JEZYKOZNAWSTWO nr 1(14)/2020

https://doi.org/10.25312/2391-5137.14/2020_03ev

Ekaterina Vasilenko https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2552-5714
Mogilev State A. Kuleshov University
e-mail: e.n.vasilenko@amail.com

Sexist hate speech: Topical organization
of intolerant discourse

Abstract

The article is aimed at determining the topical structure of sexist hate speech as form of intolerant discourse.
Sexist hate speech is viewed as a type of gender-based hate speech that is influenced by the same social, political
and legal, cultural and ethical factors as sexual orientation-based or gender identity-based hate speech. The
article proposes a topical structure of hate speech in general and provides the examples of verbalization of
sexist hate speech topics and subtopics in the Belarusian online discourse.
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Introduction

Hostility and hate speech take different forms in different discourse communities depend-
ing on the local conditions. Over the last couple of decades, a large amount of research
has been conducted by European scholars on xenophobic hate speech (Assimakopoulos,
2017) and American scholars on racist hate speech (Moon, 2000).

This article explores the verbalization of hostility within the Belarusian discourse
community. The article examines sexist hate speech as a form of intolerant discourse. The
study is based on the analysis of Internet users’ comments to online news related to women
and published on the most popular Belarusian information portal TUT.BY in 2017-2019.

Given that the cultural logic of using the term hate speech is best derived from the
analysis of its actual representations in a community (Boromisza-Habashi, 2013), I start
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the article with a brief description of the key terms and an outline of the extralinguistic
factors influencing the functioning of gender-based hate speech in general and sexist hate
speech in particular within the Belarusian discourse community. I then propose a topical
structure of hate speech as form of intolerant discourse and illustrate it with the examples
from the Belarusian online discourse.

1. Sexist hate speech as research object

Due to the undiminished interest of researchers and policymakers all over the world in hate
speech, the term itself has become understood in a very broad sense including any forms
of expression, promotion or justification of hostility based on a set of group characteristics
(e.g., ECRI, 2016: 3), meanwhile the component speech of the term predetermines its
mainly linguistic character.

I argue that hate speech should be considered primarily from the standpoint of language
science as a set of language means expressing negative, based on stereotypes and/or prej-
udices, attitudes towards the addressee as a carrier of values different from those of the
addresser and, as a result, verbalizing one or another type of discrimination or intolerance.

At the same time the fact that hate speech is based on stereotypes and/or prejudices
makes it necessary to take into account the characteristics of hostility as a social phenome-
non. This leads us to the discursive dimension of the research, i.e. to the study of intolerant
discourse. (Hereafter, I also use the term discourse of hate as widely accepted though
I believe that the words Aostility and intolerance — not hate — are more appropriate in the
given context as hate is a more acute form of a similar condition, while the consideration
of the mild forms of its expression is also essential).

It must be underlined that the described phenomena are very complex and, in some
cases, difficult to differentiate. It is necessary in a linguistic analysis to take into account
the totality of paralinguistic and extralinguistic factors. Hate speech can target different
protected characteristics of a person or group such as religion, race, origin, age, etc., which
makes it possible to speak about different kinds of hate speech — religion-based, racist,
ethnic-based, ageist, and so on.

I adhere to a wide definition of gender. It is understood as a as a combination of
such components as the category of sex, gender identity, marriage and reproductive
gender status, sexual orientation, gender processes, gender beliefs and gender display
(IlTakmposa/Shakirova, 2000: 15-26). This interpretation allows for gender-based hate
speech to be used as an umbrella term for all the kinds of hate speech based on such
characteristics as sex, sexual orientation and gender identity. Therefore, it is possible to
single out two vulnerable social groups suffering from gender-based hate speech — women
and LGBT people (the term LGBT is used since it is the most widespread, but here it
encompasses other forms of sexuality and gender identification). The study focuses on
sexist hate speech.
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2. Sexist hate speech in Belarus

As sexist hate speech is part of gender-based hate speech, I believe that its functioning
in a discourse community is more or less determined by the same social, political and
legal, and cultural and ethical factors as the use of sexual orientation-based or gender
identity-based hate speech.

In the Belarusian context, social factors determining the functioning of gender-based
hate speech are those connected to the change in the socio-cultural paradigm, intensive
development of Internet communication technologies, increased social mobility hori-
zontally and vertically and weak civil society (for a more detailed description of social
and other factors influencing gender-based hate speech functioning in Belarus see:
Vasilenko, 2019).

Political and legal factors include the lack of legal sanctions against the use of hate
speech (the only basis on which the Belarusian legislation prohibits discrimination in
the context of the given problem is the basis of sex; such notions as gender, gender
identity and sexual orientation are not found in legal documents — see: Vasilenko, 2020)
and the attitude of the authorities towards gender discrimination and discriminatory
statements.

In addition, cultural and ethical factors impact on gender-based hate speech. Homo-
phobic — to a greater extent — and sexist — to a lesser — moods in Belarusian society, the
formation and maintenance of gender stereotypes, the active exploitation of discriminatory
topics by the media (often the Russian ones which are very popular among the Belarusian
population) and the lack of awareness of the majority of the academic community in the
field of gender issues all have an influence.

All these factors are deeply interconnected and mutually defining. It is obvious,
though, that the list presented is not exhaustive as the use of hate speech is to a great
extent dependent of individual (e.g., psychological) and contextual (e.g., communication
framework) factors. However, it helps us to understand the general extralinguistic context
of gender-based hate speech functioning in the given discourse community.

The study is based on an analysis of Belarusian Internet users’ comments to online
news related to women and published on the most popular — according to the Informa-
tion and Analytical Centre of the Administration of the President of the Republic of
Belarus (Pecnyonuka/Respublika, 2018: 15) — Belarusian information portal TUT.BY
from 01/01/2017 to 31/07/2019. The titles of the selected articles contained the words
«OKeHIIMHa» ‘woman’, «pemMuHU3M» ‘feminism’ and «cekcu3m» ‘sexism’.

The analysis of the comments revealed the relatively high degree of importance of
gender issues for the Belarusian discourse community (see: Table 1; cf. the readers’
response rate to the articles on women, LGBT and foreigners for the same period: 110.7,
245.4 and 90.2 comments on average per article respectively).
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Table 1. TUT.BY users’ response to the articles related to women (01/012017-31/07/2019)

Key word in the title | Number of articles | Number of comments Average number.of
comments per article
01/01/2017 — 31/12/2017
Woman 512 51373 100.3
Feminism 6 2 081 346.8
Sexism 1 311 311.0
Total 2017 519 53765 103.6
01/01/2018 — 31/12/2018
Woman 583 66 615 114.3
Feminism 4 777 194.3
Sexism 2 78 39.0
Total 2018 589 67 470 114.6
01/01/2019 - 31/07/2019
Woman 323 25 655 79.4
Feminism 1 132 132.0
Sexism 3 92 30.7
Total 2019 327 25879 79.1
Total 1435 147 114 110.7

Such an analysis allows us not only to reveal the degree of importance of the problem
for each particular discourse community and identify the most salient issues in public
life — but also to track the dynamics of the readers’ interest over a certain period (see:
Figure 1). Here, of the three variables, feminism is the most important.
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Figure 1. Dynamics of TUT.BY users’ response to the articles related to women as com-
pared to the articles on LGBT people and foreigners (01/012017-31/07/2019)
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3. General topical structure of intolerant discourse

The analysis of intolerant discourse just like any other kind of discourse cannot be carried
out without a study of its thematic structure, as topics or themes play a crucial role in the
production and comprehension of discourse organizing its local meanings and, therefore,
defining its overall coherence (Dijk, 1987: 48).

Given that the discourse of hate is based on stereotypes being one of the types of social
attitudes that are widely used by a person in evaluating others (Kynuusina, Kazapunosa,
[Moronsma/Kunitsyna, Kazarinova, Pogol’sha, 2001: 330), it seems logical to present
a schematic organization of the revealed topics in the form of propositions expressing
value judgments.

The importance of presenting topics in the form of propositions is also due to the fact
that value judgments belong to the category of cognitive processes, which is relevant in
view of the sociocognitive approach to discourse used in the study. The specificity of value
judgments lies in the fact that they complete the process of the informative preparation
of an action and serve as the basis for and influence directly the so-called regulatory pro-
cesses: decision making, goal setting and behaviour planning (Korautusaas ncuxonorusi/
Kognitivnaya psikhologiya, 2002: 315).

The analysis of the topics covered in the online comments made it possible to present
the thematic structure of hate speech in a most general way as follows (it should be clari-
fied that they here means a dominated social group and different is used with the negative
connotation and implies the right to judge):

1. General.

1.1. I do not like them.

1.2. Some of them are better/worse than the others.
2. Characterization of the social group.

2.1. Their appearance is different.

2.2. Their character and mind are different.

3. Comparison of the group with other social groups.

3.1. They are worse than us.

3.2. They are the same as other ‘bad’ social groups.
4. Position of the group in the discourse community.

4.1. They threaten our traditional way of life.

4.2. They need to know their place.

It should be underlined that the proposed scheme has a very generalizing character,
which means that not all of its components can be “filled” in case of a specific social
group and that the border between the identified topics is rather vague in some cases.
The “filling” of the components may also vary depending on the targeted group and ex-
tralinguistic conditions. We shall consider the proposed scheme in relation to women in
the Belarusian discourse community in more detail below.
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4. Topics and subtopics of sexist hate speech: a Belarusian
case

4.1 Category “General”

The “General” category assumes an expression — with a possible direct or indirect insult —
of a general negative attitude towards a social group or its representatives that the speaker
does not explain in any way. This category, as well as the next one — “Characterization
of the social group”, demonstrates the verbalization of the hostile type of interaction as
opposed to the affiliative one (see the classification of interpersonal variables of person-
ality in Leary, 2004: 62—71).

From this perspective, the general proposition “I don’t like them” in relation to
women can be often found in the citation of proverbs and sayings that depict woman as
a destructive force and a cause of man’s unhappiness (in general, Russian paremiology
demonstrates a tendency to androcentricity, i.e. it reflects the male gaze on the world and
the role of man and woman in it — see: Kirilina, 1999), as for example in a comment to
the article «byHaecBep Hadas TeCTHpOBATh POPMY IS OEPEMEHHBIX KEHITUH-COIIATY /
‘The Bundeswehr began testing uniforms for pregnant women soldiers’ (published on
29/05/2017): Baba na kopabne — k 6ede / ‘A woman on the ship causes disaster’ (herein-
after, the authors’ spelling and punctuation are preserved, the translation is adapted for
clear understanding and stylistically close to the original).

The same negative connotation is expressed in a comment to the article «IToxoponun
CBIHA, TIOOUMYTO *KEHIIIMHY 1 Kapbepy. UTo cTaiio ¢ mobuMIieM BeeX SKeHIINH AJIEKCaHIPOM
JomorapossiM» / ‘He buried his son, beloved woman and career. What happened to the
favourite of all women Alexander Domogarov’ (published on 12/07/2019): Booka u 6a6we:
ceyounu ne oourn manaum / ‘“Vodka and women ruined more than one talent’. The user
equates women with a destructive alcoholic drink in their capacity to harm a man.

It should be underlined that in both comments the authors use a colloquial lexeme 6a6a
instead of srcenwyuna ‘woman’. In many cases, the use of this lexeme demonstrates the
speaker’s disdainful attitude to women even though the comment itself may be neutral,
such as one left to the article «“Tlocite AGmyoBa He HyKeH HUKTO . JKeHIIIHBI, KOTOPBIX
JIIOOMIT CEeKC-CUMBOJI coBeTckoro kunemarorpada / “I don’t need anybody after Abdulov.”
Beloved women of the sex symbol of the Soviet cinema’ (published on 29/05/2019)
in response to the previous comment expressing doubt in the actor’s attractiveness:
Anopetii,max Tebe u He nonosiceno nowumamy,y 6ad cnpocu / “Andrew, You are not sup-
posed to understand, ask women’.

The second topic “Some of them are better/worse than the others” is not disclosed
as such in the comments about women because the main comparison of women is carried
out by the Internet users on the basis of their appearance (see the topic “Their appearance
is different” in 4.2 below) or following or not following the established norms and rules
(see the subtopic “They must behave according to our rules” in 4.4 below).
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4.2 Category “Characterization of the social group”

The “Characterization of the social group” category assumes an assessment — mainly
negative — of the personal or physical characteristics of the representatives of the social
group as such (not involving comparison with other social groups).

In the studied context, the first topic “Their appearance is different” reflects not
only stereotypes about women’s appearance but also their sexualization and, as a result,
comparison. The in-group demonstrates their right to evaluate the members of the out-
group and even judge them. The set of subtopics here is rather wide.

The subtopic “They should be conventionally beautiful” can be illustrated by two
comments left to the article «'ops90: CHITbHBIC JKSHIIUHBI B CEKCYaTbHOM KaJeHIape s
xypHaia Love» / ‘Hot: strong women in the sexual calendar for Love Magazine’ (published
on 04/12/2017): cmpaxomme nexae / ‘so ugly’; Kowmap. Tam umo, Hopmanvusix 6a6 He
ocmainoce... | ‘Nightmare. Are there no normal women left...” In both cases, the speakers
ascribe to themselves the right to evaluate women and to impose their assessments.

In some cases, this proposition can take a form of “Their appearance is more important
than their personality”, as for instance in a comment to the article «Illanc HaliTi BTOpYyI0
MOJIOBUHY B OpadHOM areHTCTBE y >keHIMH — 40%, y MykuuH — 90%» / “Women have
a 40% chance of finding a soul mate in a marriage agency, men — a 90% chance’ (pub-
lished on 17/02/2017) clearly prioritizes woman’s appearance over her character and
mind: X pazee smo nnoxo? JKena uznauanvio 0ondicna 6vims Kpacusou. A nomom — ece
ocmanvroe. C Kpacusoul s#cenotl He CMbLOHO 8 00U 8bltimu. A mo, 4mo CmpawHas memka
Maxas xopouias 00MOXO03AUKA, CEKCYanbHas NAPMHePULa, U 20Mosuwuya wei — Ha 16y
ee He Hanucano. U Opy3vs, 3uakomwvle u pooumenu He oyeusm marxou evioop / ‘And is
that bad? A wife should be beautiful by default. Everything else comes next. If you have
a beautiful wife, it’s not a shame to go out. And the fact that an ugly woman is such a good
housewife, sexual partner, or soup cook is not written on her face. And your friends, ac-
quaintances and parents will not appreciate such a choice’. It should also be mentioned
that the user reduces woman’s nature to the functions of a housewife taking care of her
husband (see the subtopic “They must behave according to our rules” in 4.4 below).

The subtopic “They should be conventionally beautiful” (with its form “Their ap-
pearance is more important than their personality”) is closely interconnected with the
subtopic “Their appearance should attract us sexually”” which is in many cases expressed
explicitly, as for example in the comment to the article «Kakumu 6puTH camble KpacHBBIC
sxeHIUHBI Mupa 100 et Hazaay / “What were the most beautiful women in the world
100 years ago like’ (published on 06/08/2017): C npesenuxum ydogorbcmeauem umero
yecms npednodcUms 8am maoemyazeisb 60yms / ‘With great pleasure I have the honour to
offer to slip you mademoiselle a length’. The author of the comment archaizes his speech
deliberately, yet the contrasting use of slang makes his representation of women as sexual
objects even more vivid.

The tendency to sexualize women also leads to the comparison of their bodies, as for
example in a comment to the article «My>KCKO# B3IIIS: KTO CTaJl CaMOM CEeKCyabHON
KeHITMHOH tutaneTsl B 2017 romy» / ‘Man’s perspective: who became the sexiest woman
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on the planet in 2017’ (published on 11/06/2017): Y smux xomst 61 cucbku kaxue-Huxaxue
ecmv. A 6om y nawux “xpacasuy’’ ¢ smum deoa... | ‘These [women] at least have some
boobs. And our “beauties” have troubles with this’.

From the point of view of the in-group, women’s attractiveness is directly related to
their age, which finds its reflection in the subtopic “They can be attractive only at a young
age”. This can be illustrated by a comment to the article «Muenue: “Myx4urHa, KOTOPBIH
BCTYITWJI B IPOTUBOCTOSTHHE € KSHITUHOM, Bcerna mpourpaet’» / ‘Opinion: The man who
entered a confrontation with a woman, will lose anyway’ (published on 25/08/2017):
U 8000Uje, KOHKYPEHMHOE NPEUMyUjecmeo y OCHOBHOU MACCHL ICEHWUH 1em 00 35, NOmoM
WAHCO8 BbIUZPAMD ) MYICUUNDBL 8 CTyHAe KOHPDAUKMA NPAKMUYECKU Hem ... OH MO Yioem
u Haldem ewje ye HUOYOb, a OHA KOMY HYJicHa ... / ‘and in general, the majority of women
have a competitive advantage up to 35, then there is practically no chance of winning a man
in case of a conflict ... he will leave her and find something else, but who needs her ...’

The second topic “Their character and mind are different” reveals the ideas of the
dominant social group about the negative, from their point of view, personal traits of the
representatives of the out-group. The intolerant discourse on women reveals the subtopics
described below.

The first subtopic covers the idea that all women possess stereotypical traits of char-
acter and can be formulated as “They are illogical, deceitful and egoistic” (the range of
qualities may vary). This subtopic can be illustrated by comments to the article «Kakune
MY>KCKHE KauecTBa MPUBIIEKAIOT xKeHIUHY? OTBeT rncuxosora» / “What qualities in men
attract women? The answer of the psychologist’ (published on 10/06/2018): ITomomy
Mo JHceHwUnbl He mvicaam payuonanvto / ‘Because women do not think rationally’;
YV nux maxas npowuexa cmoum om npupoovl: 8030yxHcoarom ux Hazivle NIOXUWU, OMm HUX
OHU 3a7emarom, podxicoarom pedenKd, a NOMomM UM omMe2y-co0epaucamens, KOmopbiil
Oyoem ux u ux NOMOMCMEO HAHYUMb, 0Decneyusamsn, a cama npusmom oyoem K mem
Jlce naoxumam Haiego beeamv (noxa omedxcka exanvieaem Ha pabome) / ‘They have
such firmware by nature: they are aroused by arrogant bad guys, they get knocked up,
give birth to a child and then look for an omega-guy who will take care of them and their
offsprings and bring money, and she meanwhile will cheat with the same bad guys (while
the omega-guy is working hard); Yeco monvko ne npudymviearom,umobvl He npsamo He
2080PUNL, YMO HCCHWUH 8 MYNCUUHAX npusiexatom moivko Oenveu / “They can think of
anything not to say directly that the only thing that women find attractive in men is money’.

Sometimes the users create an image of a typical woman, as for example in a comment
to the article «KapTuHka qHA: )KESHIMHA J]Ba Yaca OTKa3bIBAIACh IOBEPUTH, YTO OIIUOIACH
HOMepom» / ‘Picture of the day: a woman refused to believe that she got a wrong number
for two hours’ (published on 27/04/2017): Tunuunas 6aba: cama owubnacy, He Caywaia
cobeceOnuKa, cama cebst HaKpYmuia, U 6 umoze KOHeuHo ox u sunoséam / A typical woman:
she made a mistake, did not listen to the interlocutor, got worked up over it, and in the
end, of course, he was the one to blame’.

The second subtopic characterizes women in their relations inside the group and takes
a form of “They envy each other, gossip, compete and cannot be friends”, as for exam-
ple in a comment to the article «“He xo4y, 4ToOBI HacTymaza Ha MO rpadau”. 3adeM
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YKSHIITUHBI OECIIIATHO MIOMOTA0T JAPYTUM JKEHIIIMHAM B Kapbepe» / “1 do not want them to
make my mistakes”. Why women help other women for free in their careers’ (published
on 08/04/2019): Muoeo 6yxe u npu smom Hu o yem. Huxoeda scenuunol e nepecmanym
KOHKYpUPOBAmb, 0asice mMexcoy cobotl, ubo psaoom 6ce20a X00sm 3a6UChv U CHiemuu /
‘A long-read about nothing. Women will never stop competing, even among themselves,
because envy and gossip always go around’.

4.3 Category “Comparison of the group with other social
groups”

In the “Comparison of the group with other social groups” category the element of jux-
taposition — of a targeted out-group and a dominant social group or other out-groups — is
crucial: in contrast to the “General” and “Characterization of the social group” categories,
this category as well as the next one — “Position of the group in the discourse communi-
ty” — involves primarily the verbalization of the relations of dominance and submission
(and not hostility and affiliation — for more details see: Leary, 2004: 62—71) where the
position of the master of the situation is taken by the in-group, and the dominated social
groups, including the targeted one, find themselves in the submissive position.

The first topic “They are worse than us” implies a general comparison of the rep-
resentatives of the out-group with the representatives of the in-group. The speaker can
argue their position in various ways, for example, in the case of women the proposition
takes a form of “They cannot do what we do (by virtue of their character, mental or
physical abilities)”. For instance, a user commenting the article «’KeHuHBI, TOTOBBIC
Ha BCE: MCTOPHHU JIeTeHAapHbIX JieTuuiy / ‘Women ready for anything: the stories of
legendary pilots’ (published on 23/04/2018) supports his position with a ‘physical’ argu-
ment: Hy aspobyc 6odums moxcro.Ho Ha ucmpebumen....opeaHu3m HceHUWUHbl HUKAK
He npucnocoonen k maxum nepeepyskam.. /| “Well, they can drive an airbus. But fighter
jets.... a woman’s body is not adapted to such overloads..’

It should be noted that the comments of this group cover a quite standard range of
topics such as driving or politics: Xopowo, umo knunmon ne nobeduna uoo 3 badwvl y pyna
amepuxu, auenuuy u cepmanuu npusenu 0wl k apmazeoony / ‘It is good that Clinton did not
win, for 3 women at the helm of America, England and Germany would lead to Arma-
geddon’ (to the article «Xennriasr npotus Tpamma, cupuiickue IMKOIFHUKH U YEIOBEK-
MarHuT: ¢oto Pelitep 3a Hepemto» / “Women against Trump, Syrian schoolchildren and
a man-magnet: Reuters photos of the week’ published on 30/01/2017); Témenvku cnauana
edym a namom OyMarom,Ho He 6cex oymayw eaauje nanyuaeyya.llpupooa / “Women
first drive and then think, but not all of them can think. Nature’ (to the article «ITox
Conuropckom xeHurHa Ha Renault He mpomyctuina MA3: moctpananu 6 4enoBekK, B TOM
grcie 4 pedenkay / ‘Near Soligorsk a woman in a Renault did not give the road to MAZ:
6 people were injured, including 4 children’ published on 13/06/2019).

The second topic “They are the same as other ‘bad’ social groups” is not disclosed
as such in intolerant discourse on women, but when it comes to women’s struggle for
their rights they can be placed on the same line with LGBT people, and then the chain
can continue (see the subtopic “What they do contradicts our traditions™ in 4.4 below).
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4.4 Category “Position of the group in the discourse
community”

The “Position of the group in the discourse community” category reflects the place of the
social group in the system of the prevailing social, economic, cultural, political and legal
relations of a particular discourse community. In a very generalizing way, it is possible
to single out two topics in this component.

The first topic “They threaten our traditional way of life” is based — as well as all
the other topics — on the opposition we — they, yet in this case it is mostly a matter of the
values and beliefs of the in-group. In this vein, the speaker might mention the traditional
‘good’ way of life and accepted ‘good’ moral, ethical and religious norms of the dominant
group ascribing them to the whole discourse community as opposed to the ‘bad’ lifestyle
of the out-group.

Such statements can be aimed at justifying inequality and take the form of “What we
do is consistent with our traditions”. The speaker’s opinion can be supported by examples
from the history (either real or religious), as for instance in a comment to the article «Kak
neBymika u3 JloOpymia crajga HKOHOW CTHIIS U OJHOW M3 CAMBIX BIUSTEIBHBIX JKCHIIIH
Hy6ast» / ‘How a girl from Dobrush became a style icon and one of the most influential
women in Dubai’ (published on 02/01/2018) stating that women are goods to be owned
and traded: JKenwunvr 6 mpaduyuouHvix oduecmeax ece20a OvLIU COOCNEEHHOCHIBIO
naeMeHu unyu pooHo20 Omya. NPUHAONENCATU MOMY, KOMOPLIl GLIPACMUL, 3AMPAINUE
cpeocmea, a NOMom cam 8blOPaAJl, KOMY nPoOamb, O0CIMOUHOM) Yel08eK) NIeMeHU, U 835Mb
3a Heé Kanvim. B HedasHem npouwiniom omeoioCKu d3moeo COXPAHAUCD, K020d NAPHIO U3
Opyeoll OepesHtil, npuexasuiemy HCeHUXamvcs, Mecmuule pebama Moy HAKOCMbLIAMb.
A 6 cospemennom UHMeEPHAYUOHATLHOM MUPe IMAHCUNUPOBAHHAS JHCEHWUHA OCTNAEMCS
MAKUM dHce MmoapoM O MYHCUUH, HO Yace npodaém cebs cama <...> / ‘In traditional
societies, women have always been the property of a tribe or a father: they belonged to
the person who raised them, spent the money and then chose to whom to sell them — to
a worthy tribe man — and take a bride price for her. In the recent past, the echoes of this
remained when a fellow from another village who came to woo [a local girl] could be
beaten by the local lads. And in the modern international world, an emancipated woman
remains the same goods for men, but she is already selling herself <...>’.

The comments of this group also contain the proposition “What they do contradicts our
traditions”. It is this subtopic that clearly reflects the link between women’s empowerment
and so-called ‘Western/American/European values’ that are associated among Belarusian
Internet users with promoting the rights of LGBT people. As the latter are often associ-
ated in the comments with other ‘bad’ social groups, such as necrophiles, paedophiles,
bestialists and so on, women doing ‘male’ jobs (see the subtopic “They cannot do what
we do” above) can lead, in the commentators’ opinions, to the establishment of a different
‘bad’ social order. This can be illustrated by comments to the two articles devoted to the
first ever all-female spacewalk «NASA Ha3Bano jaTy nepBoro B KICTOPUH BBIXOJA JIBYX
JKCHIITUH B OTKPBITHIN KocMoc» / ‘NASA announced the date of the first ever two-wom-
en spacewalk’ (published on 08/03/2019) and «NASA oTMeHWIO TIEpBBII B UCTOPUU
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BBIXOJI B OTKPBITBIH KOCMOC € y4acTheM ToJibko keHmH» / ‘NASA cancelled the first
ever all-female spacewalk’ (published on 26/03/2019): owcencras napa ¢ omxpvimom
Kocmoce? amo amepuxa,pedzu! / ‘female couple in outer space? this is America, guys!’;
Epynoa ece smo. A scdy, koeoa 8vitioem 8 KOCMOC NApa Hecpog-2eeq: Mo Oyoem 6epuluna
pazeumus HACA / ‘“That’s nothing. ’'m waiting for a black gay couple to go into space:
this will be the pinnacle of NASA’s development’; Kocmoc 0nst Hayuuwix ucciedosarnuti
u mexnuuecxoco npozpecca? He omenexaiimeco na menouu! Cnepesa sicenuyunnl, 3amem
Hecpwbl U HakoHey — mpanceecmumyl. Menouu no ocmamounomy npunyuny / ‘Space for
scientific research and technological progress? Don’t waste your time on trifles! First
women, then blacks and finally — transvestites. Trivia by residual principle’.

The second topic “They need to know their place” also finds a broad representation
in intolerant discourse on women.

The first subtopic can be formulated as “Their problems are unimportant/exaggerated”
and can be illustrated by the comment to the article «OOBUHEHHBIH B W3HACHIOBAHUN
Ponanny craHeT WacThIO aKIMM MPOTUB HAcWiIns Hal skeHImuHaMu» / ‘Ronaldo, who
has been accused of rape, will be part of a campaign raising awareness of violence
against women’ (published on 23/11/2018): Varce asc mowmnum om smux oueu npomus
Hacunus, dceHckux Oneu u. 1. /. Bce 0amvl 0budicennblil, 6e30e ux yueMastont, Hacuiyom,
odomoearomesu. T. /. Yeeo sice 6b1 moeda 60oduje ce3v18aemecs ¢ IMUMu Myscuunamu? |
‘I am already sick of these days against violence, women’s days and so on. All the ladies
are offended, they are everywhere restricted, raped, harassed and so on. Then why do you
even get involved with these men?’

The second subtopic “Their rights are unfairly placed above ours” is most clearly
demonstrated by the communicative tactics of inversion that exposes the dominant group
representatives as victims, as for example in the comment to the article «Tuna Kapous:
“Omyarb cBOOOIY — O4eHb BaXKHO JUIsl COBpeMEHHOMU »x)eHIuHbI» / “Tina Karol: “To
feel freedom is very important for a modern woman” (published on 08/07/2018): Aea,
ocobenno 3a cuem pabcmea 60nbULell YACTU MYICUUH, PECYPC KOMOPBIX 20CYO0apcmeo
nepepacnpeoeium ¢ KpusblMu Kodpguyuenmamu ‘c60600HbIM  dHceHuuHam. Xoueulb
ObIMb C80O0OHOL — NOCMPOT OOM, BbIPACTU NPOOYKMbL RUMAHUS, N008e0U KAHATUZAYUIO,
sawumu cebsi cama 1 nomom 6yoeuib NUAUKams npo c60600y. dmu pabomwl coenarom
MYJACHUHBL 30 HECHPABEOTUBO HUSKYIO ONAAmy mpyoa, ciueku chumym opyeue / ‘Yeah,
especially at the expense of the slavery of most men whose resource will be redistributed
by the state with crooked coefficients to ‘free’ women. If you want to be free — build
a house, grow food, connect [the house] to the sewerage system, protect yourself, and then
you will prattle about freedom. This work will be done by men for unfairly low wages,
and others will skim the cream’.

The third subtopic “They cannot achieve anything without us” is deeply connected
with the topic “They are worse than us” (see 4.3 above) and is most frequently found in
comments to the articles mentioning women who have succeeded in ‘male’ spheres or
well-off women, for example: Bezde nacieocmeo. Hukmo nuxpena us Hux ve pabomai.
I'pamommuulii ynpasasiiowuii = cocmosinue YHAC1e008aHHOE NOA0ACUNA 8 DAHK NOO OYeHb
xopowue npoyenmot / ‘In each case an inheritance. None of them ever worked a damned
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bit. A competent manager = she deposited the inherited fortune with a high rate of inter-
est’; Bce no nacneocmsy. Y nonosunvt hHaomennvie 6320wt / All by inheritance. Half of
them have a haughty look’; Iloanwiii ghyghen...1ub0 Hacnedcmeo omya, 1ub0 6006a, ¢ Hyna
HUKMO He nooHancsa, 8 wém 3acayea / ‘Complete bullshit... either the father’s inheritance
or a widow, none of them rose from scratch, what is the merit’; B uem ycnex, e yepoxanu
ovicmpo nacreocmso? / “Where did they succeed, in that they did not quickly waste the
inheritance?’ (all to the article «Tom-10 cambIx Ooratbix sxeHImH B Mupe» / “Top 10 richest
women in the world’ published on 26/03/2017).

The last subtopic “They must behave according to our rules” verbalizes stereotypes
about ‘good’ women’s behaviour, i.e. that a woman is meant to follow her husband, look
after the children, be a good housewife, etc. Women are ‘measured’ by these criteria under
any kind of circumstances, which can be illustrated by a comment to the article «Mumtust
B ButeOcke uIeT )eHIMHY, YKPaBIIIYIO BCe IIBETHI C TOPOACKOM KityMObI. Bumeo» / “The
police in Vitebsk are looking for a woman who stole all the flowers from an urban flower
bed. Video’ (published on 14/06/2019): A seds smo uvsi-mo mama, 6om demsim CMbLOHO
0yO0em ysudemv mamy 6 Hosocmsx, ¢ maxom ceeme / ‘And she is someone’s mother, it’ll
be embarrassing for the children to see their mother in the news in this light’.

Women are also supposed to behave modestly and not demand those rights that men
have: Kakue npasa? Ceoboonoco cexca? I[lpusnanue makux npas dceHujunvbl pyuium
cucmemy opaka(cemvit). A cnedo8amenbHo nPusedyn K momy 4mo MydICUUHAM HCEHUUHBL
OVOYM HYHCHYL 0151 PA308bIX «CyHeKy. «21 6ex-9mo eex JKeHuwunvly npusei Mup K na0eHuio
HPABCMBEHHOCMU U 8030011a0AHUI0 JHCUBOMHBIX Hayal. [locmompume 6 unmepueme
CKONLKO «NPEONOANCEHULY dCeHWUH 8 8ude 201blx ¢homo... Pasnooicenue u mepzocmo
6 omom u 3akaroyaemcs eecv saul gemunuzm / ‘“What rights? Free sex? Recognition of
such women’s rights destroys the system of marriage (family). Consequently, it will lead
to men needing women for one-time “mating”. “21% century is the age of Woman” led the
world to the decline of morality and the prevalence of animality. Look how many “offers”
of women in the form of naked photos there are on the Internet...” (to the article «Oxoin0
50 ThICAY JKEHIIMH MTOTHOJIM 3a TO OT Hacuausg B ceMbe» / ‘About 50 thousand women
died in a year from domestic violence’ published on 08/07/2019).

It in is this subtopic that Internet users can call for or approve of violence in a form of
“Ifthey don’t follow our rules, we can force them”. The speaker can justify their views by
quoting proverbs and sayings, such as in a comment to the article «Muenue: “Myxunna,
KOTOPBIM BCTYHMWI B MPOTUBOCTOSHUE C JKEHIIMHOMW, Bcerna mpourpaer”» / ‘Opinion:
The man who entered in a confrontation with a woman, will lose anyway’ (published on
25/08/2017): Beit 6ady monomom, 6yoem 6abda sonomom. Hapoonas myopocmy! / ‘[approx.]
If you hit a woman with a hammer, she will be obedient. Folk wisdom!’; or by providing
examples of the violent traditions of other communities, as for instance in a comment to
the article «OKenmmuny, 104 KOTOpO# HalLLTH Ha Oepery peku B bpecte MepTBOii, 00BUHMIH
B yOuiictBe» / ‘The woman whose daughter was found dead on the river bank in Brest
was accused of murder’ (published on 04/06/2019): Hague, na poouny. A mam naderoco
KaMHAMU POOHS 3a0bém coenacrHo mecmuvim 3akonam / ‘Off with her, [let her go back] to
the homeland. And there I hope her relatives will stone her according to the local laws’.
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Conclusions and further research

The analysis of the topical organization of hate speech as form of intolerant discourse
made it possible to identify four fundamental categories of the disclosed themes, i.c.
(1) general, (2) characterization of the social group, (3) comparison of the group with
other social groups and (4) position of the group in the discourse community. Each of
these four components of the general topical structure of hate speech contains topics and
subtopics that can be presented in the form of propositions expressing value judgments.
The range of the themes varies depending on the targeted group and extralinguistic
context.

The study of sexist hate speech in the Belarusian discourse community revealed that
the topics “Their appearance is different” and “They need to know their place” of the
categories “Characterization of the social group” and “Position of the group in the dis-
course community” respectively cover the widest spectrum of topics, which might be
symptomatic of the prevailing attitude to women as sex objects and home-makers. In
general, the analysis of the material showed that stereotypical attitude to women is still
widely verbalized in online discourse.

Further research prospects are associated with the analysis of the argumentative struc-
tures of intolerant discourse, the study of the speaker’s communicative strategies and
tactics, as well as language means of their implementation.
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Streszczenie
Seksistowska mowa nienawisci: struktura tematyczna dyskursu
nietolerancji

Celem artykutu jest okreslenie struktury tematycznej seksistowskiej mowy nienawisci jako formy
nietolerancyjnego dyskursu. Seksistowski jezyk wrogosci rozpatrywany jest jako rodzaj genderowo
uwarunkowanego jezyka wrogosci, na ktory wpltywaja te same spoleczne, polityczno-prawne i kulturowo-
-etniczne czynniki, co na jgzyk wrogosci, oparty na orientacji seksualnej lub identyfikacji genderowe;j.
W artykule zaproponowano catosciowe ujecie struktury tematycznej jezyka wrogosci, przytaczane sa przyklady
werbalizacji tematow i podtematow seksistowskiego jezyka wrogosci w dyskursie internetowym Biatorusi.

Stowa kluczowe: jezyk wrogosci, seksistowska mowa nienawisci, genderowo uwarunkowany jezyk wrogosci,
dyskurs wrogosci, dyskurs nietolerancji, dyskurs internetowy, temat

AHHoOTauuA

Llenbio CTaThy SBISETCS ONPEACICHUE TEMAaTHYECKOH CTPYKTYPhI CEKCUCTCKOTO SI3bIKA BPAXK/Ibl Kak (hOpMbI
HMHTOJIEPAHTHOTO JUCKypca. CEeKCHCTCKUI SI3bIK BPayK/Ibl PACCMaTPUBACTCS KaK BHJ] TeHACPHO 00y CIIOBICHHOTO
SI3BIKA BPaK/IbI, HA KOTOPBIH BIIMSIOT T€ JKE COIMAIIbHBIC, TIOJIMTHKO-IIPABOBEIE H KYJIBTYPHO-3THYECKHUE (haKTOPHI,
YTO M Ha SI3bIK BPAXKIbl, OCHOBAHHBIHM HAa CEKCyaIbHOW OPHEHTAIMH MJIM TeHASPHON HIEHTUYHOCTH. B cTaTse
MpeJIaraeTcsi TeMaTu4ecKasi CTPYKTypa s13bIKa BPaskbl B LIEJIOM U IIPUBOJISITCS TPUMEPHI BepOau3ainy TeM
7 TIOJITEM CEKCHCTCKOTO sI3bIKa BPaX/Ibl B HHTEPHET-IHUCKypce bemapycu.

KiroueBble ciioBa: s3bIK BpaXx/bl, CEKCHUCTCKHH SI3BIK BpaXXJbl, F€HACPHO 06yCHOBHeHHLIﬁ SA3BIK BPa)/1bl,
JAUCKYPC BpaXX/bl, HHTOHCpaHTHLII;'I JAUCKYPC, MHTCPHET-AUCKYPC, TEMA.
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