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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

Advances in Internet Technologies (ITs) and online social networks have made more benefits to humanity. At the
same time, the dark side of this growth/benefit has led to increased hate speech and terrorism as most common
and powerful threats globally. Hate speech is an offensive kind of communication mechanism that expresses an
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?ate crime ideology of hate using stereotypes. Hate speech targets different protected characteristics such as gender, re-
Ce‘;;?::orism ligion, race, and disability. Control of hate speech can be made using different national and international legal
E)}(,tremism frameworks. Any intentional act directed against life or related entities causing a common danger is known as

terrorism. There is a common practice of discussing or debating hate speech and terrorism separately. In the
recent past, most of the research articles have discussed either hate speech or terrorism. Hate speech is a type of
terrorism and follows an incident or trigger event of terrorism. Online social networks are the result of ITs and
evolved rapidly through the popularity among youth. As both the activities are near to close and makes use of
online social networks, the collective discussion is appropriate. Therefore we have a review on hate speech with
different classes and terrorism with cyber use in the framework of online social networks. With the help of
combined effort from the government, the Internet Service Providers (ISPs) and online social networks, the

Online social networks
Twitter and Facebook

proper policies can be framed to counter both hate speech and terrorism efficiently and effectively.

1. Introduction

Hate speech and terrorism are very common and closely related
activities. Initially to carry out these activities messages are commu-
nicated using traditional social networks, such as broadcast television,
broadcast radio, newspapers, etc. Nowadays the online social networks
like Twitter, LinkedIn, Facebook, and YouTube are using for the same
purpose. Speech is a nontrivial tool to communicate ideas, beliefs,
feelings and any other form of information from one to another.
Generally verbal and symbolic information is used to communicate over
the social networks. With the intention of balancing societal betterment
and individual rights, the speech can be considered as free speech and
its variant as hate speech. Free speech is required to maintain demo-
cratic rights of an individual by facilitating the exchange of their opi-
nions. Free speech provides an autonomous enjoyment to a person.

The freedom of expression may be one of the causes to occur hate
speech. Therefore hate speech to be considered as a descendant of free
speech. Expressing hate speech has become a trend and people are
using this as a shortcut way to get instant popularity without putting
more effort. Hate speech creates a situation to test the limits of free
speech. Hate speech is handled by different regulations in different
countries. Hate speech usually opposes freedom of speech and violates
fundamental rights of a human being. The broader goal of the freedom

of expression is to assist every individual to achieve self-fulfillment,
discover the truth and strengthen oneself, establish an acceptable bal-
ance between stability and changes in society. It also allows everyone to
create his/her own beliefs and communicate them to others freely
(Bhandari & Bhatt, 2012).

Hate speech will act as an obstacle to these goals. The impact of hate
speech is not same in all instances, depends on the person involved,
content, location, and circumstances. This indicates that who, what,
where and a circumstance determines the impact of a hate speech and
its control. Hate speech may harm the victims directly or indirectly. In
direct hate speech, the victims are injured immediately by the contents
of hate speech. In an indirect hate speech, the harm may be immediate
or delayed, the delayed harm is perpetrated by the agents, not by an
original actor. For instance, the hate speech on racism in public meet-
ings might motivate other racists to initiate harassment, intimidation,
violence and so on (Seglow, 2016).

Fig. 1 shows the role of online social networks for destructive ac-
tivities such as hate speech, hate crime, extremism, and terrorism. Hate
speech is made spreadable by posting a message, reposting a message
and responding to a message on social networks. Hate crime is a hate-
motivated physical attack and social networks are used for planning
and executing the attack related activities. Extremists and terrorists use
social networks for contacting and recruiting like-minded persons,
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Fig. 1. Role of online social networks for destructive activities.

spreading propaganda, planning and executing the attacks.

Different stages of hate speech following a trigger event are shown
in Fig. 2. Hate speech, immediately after the event (influence stage) will
flow heavily on social networks, after few days (intervention stage) will
get reduced, after some more days (response stage) reduces to zero level
and after a long time once again it may appear. This indicates that after
a particular event people will be more excited and gradually will get a
normal state or behavior. The rebirth stage is shown with a dashed line
to indicate as an optional stage. Based on the type and impact of an
event, the hate speech may or may not appear once again after a long
time.

Fig. 3 shows violent activities with tree structure. For simplicity and
conciseness of the article, only a few activities are discussed here. In
this article, more emphasis is given to hate speech and terrorism in the
form of a review. The relationship such as is a / kind nature moves from
bottom to top of the tree.

Terrorism is a global phenomenon which results in loss of innocent
lives and public properties on a larger scale than any other event. Two
main objectives of terrorism are creating terror in the minds of targeted
victims and attracting media and world power towards them. Terrorism
presents a threat to humanity in common, without differentiating be-
tween race, gender, religion, and nationality. It is an international
problem by challenging communities of the entire world. Emanuel
Gross said that “The majority of the definitions have a common basis -
terrorism is the use of violence and the imposition of fear to achieve a
particular purpose” (Gross, 2001, p. 97).

Cyberterrorism is a novel approach to making damage to the victims
of the attack. It makes use of computer and related technologies to
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attack a targeted one. Cyberterrorism activities are very common due to
lack of international resolve. Technological tools like social networks
and related websites help terrorist groups to increase and improve their
terrorist activities by exchanging harmful information. Therefore, there
is very much essential to develop technological methods to identify
cyberterrorist groups and their related information. There are no uni-
versally accepted and unique definitions of hate speech, terrorism, and
cyberterrorism.

Extremism is a political and religious ideology with an opposition
towards societal norms and its nature is almost same as terrorism.
According to Liebman, extremism is “a desire to expand the scope,
detail and strictness of religious law, social isolation and the rejection of
the surrounding culture” (Liebman, 1983, p. 75). In some countries, the
violence of creating terror is called as extremism. Its extreme political
and religious views lead towards hate speech and hate crimes.

Hate crime is a hate-motivated a physical attack on a person,
property or group with respect to the identities like gender, race, re-
ligion, nation, and ethnicity. Walters et al. (2016, p. 11) argued that
“the criminal offense, which is perceived by any person, motivated by
hostility and prejudice is referred as a hate crime”. Hate crimes take
away the victim's civil rights. It is a kind of extremist crime and pun-
ishable by the constitutional law of each country, whereas hate speech
is a verbal attack and not punishable easily with the legal framework.

Exploitation is an act of treating others by an unfair means to get
benefit from them. Exploitation is made understandable by Roemer
with a statement like “a group of people S is exploited by its comple-
ment S’ in a society with private ownership of the means of production
if S would benefit, and S’ would suffer, by a redistribution of ownership
in the means of production in which each owned his per capita share”
(Roemer, 1989, p. 90). This is one of the common harm to the society
and is practiced by unethical people. The harassments such as sexual,
forced and child labor, slavery, and organs removal are the different
forms of exploitation.

Online social networks are a special form of social networks and
help to establish the relationship among users of the networks globally.
These networks are one of the most important points of growth for the
Internet. Traditionally online social networks are meant for maintaining
existing relationship, enhancing the existing relationship and creating a
new relationship based on common interests. Nowadays these are used
as a rich set of the database for decision making and as a media for
communication. As a communication media, these can be used for
generating and spreading healthy and unhealthy information among
connected users. A small percentage of users use a portion of the net-
works for unhealthy activities such as hate speech and terrorism but the
impact of this small percentage of users is more and harmful.

ITs plays an important role in humanity, such as examining the
determinants of e-participation by citizens, initiated by the citizen
themselves and the government (Alathur, Ilavarasan, & Gupta, 2016).
Online social networks incorporate the use of ITs for the purpose. The
commonly used online social networks are Twitter, Facebook, YouTube
and LinkedIn.

Influence Intervention
Stage Stage

Hate speech Hate speech

Response Rebirth
Stage Stage

________>‘

Hate speech
reappear

Hate speech is
almost zero

Fig. 2. Stages of hate speech following a trigger event.
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1.1. Definition of hate speech

Hate speech generally targets ignorant groups to exhibit an op-
posing behavior on them. The superiors will forget that the ignorant
group will also have an equal right while making hatred statements.
Hate speech is more destructive and dangerous when it targets tradi-
tional symbol, event or an activity. The messages exchanged on in-
dividuals related to nation, race, ethnicity, religion, sexual orientation,
occupation, gender or disability have a more impact than the in-
dividuals personal information. Almagor (2011, p. 1) has defined hate
speech “as bias-motivated, hostile, malicious speech aimed at a person
or a group of people because of some of their actual or perceived innate
characteristics”.

The European Court of Human Rights, adopted a definition on hate
speech as “all forms of expression which spread, incite, promote or
justify racial hatred, xenophobia, anti-Semitism or other forms of
hatred based on intolerance, including intolerance expressed by ag-
gressive nationalism and ethnocentrism, discrimination and hostility
towards minorities, migrants and people of immigrant origin” (Council
of Europe, 1997, p. 107).

With this concept, we assume that “hate speech is any speech, which
attacks an individual or a group with an intention to hurt or disrespect
based on identity of a person”. Once the hate speech is expressed,
hurting or disrespecting depends on the perception of the victim. For
some, it may or may not affect. Generally, an effect of hate speech
depends on the originator, content and the targeted one.

If a hate speech does not incite to discriminate (do not hurt the
targeted one), then, there arises a question that whether this kind of
speech is hatred or not? Here it is accepted as hate speech because of
the intention and content. For clarity consider a legal framework, in

ies in tree structure.

which an attempt to murder is treated as a crime, accused will be pe-
nalized and the victim will be provided more protection. Here purpose
and action performed by the murderer are counted. Similar ideology is
applicable in the context of hate speech.

1.2. Definition of terrorism and cyberterrorism

Several definitions of terrorism exist, based on the identities of
perpetrators the same violent behavior is considered differently. The
groups with similar behavior are considered as social fighters and ter-
rorists by their sympathizers and enemies respectively. According to
Ganor “terrorism is a modus operandi by which violence against civi-
lians is created deliberately for the purpose of achieving political goals”
(Ganor, 2009, p. 13). An act of terrorism through the usage of IT tools
turns into cyberterrorism.

By incorporating the motivation, the purpose and the object of the
attack, cyberterrorism is defined by Denning as: “cyberterrorism is the
convergence of terrorism and cyberspace. It is generally understood to
mean unlawful attacks and threats of attacks against computers, net-
works, and the information stored therein when done to intimidate or
coerce a government or its people in furtherance of political and social
objectives” (Denning, 2000, p. 1). From the views of Denning, the im-
pact of cyberterrorism is treated as similar to traditional terrorism.
Cyberterrorism by Pollitt is “the premeditated, politically motivated
attack against information, computer systems, and data which results in
violence against non-combatant targets by subnational groups and
clandestine agents” (Pollitt, 1998, p. 9). This indicates that the cyber
terrorism will lead to violence and description of the attacker.

With these concepts, here cyberterrorism is defined as “terrorism
through utilization of internet and communication technologies and
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related tools. That is an attack is carried out on a targeted group, an
individual, place or any object using computing systems, Internet,
stored information and knowledge of software with an intention of
making damage to targeted one”.

With this overview of hate speech and related terms, the remaining
portion of the article is structured as follows. In Section 2 legal fra-
meworks for hate speech through national and international bodies are
discussed. Section 3, provides a literature review on hatred expression
on the basis of gender, religion, racism, and disability. This section also
reviews on general hate speech. A review of cyberterrorism is outlined
in Section 4. Finally, Section 5 concludes with the outcome of an article.

2. Legal frameworks for hate speech

As a part of the legal frameworks, some of the commonly acceptable
activities related to expressions like free speech and hate speech by
national and international bodies are discussed. The legal frameworks
contain set of rules to permit or prohibit activities or ideas based on
their nature.

2.1. International legal frameworks

The legal information on hate speech can be found by accessing
international human rights law with internationally accepted declara-
tions and conventions supporting fundamental rights to every human
being. Article 19 from Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR)
states that “Everyone has the right to freedom of opinion and expres-
sion; this right includes freedom to hold opinions without interference

such discrimination.

ethnic origin
® Condemn the attempt to justify or promote racial hatred and discrimination in any form

® Condemn propagandas based on ideas of superiority of one race or group of persons of one color or
® Undertake to adopt immediate and positive measures designed to eradicate all incitement to, or acts of

® Restrictions are to attain morality, public order, and welfare of society.
® Protection of national security or of public order or of public health or morals
® Prohibit propaganda for war

® Restrictions are meant to respect rights and freedom of others
® Retaining national security, territorial integrity or public safety

® Prevention of disorder or Crime

® Protection of health or morals
® Preventing the disclosure of information received in confidence

® Maintaining the authority and impartiality of the judiciary
® To maintain the respect for the rights or reputations of others
® Prohibit advocacy of national, racial or religious hatred

® Protection of the reputation or rights of others

® Law determines the restrictions

Restrictions on hate speech

and to seek, receive and impart information and ideas through any <
networks and regardless of frontiers”. g
The whole universe is agreed upon the freedom of expression. To "§
make effective and appropriate use of freedom of speech, article 29(2) & _ _ o
of the UDHR states that, “In the exercise of his rights and freedoms, 2518 S S &5
everyone shall be subject only to such limitations as are determined by e - -oaax
law solely for the purpose of securing due recognition and respect for g2 §a1 g g
the rights and freedoms of others and of meeting the just requirements § E b E b g E 2
of morality, public order and the general welfare in a democratic so- ZEE 8% 25T
ciety.” It opposes the use of text, content, theory, and practice of free = § § § § § E § §
speech as a liberty of an individual in the modern societies. Similarly, §" a % é E @ é g % g g
other international bodies stated their views on free speech rights and/ § :é g “E £ Zé “E £ g “E £
or hate speech restrictions in the form of articles. A summary of articles = SELL 8L Egc
from international bodies for free speech rights and/or hate speech ° = ol %% g % 3¢ %
restrictions is outlined in Table 1 (ECHR, 1950; ICCPR, 1976; ICERD, go f . f . f f . . f .
1969; UDHR, 1948). & !
The statements made by 3 communities UDHR, European o
Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) and International Covenant on e
Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR) on free speech rights are almost same. _i‘
International Convention on the Elimination of all forms of Racial g
Discrimination (ICERD) does not state any article on free speech rights. % = )
UDHR stated the minimum and general restrictions on hate speech. e =S| o =1 s ,
ECHR refines the conditions and expands the restrictions to cover more é 5
phrases on anti-hate speech as a threat to national security, territorial ol &
integrity, the information disclosing against the confidentiality, pre- E §
serving impartiality and judicial authority. Initially, ICCPR is phrased 8 g © ° © o
with minimal terms on hate speech and later a paragraph is added to 2 § § 5 5 §
cover more on hate speech. Added paragraph prohibits propaganda for el .
war and hatred advocacy on nationality basis, racism or religion. ICERD g E
stated more on an anti-hate speech by prohibiting the ideas dis- El 3
seminated with racial superiority, whether this dissemination was likely E §
to lead towards violence or hostility or not. = % = & & 2
The discussion on legal frameworks of international bodies shows g £ 8 ] § §
that the views of all the treaties are almost same with some added re- - £
strictions on hate speech by ICERD. % é
g g w — N la2] <
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Table 2

Select few countries' legal frameworks for hate speech.
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S.no.  Country Constitutional role to control hate speech Penal code role (punishment) to control hate speech
1 India ® Article 25(1) states, all are having equal freedom and the right to ® According to section 153(A), from Indian Penal Code (IPC), hatred
freely profess, practise and propagate religion. expression against any identifiable group is accountable to punish by
® Article 19 provides the right to freedom of speech and expression to imprisonment of maximum 3 years or fine or both.
all citizens with restrictions for preserving public order, decency, ® Section 295(A) from IPC says hatred expression exclusively on religion
and morality. is accountable to punish with imprisonment up to 3 years or fine or
® According to the article 28 conveying any religious message in both.
educational institutions are prohibited.
® Article 51A (h) imposes on every citizen the duty to develop the
scientific temper, humanism and the spirit of inquiry and reform.
2 Canada ® Section 2 of the Charter, grants freedom of conscience and religion, ® Section 318 states imprisonment up to 5 years for anyone who
thought, belief, opinion, and expression. advocates genocide.
® Section 1 restricts the granted freedoms by making them subject ® Section 319 mention penalties as fine or imprisonment with maximum
“only to such reasonable limits prescribed by law as can be two years to the exhibitor of hatred towards any identifiable group. This
demonstrably justified in a free and democratic society”. section also nullifies the guiltiness of accused, if accused proves that the
statements made were true in public interest.
® According to section 320, a judge can seize publications containing
propaganda for hate.
3 United Kingdom ® Act 1986 prohibits racial hatred expression on the basis of group's ® Section 18 of the Act says a person is accountable to punish with
(UK) color, nation, race or ethnicity. imprisonment of maximum 7 years or fine or both if he threatens,
® Section 4A inserted into the Public Order Act, 1986 by the Criminal abuses or insults others.
Justice and Public Order Act, 1994 prohibits anyone from causing ® Section 4A says a person with an intention to harass, distress or alarm
alarm or distress. others is treated as guilty and will be punished with imprisonment up to
6 months or fine or both.
4 Poland ® Article 54 of the Constitution protects freedom of speech. ® Article 196 states that anyone offending religious feelings
® Article 13 prohibits political parties and other organizations which intentionally is accountable to fine, liberty restriction or
have programmes based upon totalitarian methods. It also prohibits imprisonment up to 2 years.
any programmes or activities which promote racial or national ® Article 256 states that, if anyone inciting hatred with respect to
hatred. nationality, race, ethnicity or religion liable to fine or liberty restriction
® Article 35 gives national and ethnic minorities the right to establish or imprisonment up to 2 years.
educational and cultural institutions and institutions designed to ® Article 257 states that, if anyone found guilty of insulting a group or an
protect religious identity. individual publicly is liable to fine, liberty restriction or to
imprisonment up to 3 years.
5 United Arab ® The law, No. 02 of 2015, criminalizes any act that stokes religious ® The law states that the penalties for violating various provisions of it
Emirates (UAE) hatred and/or which insults religion through any form of are imprisonment between 6 months and 10 years with a fine of
expression, be it speech or written word, books, pamphlets or via Dirham 50,000 to 2 million.
online media. ® The law bans promotional activities on hate speech and punishes
receiving financial support for such activities.
6 United States of ® Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, ® Public universities adopted speech codes as societal implementation

America (USA)

or prohibiting the free exercise thereof, or abridging the freedom of
speech, or of the press, or the right of the people peaceably to
assemble and to petition the Government for a redress of grievances.

for regulating discriminatory speech by faculty and students.

2.2. Select few countries' legal frameworks

Apart from the international standards to control hate speech, it is
also essential to have national laws to combat hate speech. The con-
stitutional and penal code laws of few countries to combat hate speech
are discussed in this section.

The hate speech laws in India aim to avoid conflicts among the
various religions in the country. These laws lead towards a punishment
when a citizen unrespect the others on the basis of race, religion gender,
disability, language, occupation or on any other identity. The laws of
hate speech also obstruct the expressing mechanisms, which harms to
the citizen. Article 19 of Indian constitution provides right to every
citizen on freedom of speech and expression with the constraints to
preserve morality, public interest or decorum (Indian Penal Code, 1860;
Law Commission of India, 1971; The Constitution of India, 2007). Si-
milarly hate speech laws of Canada (Walker, 2013), United Kingdom
(Criminal Justice and Public Order Act, 1994; Public Order Act, 1986),
Poland (The Constitution of the Republic of Poland, 1997; Penal Code
of Poland, 1997), United Arab Emirates (UAE Anti-discriminatory Law,
2015) and United States of America (Office of General Counsel, 2009;
Ruane, 2014) are referred and a summarization is made as shown in
Table 2.

In Canada, if a person justified his hatred expression as true with
faith or in public interest, then he will not be punished. Similarly, in the
UK, a person will be punished if the hatred expression is threatening not
just abusive or insulting. In Poland, if a person commits guilty with

112

hatred expression, is liable for punishments through fine, imprisonment
or restriction of liberty. In UAE hate speech law is implemented re-
cently in 2015 as an obstacle to hate speech and promotion of violence.
According to this law, an accused will be punished with a fine and jail
term. The constitution of USA emphasizes more on the free speech than
hate speech and still, the hate speech laws are not clear. To maintain
discipline at universities, authorities adopted some speech codes as
societal implementation. As these speech codes oppose first
Amendment of the constitution of USA, they do not stand in the courts.
Freedom of speech is considered as one of the important freedoms
globally.

3. Hate speech

Hate speech does not target based on only single identity. It can
target on the basis of gender, religion, race, and disability (Seglow,
2016). In the following subsections, a review of hate speech based on
gender, religion, race, and disability is made. Subsection 3.5 reviews
the works on hybrid hate speech, a speech which does not target a
particular singe identity, but can have more than one identity as targets.

3.1. Gendered hate speech

This is an expression, which is made on the grounds of gender or
sex. The victims of this kind of hate speech are generally women and
girls. There is an intended violence on women and girls in the world due
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to their gender identity. This is known as sexist hate speech and is a
kind of social shaming which intends to disrespect women, introduce
fear and insecurity among women in the society. Easy availability of the
Internet, the rapid growth of information and communications tech-
nologies and the common use of social networks made depicting vio-
lence against women and girls much simple. These advancements are
being used as tools to harm women and girls. Online violence against
women and girls is considered as a global problem.

Social networks are the primary medium for an online harassment
on the basis of gender. This kind of harassment with women affects
personal lives and professional careers of women (Simons, 2015). Both
women and Muslims are targeted by online hate than any other gender
and community. For the academician who faces societal inequalities
such as women or a person belonging to Muslim community, the in-
ternet may be unsafe space (Barlow & Awan, 2016). An abuse and
harassment of the women and girls in the society might be the one of
the reason for a female to move towards terrorist organizations
(Edwards, 2017). Young women are more necessary in terrorist groups
for serving as domestic servants to provide all domestic services along
with sexual services needed by the men. Some women will have a
marriage with a member of terrorist organization for providing sexual
services to a particular person. Some women will be forced and abused
for providing sexual services to more than one. This trend divides the
sexual abuse of women into two different kinds, like forced marriage
and sexual services to more men without marriage (Edwards, 2017).

The act of bullying, whether conventional or digital/cyber is de-
pendent on individual personality and contextual factors (Casas, Rey, &
Ortega-Ruiz, 2013). The involvement of girls in cyberbullying is more
than the boys (Beckman, Hagquist, & Hellstrom, 2013). Both the forms
of bullying, traditional as well as cyber involve changing patterns of
gender. Sometimes, during bullying, bystanders are intended to help
victims in case of a more severe incident and sometimes, intended to
promote bullying with other friends (Bastiaensens et al., 2014). Both
the behaviors of helping and reinforcing during bullying are gender
dependent.

In a home of an equal number of boys and girls, children are made
to socialize into different domains on the basis of gender. Females are
motivated to socialize for taking care of others and better commu-
nication, whereas males motivated towards non-communal, leadership
and achievement-oriented activities (Ridgeway, 2011). Based on the
profession, most likely women will have contacts towards the people
with jobs like teacher, cashier, nurse, and hairdresser, whereas men
most likely will have contacts towards the people with jobs like com-
puter programmer, banker, security guard and factory operator (Chua,
Mathews, & Loh, 2016).

High speed evolution of online social networks has weakened the
laws developed to govern and control them, resulting in a difficult si-
tuation for victims of online attacks. Feminist campaigners are also
facing an abuse and harassment through the usage of online social
networks (Hardaker & McGlashan, 2016). One of the solutions to online
harassment such as rape threats against feminist campaigners is to
adapt do-it-yourself approach (Jane, 2016). Hate crimes are increased
by legal inequalities because they lead to biasing and violence. Violence
can be reduced with legal equalities (Levy & Levy, 2016). A comparison
of review works is made in the following paragraphs.

Simons (2015) highlighted that there is a need to have analytical
research for providing insights to empower victims, to discourage
perpetrators and to increase awareness among the public. Barlow and
Awan (2016) suggested that the social networks companies, like
Twitter, should take corrective measures to counter online abuse
against women and Muslims. Edwards (2017) identified that women
are recruited by terrorist organizations mainly to meet sexual require-
ments of the men.

Based on the identified relationship among the predictors of tradi-
tional bullying and cyberbullying, Casas et al. (2013) suggested that
educational programs can be used as a tool to counter abuses of both
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bullying and cyberbullying. Factors involved such as personality, con-
textual and roles are closely related to both the acts. Beckman et al.
(2013) determined the role of youngsters with gender differences en-
gaged in traditional bullying and cyberbullying using data samples of
size 2989 from school students of Sweden to control cyberbullying.
Bastiaensens et al. (2014) examined the effect of contextual factors on
bystander's behavioral intentions towards helping the victim or re-
inforcing the bully during the harassment using Facebook with the data
collected from 453 secondary school students of Flemish.

After analyzing the attitude towards gender, a statement such as
women are dedicated caretakers and mothers and men are facility
providers are made by Ridgeway (2011). Similarly, Chua et al. (2016)
identified the nature of women and men towards contact establishment
with others in the society.

Levy and Levy (2016) after analyzing the effects of 3 policies on a
partnership of same-sex, non-discriminated employment and laws of
hate crime with annual data from 2000 to 2012, shown that hate crimes
are affected by public policies related to sexual orientation. Hardaker
and McGlashan (2016) investigated the sustained period of abuse and
harassment towards a feminist campaigner and journalist, Caroline
Criado-Perez via her Twitter account using an interdisciplinary ap-
proach with quantitative and qualitative analysis. Jane (2016) ex-
amined the responses of feminist to increasing problems of online hate
with a focus on female gamers and the responses of Australian gamer
Alanah Pearce with alert messages to their mothers against sexual
violence threats from young male Internet users.

3.2. Religious hate speech

This is a type of hatred expression against religions such as Islam,
Hindu, and Christian. As the religion contains the group of people, the
hate speech against this is more harmful than against an individual.
Muslims are demonized and vilified online with negative attitudes,
stereotypes, discrimination, physical attacks and harassment with an
intention of creating violence. Anti-Muslim abuse is increasing online,
so it is required to address Islamophobia issue on social networks. An
analysis of online communities is possible by observing their activities
such as information they post, share and like (Awan, 2016). Muslims
are being used as a model to depict homogeneous out-group which is
involved in conflict, violence and extremism (Tornberg & Tornberg,
2016). The internet acts as an amplifier to reflect and reinforce avail-
able discourses into networks for stronger polarized effects.

Microblogs being posted during disasters include situational in-
formation and the emotions/opinions of the public. It is necessary to
emphasize on non-situational tweets/communal tweets rather than
only situational tweets, i.e., abusive posts towards a specific religion or
racial group. Generally, communal tweets are made by common users
and as well as popular users with more followers. Communal tweets get
more exposure (retweets) than situational tweets (Rudra, Sharma,
Ganguly, & Ghosh, 2016).

A style of clothing followed by an individual can provide some in-
formation on him but not complete information. Usually, the people
will think that hijab is an indicator of individual integration level. This
misinterpretation and confusion can be avoided by educating the gen-
eral public on Islamic culture. The initiatives like art and design ac-
tivities of Islam collaborated fashion projects (hijab/veil design project,
fashion shows with multiple cultures) could be proposed and im-
plemented to serve the purpose. This kind of activities can be extended
to Canadian culture and values to improve overall social unity
(Rahman, Fung, & Yeo, 2016). There were increased attacks on Muslims
after terrorist attacks on Paris, Tunisia, and Woolwich. In these attacks
mosques have been vandalized, hijab or niqab of Muslim women were
pulled off, physical torture is given to Muslim men and some Muslim
properties have been destroyed (Awan & Zempi, 2016).

In an online platform, hostility against Muslim is attained through
the activities such as bullying, harassment, incitement and the threats
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Table 3

Comparison of works on religious hate speech.

The outcome of the work

Methodology

Year Data from Purpose of work

Authors

S. no.

® 494 incidents of online hate targeted towards Muslim

Mixed methodology (qualitative data

To address the issue of Islamophobia on social networks.

2016 Facebook

Awan

communities.
® Typology of five characteristics (opportunistic, deceptive, fantasists,

collecting techniques with grounded theory).

producers and distributors) of anti-Muslim hate adopted on

Facebook.
® Muslims are being used as a model to depict homogeneous out-

® Topic modeling and discourse analysis

Examining different representations of Muslim and Islam

words in a large corpus of 105 million words.

2016 Swedish Internet

Tornberg and
Tornberg

group, involved in conflict, violence and extremism characteristics

originating from Islam.
® Internet forum serves as an online amplifier by reflecting discourses

forum

in traditional networks.
® Communal tweets are made by common users and as well as

® Twitter Search API to collect tweets

To emphasize on non-situational/communal tweets rather

2016 Twitter

Rudra et al.

3

popular users with more followers.
® Communal tweets got more exposure through re-tweets than

® 10-fold cross-validation approach to

than only situational tweets, (abusive posts towards a specific

religion or racial group)

build classifiers

situational tweets.
® A technique to counter communal tweets during disasters such as

anti-communal tweets by the non-communal user.
® Some Muslims withdrew their presence from online social

® Mixed methodology (qualitative data

To examine how Muslims are affected by online/offline hate

crimes and affinity between online and offline crimes.

2016 Twitter

Awan and Zempi

networks.
® Hostility towards Muslim in both the cyber and the real world is a

collecting techniques with grounded

theory).

continuous process.
® hijab is an indicator of individual integration level

® Sentiment and content analysis methods

To know the relationships between the Islamic culture (attire)

and the opinions of the online readers.

2016 Canadian online

Rahman et al.

5

® Educating policy on Islamic culture to avoid misinterpretation and

news media

confusion.
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indicating offline violence. Differentiating online and offline threats are
difficult for the victims. Victims will have a fear of transition of threats
from online to real world/offline incidents. Due to this natural re-
lationship between the online and offline hate crimes against Muslims,
some Muslims withdrew their presence from online social networks
thinking that this is the only way to protect from online threats.
Hostility towards Muslim in both the cyber and the real world is a
continuous process (Awan & Zempi, 2016). To summarize the review on
religious hate speech a comparison is made in Table 3.

3.3. Racist hate speech

An expression towards the appearance of a person or group is
known as racist hate speech. Usually, this kind of speech takes place at
international level. The frequency of occurrence and impact of this
speech depends on the intention and perception of the government of a
particular nation and varies from one leadership to another leadership.
Tatum has argued that, “racism as a system involving cultural messages
and institutional policies and practices as well as the beliefs and actions
of individuals” (Tatum, 2001, p. 103). Wodak and Reisigl (1999, p.
181) assumed that “racism is both an ideology of a syncretic kind and a
discriminatory social practice that could be institutionalized and
backed by the hegemonic social groups”. This indicates that, in an en-
vironment or a system, people of one group exhibit their power against
other group/individual based on physical appearance such as skin
color.

The online social medium Twitter not only provides freedom of
speech to its users, it also amplifies hate speech with the re-tweeting
facility (Kwok & Wang, 2013). When subjects were approved by a white
male having high followers, there is a significant decrease in a racist
slur on Twitter (Munger, 2016). After the death event of a young Black
man Mike Brown, who was killed by shooting from Darren Wilson, a
number of black people tweeted than the white people (Chaudhry,
2016).

The social networks have a significant role in racism and are the
sources to understand it. Social networks provide a context for learning,
challenging and addressing issues related to racism. Social networks act
as a platform for discussion of identity by the students and the different
means for producing and consuming networks that possess and shapes
societal behavior and race (Nakagawa & Arzubiaga, 2014). A brief
summary of the works is outlined in the following paragraph.

The Naive Bayes classifier used by Kwok and Wang (2013) on
Twitter data produced only 76% of average classification accuracy on
individual tweets because the classifier is built using only unigrams
instead of n-grams. Munger (2016) identified and collected some
Twitter users who harassed others and used “bots” created accounts
with control for sanctioning the harassers. After analyzing the tweets
following the death event of a black man Chaudhry (2016) identified
that the tweets from the concerned racist community (victim group)
will be more than the perpetrating group. Nakagawa and Arzubiaga
(2014) discussed on how to promote racial literacy with more emphasis
on intersectionality. Supervised machine learning algorithms play an
important role in classifying Twitter data with specified labels (Kwok &
Wang, 2013).

3.4. Hate speech on disability

The incitement made against the physical and mental conditions of
a person is referred as hate speech on disability. Disability is considered
as a social category like race and gender rather than perceived as an
isolated entity of medical field. Disability means any health problem of
an individual which limits to do some of the life activities. With the
presence of advanced medical diagnosis and treatment, the people
survive longer with the help of supporting tools but results in disability.
Disability can be a part of any person, at any time of the life and covers
all protected identities such as races, genders, nationalities, and
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Table 4

Comparison of works on hybrid hate speech (targets multiple identities).

The outcome of the work

Methodology

Purpose of work

Data from

Year

Authors

S. no.

® The terrorist attack leads to hate speech

® Twitter streaming API to collect data

® Supervised Machine Classifier

To analyze cyber hate with online social media

after Woolwich terrorist attack.

2015 Twitter

Williams and Burnap

1

® After terrorist attack hate speech occurs, reduces and

vanishes gradually.
® n-gram typed dependencies produced better results

® Twitter API to collect data

To help decision makers by monitoring the

2015 Twitter

Burnap and Williams

® 10-fold cross-validation method for training and

reaction of the public during emotive events.

testing machine learning model Statistical regression

models
SVM classifier

® Bigram and trigram templates reduced the

To detect hate speech in online text.

2012 Yahoo and American

Warner and

performance of the classifier.
® The hashtag is identified as a variable for predicting

Jewish Congress (AJC)

2016 Twitter

Hirschberg

Classification followed by qualitative and quantitative

analysis

To categorize different representations of

violence and hate speech.

Miro-Llinares and
Rodriguez-Sala

violence and hate message from the tweet.
® Hate speech detection method for online user

Supervised classification with NLP features

Detect abusive language in online content.

2016 From Yahoo

Nobata et al.

comments.
® Corpus of user comments.

® A framework to identify problems and resolve by

Analysis of the ways for countering hate speech

on the internet

2011

Almagor

considering ethical and social responsibilities.
® Possible solutions to counter hate speech like speech vs.

speech, education, hate-watch, etc.
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generations. The non-disabled people are considered as temporarily
able-bodied (Kudlick, 2003). Hate speech will be more common for
disabled people than the able-bodied people. Hate speech on disables is
due to the perception of disability by the violator but not due to actual
disability of a person (Hollomotz, 2013). There are several structural
barriers for denying parental rights legally and removing sexual
freedom as sexual autonomy on disabled people (Stevens, 2011).

Intellectually disabled women are more vulnerable to violence at
home. An able-bodied man will establish a relationship with the woman
of an intellectual disability, initially, start being pleasant and gradually
moves towards controlling her (McCarthy, 2017). Even though the
disabled persons are more vulnerable to hate violence, the hate re-
porting mechanism are less and not appropriate than other protected
characteristics like gender/race. To maintain the social dignity of the
disabled people, the local governments are required to have proper
crime reporting and controlling systems (Macdonald, Donovan, &
Clayton, 2017).

The disablism and its risks could be addressed by emphasizing on
their disability, family presence, perceived complexity, ignorance, and
misrepresentations by perpetrators (Alhaboby, al-Khateeb, Barnes, &
Short, 2016). Disabled people are victims of a hate crime because they
can be targeted easily and there is the limited response to these crimes
(Roulstone, Thomas, & Balderston, 2011).

Domestic violence is an issue of gender involving mostly men as
perpetrators and women as victims. The domestic violence on disabled
women is even more than the able-bodied women. The disabled women
are tortured by their partners in multiple ways, such as denying access
to transportable aids like a wheelchair or any other mobility device,
avoiding access to medicines, personal care and home facilities (Thiara,
Hague, & Mullender, 2011). Mate crime is an act of a crime on disabled
people, which is carried out by the friends or relatives or familiar
persons of the victims and is more similar to domestic violence. It is
necessary to have changes with the systems which are responsible for
public safety, so that hostility against disabled people can be identified
and controlled (Thomas, 2011). The women with disability have been
dually victimized by their partners and failed systems. These kinds of
victimizations made women feel as powerless and self-blamed (Walter-
Brice, Cox, Priest, & Thompson, 2012).

3.5. Hybrid hate speech

This category of hate speech is not related to a particular type. The
hatred expressed in this form may be against more than one community
and identity. That is the targets of a same anti-religion harassment may
be Hindus and Muslims.

A terrorist attack is one of the antecedent/parental trigger events for
production and dissemination of hate on online social media like
Twitter. Following an attack, the hate speech will be more at the time of
impact stage, will start to reduce at inventory stage and will vanish
during reaction stage (Williams & Burnap, 2015). Big data plays an
important role in making policy and decision. A machine learning
classifier is developed to recognize hate speech through twitter data
following the Lee Rigby's murder incident. Generally, a combination of
words as n-gram produces better results (Burnap & Williams, 2015).
The learnability of the classifier depends on the set of features used to
train. There is a necessity to improve overall performance by increasing
classification accuracy, changing parameters and optimal kernel func-
tions (Warner & Hirschberg, 2012).

Online social networks being the richer sources of data are im-
portant to scientists for researching on human behavior. Following an
attack on Charlie Hebdo weekly in Paris 2015, tweets were collected
and classified as tweets with violent or hate and general tweets (Miro-
Llinares & Rodriguez-Sala, 2016). Nowadays identification of abusive
statements in online content has become a common trend. As the
growth of online content is high, it is required to have accurate and
automated methods to process it (Nobata, Tetreault, Thomas, Mehdad,



N. Chetty, S. Alathur

& Chang, 2016).

As the online hate is increased, a framework is needed to identify
problems on the hate speech and can be resolved by societal and moral
responsibilities. Some of the possible policy approaches like speech vs.
speech, education, hate-watch, initiatives by citizens and internet users
to Combat Hate, content filters, blocking programs at work and school
and responsible ISPs can be used to counter hate-related problems
(Almagor, 2011). Table 4 shows a comparison of works on hate speech,
which targets multiple identities.

4. Cyberterrorism

The awareness announcement of the developed new technologies by
the Government and communication media alerts cyber criminals and
cyber terrorists for developing approaches to attack new technologies.
Nowadays, cyberterrorism is an everyday activity of terrorists and will
continue with the political, religious or ideological support (Awan &
Blakemore, 2012). Terrorism is referred as an upward crime, with the
perpetrator belonging to lower social group compared to a targeted
group, whereas hate crimes referred to downward crimes, in which
perpetrators belong to higher social or powerful group than the victim's
group in the society (Deloughery, King, & Asal, 2012).

Cyberterrorism is a special type of terrorism with an intention to
harm physically or create terror in the minds of the victim by means of
electronic and internet tools. Terrorism or cyberterrorism is one of the
causes for the occurrence of hate speech (Deloughery et al., 2012). Like
cousins the hate crime and terrorism are very close (Mills, Freilich, &
Chermak, 2017). Generally, the generation and spreading of hate
speech start by following a terror event. Cyberterrorism is a global issue
which disturbs the world peace and security. Terrorist organizations
make use of existing cyberspace tools, like social networks and websites
for posting illegal/harmful contents, sharing information and directing
new members. As the nature of cyberterrorism is transactional, only
local regulations cannot control its attacks, this requires a collective
international solution.

Cyberterrorist networks are the kinds of social networks along with
the features like high secrecy and hidden relationships of their mem-
bers. Social Network Analysis (SNA) is an appropriate mechanism to
analyze the nature of cyberterrorists using the concept of graph theory
(Roberts & Everton, 2011). An appropriate method to counter trans-
actional crime like cyberterrorism is to develop an international legal
framework through multiple cooperating nations (Tehrani, Manap, &
Taji, 2013). It is also essential to develop the effective approaches for
identifying cyber terrorist organizations, to know their hierarchical
structures and operating strategies (Saidi, Trabelsi, Salah, & Ghezala,
2017).

An act of violence, the narrative used as justification to attack and
messages to describe the way of an organization to achieve its goals are
the languages used to communicate by terrorists (Wilkinson & Barclay,
2011). Terrorist organizations would be members are persuaded using
any or all of these languages. Terrorist group's positioning policy is to
create a death-centered militant with struggles in life for afterlife
benefits (Baines & Shaughnessy, 2014). These organizations, organizes
contests by providing rewards and prizes to a terrorist group with the
best performance. Members of terror organizations will feel like they
are in a contest and put their full effort to attain the target of more
victims. With this style of attack, the number of victims in the current
year will be more than the previous year (Caruso & Schneider, 2013).

Radicalization process is a very common terrorist activity and is
difficult to understand its mechanisms. Hence, there is a necessity to
identify and analyze the approach used by the radical Islamic groups to
attract and polarize more disaffected individuals to block or reduce
spreading of extremism and terrorism (Torok, 2013). With the terrorist
groups, women may be considered as active agents but voiceless vic-
tims. As their roles are situational and depend on multiple factors,
cannot be judged based on current situation. Generally, the women are
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undervalued with terrorist organizations (Chatterjee, 2016).

Nowadays, most of the terrorist organizations are connected to the
internet through the platforms such as chat rooms, electronic mail,
forums, and tools like Twitter, Facebook, and Google Earth. Youth are
the target of Jihadist terrorist organizations for their criminal activities
such as propaganda, incitement and recruitment purposes (Weimann,
2010). Social networks have provided a digital platform to terrorist
organizations, which enables cyber-based attacks through message
dissemination (Bertram, 2016). Recently Twitter is considered as ter-
rorist's favorite online tool to propagate criminal activities to online
users and enable communication among members of terrorist organi-
zations. The Twitter social network is promoting radical Islamic activ-
ities such as propaganda and recruitment of members to the users
around the world (Chatfield, Reddick, & Brajawidagda, 2015).

Currently, there is less idea of the factors related to information
propagation through social networks succeeding the terrorist events.
Social features of a tweeter and content features of the tweets are the
most influencing factors for heavy and long lasting information flow
respectively through Twitter social networks following a terrorist attack
(Burnap et al., 2014).

Twitter is maliciously used to spread fake images of Hurricane
Sandy 2012 disaster as rumors, which created more panic in people
associated (Gupta, Lamba, Kumaraguru, & Joshi, 2013). During the
terrorist event, people will use online social networks for exchanging
the information, uniting against the event, pressurizing the government
to punish the actors, collecting funds for recovery of victims, etc. After a
terrorist attack in Kenya at Westgate shopping mall, an analysis is made
for a number of tweets, geographic location of tweets, response (tweet,
retweet or reply) of users in developing countries, reach and impression
of the tweet (Ishengoma, 2013).

Majority of users use online social networks for good services like
interactions and information exchange but a fraction of users may
misuse them for terrorism. This small set of terrorists will have the
worst impact on a number of people around the world, such as a 9/11
terrorist attack on USA's international trade center. Recruiting members
and retaining sympathizer's loyalty, planning attacks and sharing in-
formation, gathering intelligence, training for specific attacks, raising
funds for maintenance, propagating fear to enemies and engaging in
counterintelligence are the online social networks activities in favor of
terrorists. Some of the online social networks activities against terrorist
groups are flagging based on keywords, analyzing the sentiment, hon-
eypots and facial recognition (Mahmood, 2013).

The young people exploitation approaches such as child abusing,
solicitation, and radicalization over the internet are common in nature
(Quayle & Taylor, 2011). Cyberspace is a convenient and suitable venue
for terrorist groups for their criminal activities. Social networks com-
panies should know their social responsibilities like, how to filter and
handle the content of terrorist groups. To manage this social responsi-
bility it is required to have internet censorship (through ISPs and social
networks companies) and government's proactive measures to prevent
terrorist groups from dissemination of information (Bieda, 2015).

Terrorism and the Internet are important international phenomena,
which reflects and shape different views of world politics (Conway,
2007). Evan Kohlmann cyber terrorism expert argued that, in present
days, 90 percentages of terrorist activities are carried out using social
media over the Internet (Noguchi, 2006). These tools safeguard the
identities of participants and facilitate for contacting terrorist re-
presentatives, asking questions and contributions towards helping the
cyber jihad (Weimann, 2014). All terrorist organizations are using
YouTube, Twitter, Facebook, and Instagram as online platforms for
their activities. Terrorists or the global jihadists use social media to
perform the activities such as spreading propaganda, psychological
motivation and tutoring weapons usage (Weimann, 2014).
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5. Conclusion

After the review of definitions from different researchers and in-
ternational bodies, the hate speech is defined as “any speech, which
attacks an individual or a group with an intention to hurt or disrespect
based on identity”. Once the hatred is expressed, hurting or dis-
respecting depends on the perception of the victim. Similarly, cyber
terrorism is defined as “Terrorism through utilization of internet and
communication technologies and related tools. That is an attack carried
out on a targeted group such as an individual, place or any object using
computing systems, Internet, stored information and knowledge of
software with an intention of making damage to targeted one.”

While referring to the legal framework on hate speech from inter-
national bodies, it has been observed that all frameworks laws except
ICERD on free speech are almost same and slightly different from hate
speech. From the analysis of constitutional and legal articles of different
countries, it has been found that some countries act softly and some
countries act slightly harder against hate speech. This indicates that
laws on hate speech are not same in all the countries. Online social
networks play an important role in terrorist activities by supporting
them with advertisements towards recruitments, dissemination of in-
formation and planning and executing the attacks.

The review of gender-based hate speech indicates that an abuse and
harassment against female disappoint them and as a consequence, they
move towards terrorist organizations to join as a member. Based on
clothing style of a person, people will think that he belongs to a par-
ticular religion and start hating him verbally after a man-made or
natural disaster event. Racist hate speech takes place with respect to the
natural appearance of a person and the consequence is minority group
will feel very bad about their natural status. Hate speech on disabled
persons lead to more disability of the victim in terms of mental and
physical conditions. Disabled women are more vulnerable to hatred
attack than non-disabled women. A review on hybrid hate speech in-
dicates that terrorist attacks lead to generation and propagation of hate
speech over the internet. Human behavior can be predicted by ana-
lyzing social networks contents following terrorist events.

Cyber-terrorist networks contain features like high secrecy and
hidden relationships of their members. Different languages like an act
of violence, the narratives and messages are used by the terrorists to
describe an incident or to persuade would be members of their orga-
nization. An intention of a terrorist organization is to create death
centered militants with benefits in the afterlife. With terrorist groups,
women are undervalued and considered differently based on the si-
tuation. Youth are used for criminal activities by terrorist organizations.
Only a fraction of users misuse the benefits of social networks, which
results in tremendous loss to the society with life and property related
threats.

The overall conclusion is, the existence of online social networks led
to increases in features such as contact establishment, message ex-
change, information sharing and news posting with the penalties such
as hate speech, hate crime, cyberterrorism, and extremism. It has been
identified that by framing proper policies from the government in as-
sociation with the Internet Service Providers (ISPs) and online social
networks, countering both hate speech and terrorism is efficient and
effective. Therefore, there is a necessity to develop policies and
methods to prevent and control these online activities.

As women are one of the targets of online hate speech, it is neces-
sary to have mandatory gender information while creating online social
network accounts. In case of any suspect, this gender identity in-
formation can be used to watch internet traffic to and from female
accounts while maintaining the freedom of expression. With this
knowledge, the possibility of joining a female to any terrorist organi-
zations can be reduced. Other possible approaches to counter hate
speech are speech vs. speech, education and training, public awareness
meeting on hate speech, making public more tolerant, usage of hate
speech monitoring systems, and television broadcast programmes. As a
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future work, the researchers can work towards any of these approaches
to counter hate speech efficiently.

References

Alathur, S., Ilavarasan, P. V., & Gupta, M. P. (2016). Determinants of e-participation in
the citizens and the government initiatives: Insights from India. Socio-Economic
Planning Sciences, 55, 25-35. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.seps.2016.04.005.

Alhaboby, Z. A., al-Khateeb, H. M., Barnes, J., & Short, E. (2016). The language is dis-
gusting and they refer to my disability: The cyberharassment of disabled people.
Disability & Society, 31(8), 1138-1143.

Almagor, R. C. (2011). Fighting hate and bigotry on the internet. Policy & Internet, 3(3),
1-28. http://dx.doi.org/10.2202/1944-2866.1059.

Awan, L. (2016). Islamophobia on social networks: A qualitative analysis of the
Facebook's walls of hate. International Journal of Cyber Criminology, 10(1), 1-20.
http://dx.doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.58517.

Awan, 1., & Blakemore, B. (2012). Policing cyber hate, cyber threats, and cyberterrorism.
Farnham: Ashgate.

Awan, L, & Zempi, L. (2016). The affinity between online and offline anti-Muslim hate
crime: Dynamics and impacts. Aggression and Violent Behavior, 27, 1-8. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/§.avb.2016.02.001.

Baines, P. R., & Shaughnessy, N. J. O. (2014). Al-Qaeda messaging evolution and posi-
tioning 1998-2008: Propaganda analysis revisited. Public Relations Inquiry, 3(2),
163-191. http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/2046147X14536723.

Barlow, C., & Awan, I. (2016). You need to be sorted out with a knife: The attempted
online silencing of women and people of Muslim faith within academia. Social net-
works + Society, 1-11. http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/2056305116678896.

Bastiaensens, S., Vandebosch, H., Poels, K., Cleemput, K. V., DeSmet, A., &
Bourdeaudhuij, I. D. (2014). Cyberbullying on social network sites: An experimental
study into bystander's behavioral intentions to help the victim or reinforce the bully.
Computers in Human Behavior, 31, 259-271. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2013.
10.036.

Beckman, L., Hagquist, C., & Hellstrom, L. (2013). Discrepant gender patterns for cy-
berbullying and traditional bullying — An analysis of Swedish adolescent data.
Computers in Human Behavior, 29, 1896-1903. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.
2013.03.010.

Bertram, L. (2016). Terrorism, the internet and the social networks advantage. Journal for
Deradicalization, 7, 225-252. http://journals.sfu.ca/jd/index.php/jd/article/view/
63/58.

Bhandari, M. K., & Bhatt, M. N. (2012). Hate speech and freedom of expression: Balancing
social good and individual liberty. The Practical Lawyer. (January S-5) http://www.
supremecourtcases.com/index2.php?option = com_content&itemid = 5&do_pdf=1&
id=228109.

Bieda, D. (2015). Cyberspace: A venue for terrorism. Issues in Information Systems, 16(3),
33-42.

Burnap, P., & Williams, M. L. (2015). Cyber hate speech on twitter: An application of
machine classification and statistical modeling for policy and decision making. Policy
& Internet, 7(2), 223-242. http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/poi3.85.

Burnap, P., Williams, M. L., Sloan, L., Rana, O., Housley, W., Edwards, A., ... Voss, A.
(2014). Tweeting the terror: Modeling the social network's reaction to the Woolwich
terrorist attack. Social Network Analysis and Mining, 4(1), 206. http://dx.doi.org/10.
1007/s13278-014-0206-4.

Caruso, R., & Schneider, F. (2013). The brutality of Jihadist terrorism. A contest theory
perspective and empirical evidence in the period 2002-2010. Journal of Policy
Modeling, 35, 685-696. http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/
S0161893813000124.

Casas, J. A., Rey, R. D., & Ortega-Ruiz, R. (2013). Bullying and cyberbullying: Convergent
and divergent predictor variables. Computers in Human Behavior, 29, 580-587. http://
dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2012.11.015.

Chatfield, A. T., Reddick, C. G., & Brajawidagda, U. (2015, May). Tweeting propaganda,
radicalization, and recruitment: Islamic state supporters multi-sided twitter net-
works. Proceedings of the 16th annual international conference on digital government
research, Phoenix, Arizona, USA (pp. 239-249). ACM. http://dx.doi.org/10.1145/
2757401.2757408.

Chatterjee, D. (2016). Gendering ISIS and mapping the role of women. Contemporary
Review of the Middle East, 3(2), 201-218. http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/
2347798916638214.

Chaudhry, I. (2016). “Not So Black and White”: Discussions of race on twitter in the
aftermath of #Ferguson and the shooting death of Mike Brown. Cultural Studies <>
Critical Methodologies, 16(3), 296-304. http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.
1177/1532708616634814.

Chua, V., Mathews, M., & Loh, Y. C. (2016). Social capital in Singapore: Gender differ-
ences, ethnic hierarchies, and their intersection. Social Networks, 47, 138-150. http://
dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.socnet.2016.06.004.

Conway, M. (2007). Terrorism and internet governance: Core issues. Disarmament forum.
2007. Disarmament forum (pp. 23-34). United Nations No. 3.

Council of Europe (1997). https://rm.coe.int/CoERMPublicCommonSearchServices/
DisplayDCTMContent?documentId = 0900001680505d5b, Accessed date: 16
February 2017.

Criminal Justice and Public Order Act (1994). https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/
1994/33/pdfs/ukpga_19940033_en.pdf, Accessed date: 17 April 2018.

Deloughery, K., King, R. D., & Asal, V. (2012). Close cousins or distant relatives? The
relationship between terrorism and hate crime. Crime & Delinquency, 58(5), 663-688.

Denning, D. E. (2000). Cyberterrorism, global dialogue, autumn. 1-10.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.seps.2016.04.005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0010
http://dx.doi.org/10.2202/1944-2866.1059
http://dx.doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.58517
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2016.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2016.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/2046147X14536723
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/2056305116678896
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2013.10.036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2013.10.036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2013.03.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2013.03.010
http://journals.sfu.ca/jd/index.php/jd/article/view/63/58
http://journals.sfu.ca/jd/index.php/jd/article/view/63/58
http://www.supremecourtcases.com/index2.php?option=com_content�&�itemid=5�&�do_pdf=1�&�id=22819
http://www.supremecourtcases.com/index2.php?option=com_content�&�itemid=5�&�do_pdf=1�&�id=22819
http://www.supremecourtcases.com/index2.php?option=com_content�&�itemid=5�&�do_pdf=1�&�id=22819
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/poi3.85
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13278-014-0206-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13278-014-0206-4
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0161893813000124
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0161893813000124
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2012.11.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2012.11.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1145/2757401.2757408
http://dx.doi.org/10.1145/2757401.2757408
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/2347798916638214
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/2347798916638214
http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/1532708616634814
http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/1532708616634814
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.socnet.2016.06.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.socnet.2016.06.004
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0110
https://rm.coe.int/CoERMPublicCommonSearchServices/DisplayDCTMContent?documentId=0900001680505d5b
https://rm.coe.int/CoERMPublicCommonSearchServices/DisplayDCTMContent?documentId=0900001680505d5b
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1994/33/pdfs/ukpga_19940033_en.pdf
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1994/33/pdfs/ukpga_19940033_en.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0130

N. Chetty, S. Alathur

ECHR-European Convention on Human Rights (1950). http://www.echr.coe.int/
Documents/Convention ENG.pdf, Accessed date: 6 February 2017.

Edwards, S. S. (2017). Cyber-grooming young women for terrorist activity: Dominant and
subjugated explanatory narratives. Cybercrime, organized crime, and societal responses
(pp. 23-46). Cham: Springer.

Ganor, B. (2009). Terrorism in the twenty-first century. In S. C. Shapira, (Ed.). Essentials of
Terror MedicineSpringer Science + Business Networks, LLChttp://dx.doi.org/10.1007/
978-0-387-09412-0_2.

Gross, E. (2001). Legal aspects of tackling terrorism: The balance between the right of a
democracy to defend itself and the protection of human rights. UCLA J. Intl L. &
Foreign Aff. 6, 89.

Gupta, A., Lamba, H., Kumaraguru, P., & Joshi, A. (2013, May). Faking sandy:
Characterizing and identifying fake images on twitter during hurricane sandy.
Proceedings of the 22nd international conference on World Wide Web (pp. 729-736). Rio
de Janeiro, Brazil: ACM.

Hardaker, C., & McGlashan, M. (2016). “Real men don't hate women”: Twitter rape
threats and group identity. Journal of Pragmatics, 91, 80-93. http://dx.doi.org/10.
1016/j.pragma.2015.11.005.

Hollomotz, A. (2013). Disability, oppression, and violence: Towards a sociological ex-
planation. Sociology, 47(3), 477-493.

ICERD-International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination
(1969). http://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Professionallnterest/cerd.pdf, Accessed
date: 8 February 2017.

Indian Penal Code (1860). http://www.vakilnol.com/bareacts/IndianPenalCode,
Accessed date: 17 April 2018.

International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (1976). http://www.ohchr.org/
Documents/Professionallnterest/ccpr.pdf, Accessed date: 6 February 2017.

Ishengoma, F. R. (2013). Online social networks and terrorism 2.0 in developing coun-
tries. International Journal of Computer Science and Network Solutions, 1(4), 1-12.

Jane, E. A. (2016). Online misogyny and feminist digilantism. Continuum, 30(3),
284-297. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080,/10304312.2016.1166560.

Kudlick, C. J. (2003). Disability history: Why we need another “other”. The American
Historical Review, 108(3), 763-793.

Kwok, 1., & Wang, Y. (2013, July). Locate the hate: Detecting tweets against blacks.
Proceedings of the twenty-seventh AAAI conference on artificial intelligence.

Law Commission of India (1971). http://lawcommissionofindia.nic.in/1-50/report42.
pdf, Accessed date: 17 April 2018.

Levy, B. L., & Levy, D. L. (2016). When love meets hate: The relationship between state
policies on gay and lesbian rights and hate crime incidence. Social Science Research,
1-57. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2016.06.008.

Liebman, C. S. (1983). Extremism as a religious norm. Journal for the Scientific Study of
Religion, 75-86.

Macdonald, S. J., Donovan, C., & Clayton, J. (2017). The disability bias: Understanding
the context of hate in comparison with other minority populations. Disability &
Society, 32(4), 483-499.

Mahmood, S. (2013). Online social networks and terrorism: Threats and defenses. In R.
Chbeir, & B. Al Bouna (Eds.). Security and privacy preserving in social networks (pp. 73—
94). Springer-Verlag. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-7091-0894-93.

McCarthy, M. (2017). ‘What kind of abuse is him spitting in my food?’: Reflections on the
similarities between disability hate crime, so-called ‘mate’ crime and domestic vio-
lence against women with intellectual disabilities. Disability & Society, 32(4),
595-600.

Mills, C. E., Freilich, J. D., & Chermak, S. M. (2017). Extreme hatred: Revisiting the hate
crime and terrorism relationship to determine whether they are “Close Cousins” or
“Distant Relatives”. Crime & Delinquency, 63(10), 1191-1223.

Miro-Llinares, F., & Rodriguez-Sala, J. J. (2016). Cyber hate speech on Twitter: Analyzing
disruptive events from social media to build a violent communication and hate
speech taxonomy. International Journal of Design & Nature and Ecodynamics, 11(3),
406-415. http://dx.doi.org/10.2495/DNE-V11-N3-406-415.

Munger, K. (2016). Tweetment effects on the tweeted: Experimentally reducing racist
harassment. Political Behavior, 39(3), 629-649. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11109-
016-9373-5.

Nakagawa, K., & Arzubiaga, A. E. (2014). The use of social media in teaching race. Adult
Learning, 25(3), 103-110. http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1045159514534190.

Nobata, C., Tetreault, J., Thomas, A., Mehdad, Y., & Chang, Y. (2016, April). Abusive
language detection in online user content. Proceedings of the 25th international con-
ference on world wide web (pp. 145-153). Montreal, Quebec, Canada: International
World Wide Web Conferences Steering Committee.

Noguchi, Y. (2006). Tracking terrorists. http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/
content/discussion/2006/04/11/DI12006041100626.html, Accessed date: 6 March
2018.

Office of General Counsel (2009). Hand book of free speech issues. The California State
University.

Penal Code of Poland (1997). https://www.unodc.org/res/cld/document/pol/1997/
penal_code_html/Poland_Penal Code_1997.pdf, Accessed date: 17 April 2018.

Pollitt, M. M. (1998). Cyberterrorism—Fact or fancy? Computer Fraud & Security, 1998(2),
8-10. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016,/51361-3723(00)87009-8.

Public Order Act (1986). http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1986,/64/pdfs/ukpga_

118

Aggression and Violent Behavior 40 (2018) 108-118

19860064 _en.pdf, Accessed date: 17 April 2018.

Quayle, E., & Taylor, M. (2011). Social networking as a nexus for engagement and ex-
ploitation of young people. Information Security Technical Report, 16, 44-50. http://
dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.istr.2011.09.006.

Rahman, O., Fung, B., & Yeo, A. (2016). Exploring the meanings of hijab through online
comments in Canada. Journal of Intercultural Communication Research, 45(3),
214-232. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/17475759.2016.1171795.

Ridgeway, C. L. (2011). Framed by gender: How gender inequality persists in the modern
world. NY: Oxford University Press. http://www.jstor.org/stable/41705709.

Roberts, N., & Everton, S. F. (2011). Strategies for combating dark networks. Journal of
Social Structure. 12, 1-32. https://www.cmu.edu/joss/content/articles/volumel2/
RobertsEverton.pdf.

Roemer, J. E. (1989). What is exploitation? Reply to Jeffrey Reiman. Philosophy & Public
Affairs, 90-97.

Roulstone, A., Thomas, P., & Balderston, S. (2011). Between hate and vulnerability:
Unpacking the British criminal justice system's construction of disablist hate crime.
Disability & Society, 26(3), 351-364.

Ruane, K. A. (2014). Freedom of speech and press: Exceptions to the First Amendment.
Congressional Research Service.

Rudra, K., Sharma, A., Ganguly, N., & Ghosh, S. (2016, August). Characterizing com-
munal microblogs during disaster events. Advances in Social Networks Analysis and
Mining (ASONAM), 2016 IEEE/ACM International Conference on (pp. 96-99). . San
Francisco, CA, USA https://doi.org/10.1109/ASONAM.2016.7752219.

Saidi, F., Trabelsi, Z., Salah, K., & Ghezala, H. B. (2017). Approaches to analyzing cyber
terrorist communities: Survey and challenges. Computers & Security, 66, 66-80.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cose.2016.12.017.

Seglow, J. (2016). Hate speech, dignity and self-respect. Ethical Theory and Moral Practice,
19, 1103-1116. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10677-016-9744-3.

Simons, R. N. (2015). Addressing gender-based harassment in social networks: A call to
action. iConference 2015 Proceedingshttp://hdl.handle.net/2142/73743.

Stevens, B. (2011). Structural barriers to sexual autonomy for disabled people. Hum. Rts.
38, 14.

Tatum, B. D. (2001). Defining racism: Can we talk. Race, class, and gender in the United
States: An integrated study (pp. 100-107). .

Tehrani, P. M., Manap, N. A., & Taji, H. (2013). Cyber terrorism challenges: The need for
a global response to a multi-jurisdictional crime. Computer Law & Security Review,
29(3), 207-215. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.clsr.2013.03.011.

The Constitution of India (2007). http://lawmin.nic.in/coi/coiason29july08.pdf,
Accessed date: 9 February 2017.

The Constitution of the Republic of Poland (1997). http://www.wipo.int/wipolex/en/
text.jsp?file_id = 194980, Accessed date: 17 April 2018.

Thiara, R. K., Hague, G., & Mullender, A. (2011). Losing out on both counts: Disabled
women and domestic violence. Disability & Society, 26(6), 757-771.

Thomas, P. (2011). ‘Mate crime”: Ridicule, hostility and targeted attacks against disabled
people. Disability & Society, 26(1), 107-111.

Tornberg, A., & Tornberg, P. (2016). Muslims in social networks discourse: Combining
topic modeling and critical discourse analysis. Discourse, Context and Networks, 13,
132-142. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dcm.2016.04.003.

Torok, R. (2013). Developing an explanatory model for the process of online radicaliza-
tion and terrorism. Security Informatics, 2(6), 1-10. http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/2190-
8532-2-6.

UAE Anti-discriminatory Law. http://www.emirates247.com/news/government/uae-anti-
discriminatory-law-bans-hate-speech-promotion-of-violence-2015-07-22-1.597389
(on 04-03-2017 Accessed 09 February 2017).

UDHR-Universal Declaration of Human Rights (1948). http://www.ohchr.org/EN/
UDHR/Documents/UDHR_Translations/eng.pdf, Accessed date: 6 February 2017.

Walker, J. (2013). Canadian anti-hate laws and freedom of expression. Library of
Parliament.

Walter-Brice, A., Cox, R., Priest, H., & Thompson, F. (2012). What do women with
learning disabilities say about their experiences of domestic abuse within the context
of their intimate partner relationships? Disability & Society, 27(4), 503-517.

Walters, M., Brown, R., & Wiedlitzka, S. (2016). Causes and motivations of hate crime.
Manchester: Equality and Human Rights Commission.

Warner, W., & Hirschberg, J. (2012, June). Detecting hate speech on the world wide web.
Proceedings of the Second Workshop on Language in Social Media (pp. 19-26). Montreal,
Canada: Association for Computational Linguistics.

Weimann, G. (2010). Terror on facebook, twitter, and youtube. Brown Journal of World
Affairs, 16(2), 45-54.

Weimann, G. (2014). New terrorism and new media. Washington, DC: Commons Lab of the
Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars.

Wilkinson, B., & Barclay, J. (2011). The language of Jihad: Narratives and strategies of Al-
Qa'ida in the Arabian Peninsula and UK responses. London: Royal United Services
Institute.

Williams, M. L., & Burnap, P. (2015). Cyberhate on social media in the aftermath of
Woolwich: A case study in computational criminology and big data. British Journal of
Criminology, 56(2), 211-238. http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bjc/azv059.

Wodak, R., & Reisigl, M. (1999). Discourse and racism: European perspectives. Annual
Review of Anthropology, 28(1), 175-199.


http://www.echr.coe.int/Documents/Convention_ENG.pdf
http://www.echr.coe.int/Documents/Convention_ENG.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0140
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-09412-0_2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-09412-0_2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0155
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pragma.2015.11.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pragma.2015.11.005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0165
http://www.ohchr.org/Documents/ProfessionalInterest/cerd.pdf
http://www.vakilno1.com/bareacts/IndianPenalCode
http://www.ohchr.org/Documents/ProfessionalInterest/ccpr.pdf
http://www.ohchr.org/Documents/ProfessionalInterest/ccpr.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0185
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10304312.2016.1166560
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0200
http://lawcommissionofindia.nic.in/1-50/report42.pdf
http://lawcommissionofindia.nic.in/1-50/report42.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2016.06.008
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0220
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-7091-0894-93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0235
http://dx.doi.org/10.2495/DNE-V11-N3-406-415
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11109-016-9373-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11109-016-9373-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1045159514534190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0255
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/discussion/2006/04/11/DI2006041100626.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/discussion/2006/04/11/DI2006041100626.html
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0265
https://www.unodc.org/res/cld/document/pol/1997/penal_code_html/Poland_Penal_Code_1997.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/res/cld/document/pol/1997/penal_code_html/Poland_Penal_Code_1997.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1361-3723(00)87009-8
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1986/64/pdfs/ukpga_19860064_en.pdf
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1986/64/pdfs/ukpga_19860064_en.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.istr.2011.09.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.istr.2011.09.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/17475759.2016.1171795
http://www.jstor.org/stable/41705709
https://www.cmu.edu/joss/content/articles/volume12/RobertsEverton.pdf
https://www.cmu.edu/joss/content/articles/volume12/RobertsEverton.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0315
https://doi.org/10.1109/ASONAM.2016.7752219
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cose.2016.12.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10677-016-9744-3
http://hdl.handle.net/2142/73743
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0345
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.clsr.2013.03.011
http://lawmin.nic.in/coi/coiason29july08.pdf
http://www.wipo.int/wipolex/en/text.jsp?file_id=194980
http://www.wipo.int/wipolex/en/text.jsp?file_id=194980
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0370
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dcm.2016.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/2190-8532-2-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/2190-8532-2-6
http://www.emirates247.com/news/government/uae-anti-discriminatory-law-bans-hate-speech-promotion-of-violence-2015-07-22-1.597389
http://www.emirates247.com/news/government/uae-anti-discriminatory-law-bans-hate-speech-promotion-of-violence-2015-07-22-1.597389
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/UDHR/Documents/UDHR_Translations/eng.pdf
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/UDHR/Documents/UDHR_Translations/eng.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0425
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0425
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0425
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bjc/azv059
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0435
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1359-1789(17)30106-4/rf0435

	Hate speech review in the context of online social networks
	Introduction
	Definition of hate speech
	Definition of terrorism and cyberterrorism

	Legal frameworks for hate speech
	International legal frameworks
	Select few countries' legal frameworks

	Hate speech
	Gendered hate speech
	Religious hate speech
	Racist hate speech
	Hate speech on disability
	Hybrid hate speech

	Cyberterrorism
	Conclusion
	References




