا  لى نتلاائ   ا، اسلالالالاتنلاادا المتعملادب التي يسلالالالاترلادمهلاا المسلالالالاترلادمون العراقيون عنلاد التنمر على البرلملاانيلاات العراقيلاات.  خيرا
 البحث، يتم عرض عدد من الاستنتاجات والتداعيات والتوصيات. 

 .، البرلمانيات العراقيات Xالكلمات الرئيسية: المتنمرون السياسيون،  فعال الكلام، القلة في الأدب، منصة

 
 ترۆلە سیاسییەکانی ژنانی پەرلەمانتاری عێراق لەسەر پلاتفۆرمی ئێکس "تۆ داماوێکی نەفرەتیت!"

 بەشی ئینگلیزی، فاکەڵتی ئاداب، زانکۆی بەغداد.(دکتۆرا)زیز ئەلزوبەیدی بدولعەپڕۆفیسۆر ناسر عە
بەشلالای عەرەبی، کۆلێ ی زانسلالاتە ئیسلالالامییەکان، زانکۆی    (ماسلالاتەر)پرۆفیسلالاۆری یاریدەدەر تەهانی عەواد جاسلالام 

 .بەغدا
لەگەڵ گەشلالاەی بێسلالانووری دەسلالاتگەیشلالاتن بە تۆیە کۆمەنیەتیەکان لە سلالاەرانسلالاەری جیهاندا، ئینتەرنێت دیاردەی  
بەردەوامی ترۆلینگ ئەلیکترۆنی سەریهەڵداوە. ترۆلینگ ئەلیکترۆنی زۆرجار بە هەڵسوکەوتی توندوتی ی دەناسرێتەوە 

نەوەیە سەرچاوە پراگماتیک و هەڵب اردنەکانی یەفتاری کە کاریگەری نەرێنی لەسەر پەیوەندی ئۆنلاین هەیە. ئەم توێ ی
تلااقی    Xترۆلینلاگ لەلایەن بەکلاارهێنەرانی عێراقی لە د ی ئەنلاداملاانی پەرلەملاانی ئلاافرەتی عێراقی لەسلالالالاەر پلاتفۆرمی

. کردووەتەوە. بۆ گەیشلالاتن بە ئامانجەکانی توێ ینەوەکە، تەکنیکی نمونەی مەبەسلالاتدار بۆ کۆکردنەوەی داتا بەکارهێنرا
نوێنەرایەتی  عێراقی  پەرلەملالاانتلالااری  ئلالاافرەتی  شلالالالاەپ  کۆکراونەتەوە کە  ئێکس  پلاتفۆرمی  ئەکلالااونتی  لە  داتلالااکلالاان 
بیروبۆچوونی سلالالایاسلالالای و دیمۆگرافیای جیاواز دەکەن. شلالالایکردنەوەکە بریتییە لە ناسلالالاینەوە، پۆلێن کردن و  ماردنی  

و کردارەکانی قسلالالاەکردنی ترۆلینگ لە هەموو   نمونەی راسلالالاتەقینەی فۆرمەکانی ترۆلینگ، سلالالاتراتیجیەکانی بب ئەدەب
توێ ینەوەکە دەریرسلاتووە بەکارهێنەرانی عێراقی پلاتفۆرمی ئێکس زیاتر ئیسلاتیفزاز    .Xکۆمەڵە داتاکانی پلاتفۆرمی

ڵ ئلاافره تی پلاە رللاە ملاانتلااری  للاە گلاە  .و نلااهلااوسلالالالاەنگی ئلاایلادۆلۆ ی وەک شلالالالاێوازێکی تڕۆڵکردنی ئەلیکترۆنی بەکلااردەهێنن
یووی سلالالاتراتیجی بب ئەدەبیەوە، بەکارهێنەرانی عێراقی زیاتر سلالالاتراتیجی نەرێنی دەموچاو بەکاردەهێنن عێراقی لە  

وەک لە سلالالالاتراتیجی پۆزەتیە. سلالالالاەرەیای ئەوەپ، بەکارهێنەرانی عێراقی بە شلالالالاێوەیەکی گشلالالالاتی قسلالالالاەی ترۆلینگ  
بە پشلالالالات بەسلالالالاتن بە ئەنجلاامەکلاانی  بەکلااردەهێنرێن کلااتێلاک  نلاانی پەرلەملاانتلااری عێراقی دەکەنە ئلااملاان . لە کۆتلااییلادا،  

 توێ ینەوەکە، چەندین دەرئەنجام، دەرئەنجام، و یاسپاردە پێشکەپ کراون. 
 .وشە سەرەکیەکان: تڕۆڵی سیاسی، قسەکردن، بب ئەدەب، پلاتفۆرمی ئێکس، پەرلەمانتاری ئافرەتی عێراقی


