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Abstract—It is noteworthy that limited attention by linguists has 

been paid to the construction and analysis of direct threats in 

extortion texts, particularly those that could result in linguistic 

crimes from a forensic linguistic standpoint in the digital age.    

Specifically, the common linguistic strategies employed by 

extortionists to pragmatically threaten and coerce victims into 

meeting their demands require further exploration.   Utilizing 

relevant pragmatic theories, particularly speech act theory, can 

greatly enhance the analysis of extortionate texts and illuminate 

how they intimidate and influence victims.  Ultimately, these 

victims are often compelled to pursue legal action against their 

aggressors in court.  

This study aims to bridge a gap in the existing literature by 

constructing a common linguistic pattern of Kurdish direct 

threats, along with identifying the most prevalent types of 

extortion texts based on the collected data.  To achieve these 

objectives, a specific analytical framework is developed to analyze 

research data drawn from Sulaimani Court cases related to Article 

430 of the Iraqi Penal Code.  Despite variations in context and 

content across extortionate communications, the research 

concludes by offering a classification of threats in the context of 

extortion into direct and indirect types. It further reveals that most 

direct threats related to extortion exhibit a recurring linguistic 

pattern, typically structured as explicit conditional statements.  

Especially, those clauses that begin with the cohesive device “if” 

serve to subordinate the unpleasant hypothesis to the main clause, 

which conveys the threat.  Additionally, the study identifies 

sextortion as the most prevalent category of Kurdish extortion 

texts.           

 

Index Terms— extortion text, (in) direct threat, speech act 

theory, forensic pragmatics, felicity conditions 

I. INTRODUCTION 

With the advancement of technology, diverse forms of 

linguistic crimes have emerged. One critical category of such 

malicious communications that are used to create fear among 

individuals through making threats is extortion text. Since 

extortionate threats through text messages are transmitted via 

various social platforms, it can be counted as a cyber-linguistic 

crime from a forensic linguistic perspective. This study is 

characterized by the limitation of direct extortionate messages, 

merely found in written texts, which can be easily exchanged 

among social media users.  

 

Considering the severity and seriousness of the direct threats 

made by perpetrators to control and coerce victims into 

complying with their demands, it becomes evident that these 

threats can cause significant psychological pressure on victims. 

It may lead to undesirable consequences for both parties 

involved. To the best of the researcher’s knowledge, almost no 

studies have applied pragmatic theories in examining direct 

threats in the frame of extortion texts.   Rather, they have 

focused either on the legal proceedings taken by victims against 

this form of behavioral linguistic crime or on the technological 

devices employed to effectively to encounter such cyber-

attacks, particularly in the case of SE based-extortion. 

Therefore, this issue requires multiple attention and 

exploration, not only from forensic linguistics but also from 

other disciplines, namely psycholinguistics and 

sociolinguistics, along with legal frameworks. 

 

Notably, O’Toole's (2004) key study, concerning 

differentiating among diverse categories of threats and their 

assessment, characterizes conditional threats with often 

occurring in extortion cases. It means that a harmful act will 

take place if certain demands are not satisfied (O’Toole, 2004).  

In identifying the levels of threats, O’Toole (2004) further 

attempts to correspond this extortionate threat type to a high-

level of threat in terms of directness, specificity and plausibility, 

suggesting that concrete steps have been taken to execute the 

threat.  

The present study aims to answer the following questions:                                                 

1. What are the main types of threats in extortion-related 

communications, and which type occurs most frequently 

based on the data derived from the court cases?                                                             

2. Which type of extortion text appears to be most prevalent 

based on cases sourced from court and legal settings? 

    3. What is the general pattern of a Kurdish direct threat in 

extortion texts, distinguishing it from indirect threats? 

 

The aims of the current study are as follows: 

 1. Outlining a typical classification of threats and determine 

the type which occurs most frequently according to the 
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collective data.   

2. Identifying the most dominant type of extortion texts in 

threatening communications based on the cases rooted in court. 

3. Establishing a common linguistic pattern of Kurdish direct 

threats in the context of extortion based on the data sourced 

from the court cases. 

II. LITERATURE REVIEW 

A. Extortion as a Crime in Forensic Linguistics 

Language serves as a vital tool in the commission of crimes, 

especially in areas where threats and extortion are involved. 

Expanding on this concept, Sousa-Silva (2022) and Shuy 

(2005) refer to crimes conducted through verbal 

communication or without occurring physical violence as 

"language crimes," which include defamation, solicitation to 

murder, sex solicitation, selling stolen property, perjury, 

threats, bribery, and extortion. Evidence for these crimes can be 

written or spoken, with spoken evidence typically in audio or 

video formats, while written evidence often appears in legal 

documents (Shuy, 2005). 

One significant area within applied linguistics that has 

experienced a growing trend is forensic linguistics, which is 

also recognized as an emerging field in forensic science. 

McMenamin defines it as the "scientific study of language as 

applied to forensic purposes" (p. 67). Forensic linguists utilize 

various analytical methods to interpret the language used in 

these texts, contributing significantly to criminal investigations 

and the broader field of forensic linguistics. Olsson (2008) 

emphasizes that the analysis of such texts is crucial for 

understanding the dynamics of threats and the communicative 

strategies employed by perpetrators 

However, The Iraqi Penal Code No. 111 of 1969 does not 

explicitly define the term “extortion,” but it identifies diverse 

forms of threats associated equivalently with extortion and their 

penalties, particularly that type of threat which falls under 

Article 430 of the Iraqi Penal Code. To elaborate on this, this 

article states that individuals who threaten others with harm or 

felony or reveal their sensitive information in conjunction with 

a certain demand can face imprisonment for up to seven years 

or detention.  

In his paper ‘The process of extortion: Problems and 

qualifications’ (2012), Van Putten highlights that threats or 

violence are essential for qualifying extortion, as they create 

fear in the victim. Sancho (2017) emphasizes that extortion is 

the coercion of individuals through threats of violence, property 

destruction, or destroying data unless their certain demand is 

met, particularly in the context of digital extortions. 

Shavell (1993) distinguishes extortion from the other forms 

of threat or robbery by defining it as a “threat to cause injury to 

a person or to his property in the future.” (p. 1877). This 

perspective focuses on extortion and is essentially based on 

future harm. Neumann and Elsenbroich (2017) clarify that 

robbery entails taking property without consent, while extortion 

involves obtaining property through coercion where victims 

consent to avoid future harm. They note that robbery threats are 

immediate, while extortion threats relate to potential future 

harm (as cited in United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime, 

n.d.). 

 

 B. Types of Extortion Texts  

In the context of extortion, the act of threatening diverse 

victims performed by the perpetrators can take multiple 

criminal action forms, including the following. 

1. Physical Extortion (physical harm) involves threats or 

acts of physical violence against a victim or their loved ones if 

demands are not fulfilled (Study Smarter, n.d.). 

2. Blackmail (reputational harm) is debated among 

scholars regarding its relationship to extortion. While they are 

often used interchangeably, they have distinct legal 

implications as emphasized by Al Asfer (2021). Despite their 

distinctive features, Albanese (2007) notes that blackmail could 

be considered synonymous with extortion. Merriam Webster 

(2021) provides key evidence supporting the notion that 

blackmail is a type of extortion as she defines it as “extortion or 

coercion by threats.” Most scholars view blackmail as a 

category of extortion (Brenner, 2010, pp. 80-3; Justia, 2018, 

para. 5, as cited in Al Asfer, 2021)).  

Sancho legally describes it as “a criminal activity involving 

coercion through the threat of revealing information about an 

individual or their family members”, relevant to “embarrassing, 

incriminating, or damaging information.” (2017, p. 4). This 

aligns with the definition under Iraqi law, where blackmail 

includes the act of urging a victim by threatening to reveal 

“certain sensitive or compromising information about a person 

or committing an act with the intent to damage the reputation of 

a person if he/she does not fulfil the offender’s requests” 

(Simaet Bhatha, 2024, Blackmail section, para. 3). 

3. Ransomware Extortion (data related harm) is a form of 

digital extortion wherein the cybercriminal, through the use of 

malware, encrypts a victim’s data, demanding payment for 

decryption. Unlike traditional extortion, it exploits digital 

assets, making it a prevalent cybercrime (Sancho, 2017, p. 4; 

Study Smarter, n.d.; Forbes, 2023, accessed on August 10th). 

4. Sextortion (sexual extortion) is a form of coercion where 

victims are forced to perform sexual acts or pay money under 

threat of exposing explicit content (Sancho, 2017).  

5. Another form of digital extortion is social engineering- 

based extortion, which involves human manipulation to 

extract confidential information. The FBI (n.d.) highlights how 

victims are tricked and psychologically manipulated into 

sharing access to their protected information or assets with the 

adversaries. Social engineering tactics are characterized by the 

interaction between a social engineer, the target, and the 

medium, a purpose, one or more compliance principles or 

strategies achieved either in direct or indirect communication 

(Mouton et al., 2014). 

From the light of the previous discussion on SE-based 

extortion, Sonowal (2023) concludes by defining it as “a 

deception tactic that takes advantage of human error to gain 

access to, or assets from, a person or group of people” (p. 11). 

Accordingly, Sonowal (2023) also refers to it as “human 

hacking” due to the utilizations of a variant range of techniques 

and channels of communication.   
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C. Characteristics of Extortion Texts  

 According to Van Putten (2012), extortion, which is a 

complex psychological crime, is characterized by three major 

properties: 

1. Multiple Perpetrators: Extortion often involves several 

individuals working in a group. 

2. Gradual Development: The process escalates from 

manipulating the victims to threatening or acting of violence 

over time 

3. Deceit and Manipulation: Before using threats or violence, 

extortionists begin with psychological tactics.  

These characteristics emphasize its psychological 

dimensions and the dynamic nature between perpetrators and 

victims 

D. Phases of Extortion  

 Van Putten (2012) clarifies the pathway to extortion as he 

argues that this process is more intricate than direct threats with 

violence. It typically incorporates serial activities that gradually 

create fear in the victim and coerce them into compliance. This 

indirect approach complicates the crime to be detected and 

prosecuted (Van Putten, 2012). The following table involves 

the key phases and related actors in this process: 
 

Table 1: Pathway to Extortion and Relevant Actors 

(adapted from Van Putten, 2012) 

 

Key Phrases Actors 

Contact Phase 

 

The contact maker initiates relationship 

and builds a bond. 

Negotiation Phase 

 

The negotiator presents offers to the 

victim. 

Pressure Phase 

 

The perpetrator applies intimidation to 

coerce compliance. 

Violence or 

Threats Phase 

The victim’s fear of potential violence 

results in compliance. 

 

Understanding these sophisticated tactics dynamics is 

essential for the individuals within the society for effective 

prevention and intervention (Van Putten, 2012).  

E. Distinguishing Threats from Promises and Warnings  

The distinctions among threats, warnings, and promises rely 

on the speaker’s intentions and the impact on the hearer (Fraser, 

1998).  Threats encompass undesirable outcomes, instilling fear 

or coercing the victim into compliance.  Searle (2008 [1965]) 

highlights a significant difference between threats and promises 

by stating, “a promise is to do something for you, not to you, 

but a threat is to do something to you, not for you” (as cited in 

Christensen, 2019, p. 118). In contrast, promises are intended 

to benefit the addressee by creating positive expectations rather 

than fear or tension (Fraser, 1998, p. 161).  Fraser (1998) points 

out two key differences: the intention to act encompasses a 

favorable act to promote good feelings, while a commitment to 

act involves an unfavorable act intended to instill fear.  

Warnings, though similar to threats, focus on informing the 

addressee about potential harm without intimidation, such as 

“The ice is thin.”  They often address situations the speaker 

cannot control and should be contextually relevant. The line 

between warnings and threats can blur if a warning is delivered 

with the intent to cause intimidation and coercion.  Christensen 

(2019) further clarifies this ambiguity. She treats indirect 

threats as a unique category within threats, where implicit 

language suggests harmful outcomes without directly stating 

them (p. 113). 

F. Classification and Conditions for Threats  

 As established in O’Toole’s (2004) Threat Assessment 

Model, threats in extortion texts can be categorized into four 

main types:  

1. Direct/specific threats are clear and explicit as they 

require no inferential interpretation in conveying their 

meanings. For instance, statements like “I am going to place 

a bomb in the school gym” directly indicate a specific act 

aimed at a certain target (O’Toole, 2004; Surface, 2011). 

2. Indirect threats imply harm without commitment 

because of their vagueness and ambiguous nature, such as “If 

I wanted to, I could kill everyone at this school,” leaving 

interpretation to the recipient (O’Toole, 2004; Surface, 

2011). 

3. Veiled threats suggest violence without overtly stating it, 

like “We would be better off without you around,” allowing 

the target to assess the risk (Surface, 2011). 

4. Conditional threats are common in extortion. They are 

characterized for outlining undesirable consequences for the 

victims in the case of non-compliance in an attempt to 

intimidate and coerce them into compliance (O’Toole, 2004; 

Surface, 2011). For example: 

- “If you don’t pay me 10 thousand dollars within 24 hours, 

your company will no longer be as safe as before.”  

Napier and Mardigian (2003) further refined this into three 

categories: direct, conditional, and indirect threats. In addition, 

Muschalik (2018, as cited in Abrams, 2019) presents a 

dichotomy of two macro functions of threats: 

1. Retaliative threats are reactions to past actions. Such 

types of threats operate as a consequence of the former action 

without presenting alternatives to distance harm, such as “You 

made a mistake. You will die hard,” signifying a severe 

punishment. 

2.  Manipulative threats aim to influence the victim’s future 

behavior with employing conditional statements, like “If you 

call the police, I will kill you,” establishing coercive 

relationships. 

 

III. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK  

Pragmatics, in analyzing threats in extortion cases, presents 

a framework that emphasizes the intention behind a speaker’s 

utterances rather than their literal meaning. Yule suggests that 

“pragmatics is concerned with the study of meaning as 

communicated by a speaker (or writer) and interpreted by a 

listener (or reader)” (1996, p. 3).  Leech (1983, p. 6) further 

elaborates this by treating pragmatics as “the study of meaning 

in relation to speech situation”, emphasizing that the focus of 

pragmatics occurs in how language is situationally employed 
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by their users. This perspective highlights concepts like deixis, 

implicature, presupposition, and speech acts, which help in 

understanding the dynamics of threats within extortion texts.  

A. Speech Act Theory  

Regarding speech act theory, that was originally introduced 

by J.L. Austin (1962) in ‘How to Do Things with Words’, John 

Searle (1969) highlights that all linguistic communications 

involve speech acts. For this reason, he suggests that “speaking 

a language is performing speech acts" (p. 16), including acts 

such as making statements, promises, commands, questions, 

threats, etc. 

 Concerning its significance, Verschuren (1999, p.22) argues 

that “it has been one of the basic ingredients of pragmatics for 

a long time”. In his book ‘Expression and Meaning: Studies in 

the Theory of Speech Acts’, Searle (1979) further identifies this 

concept by stating, “in any speech situation there is a speaker, 

a hearer and a speech act being performed by the speaker. The 

speaker and the hearer share a mutual knowledge of those facts 

with a mutual knowledge of the rules of performing the various 

kinds of speech acts” (p. 169). This mutual understanding 

between speakers and listeners establishes the basis of effective 

communication and strengthens the meaning conveyed through 

speech acts.  

 

Regarding the performance of speech acts, effective 

communication as underscored by Searle (1979), hinges on the 

mutual knowledge shared between the speaker and listener.  

Building on these perspectives, Crystal (2008, p. 446) specifies 

speech act as not solely “an ‘act of speech’ (in the sense of 

parole), but a communicative activity (a locutionary act), 

defined with reference to the intentions of speakers.” These 

notions underline the significance of speech acts in conveying 

meaning effectively, particularly in the context of malicious 

communications such as extortion texts. 

B. Direct and Indirect Speech Acts in Threats 

Gingiss (1986) points out a gap in the criteria for 

distinguishing between direct and indirect threats, relying on 

the assumption that threats are inherently recognizable by both 

the speaker and the hearer. This lack of differentiation 

highlights the need to explore their functions in discourse, 

particularly through speech acts. 

In terms of speech acts, Yule (1996) differentiates direct 

from indirect speech acts based on the relationship between a 

sentence’s structure and its communicative function. In 

English, declarative, interrogative, and imperative forms are 

tied to statements, questions, and commands/requests, 

respectively. In the case of a direct speech act, there is a clear 

link between structure and function, while an indirect speech 

act involves a mismatch or indirect relationship. 

Kroeger (2024) views indirect speech acts as utterances 

where one illocutionary act is carried out through another. For 

example: 

- “It is cold outside” (Yule, 1996, p.55). 

This statement, on the one hand, functions as a direct speech 

act when it declares information about the weather. On the other 

hand, it becomes an indirect one when it is perceived by hearers 

as a request to close the door (Yule, 1996). 

Verschueren (1999) notes that performative verbs, such as 

threatening, which are part of illocutionary force-indicating 

devices (IFIDs), indicate illocutionary force through sentence 

structure, word choice, adverbs, stress, and intonation. Threats 

are often conveyed indirectly and may lack explicit 

performative markers. As pointed out by Verschueren (1999), 

any disruptions taking place to the typical speech act patterns 

could lead to indirect speech acts, as shown in the following 

example:                 

- “Can you call me a taxi?”  

This statement implies a request rather than a question about 

the hearer’s ability to call a taxi as the illocutionary force alters 

from the literal question to the implied request for an action. 

Unlike indirect threats, direct threats are characterized by 

providing a detailed expression of intent, usually in an overt and 

clear manner. Fraser (1975) and Sadock (1974) argue that most 

of the direct threats are conditional and stated in full form, 

requiring the reader to fulfill a condition to avoid an 

unfavorable consequence, like ‘I will do X’ (as cited in Gingiss, 

1986, p. 153; Fraser, 1998), as exhibited in the following 

examples: 

-  “If you don’t stop talking, I’m going to punish you.” 

-  “Stop talking or I’m going to punish you.” 

-   “Don’t stop talking, and I’m going to punish you.” 

-  “Unless you stop talking, I’m going to punish you.” 

- “Hand over your money, or I will shoot you” (Gingiss, 

1986, p. 153). 

Regarding interrogative forms, Yule (1996) also views them 

as the most common sort of indirect speech acts. They are 

grammatically structured as questions to request an action 

rather than asking a question. For example: 

 - “Would you open this?” (Yule, 1996, p. 0.56). 

Overall, threats demonstrate notable distinctions between 

their direct and indirect forms. Direct threats openly exhibit an 

explicit relationship between their structure and illocutionary 

force. Conversely, indirect threats employ various IFIDs to 

cover their genuine illocutionary force. 

C.  Illocutionary Acts  

Levinson (1983, p. 236) describes an illocutionary act as the act 

of making a statement, offer, or promise through a sentence that 

shapes its conventional force. Yule (1996) highlights the 

importance of speech acts by stating, “the illocutionary act is 

performed via the communicative force of an utterance” (p. 48), 

meaning that speech acts serve specific functions beyond mere 

utterances.  He further points out that a single locutionary act 

may involve multiple interpretations based on context.  For 

example: 

- “I’ll see you later” (Yule, 1996, p. 56). 

This utterance can operate as a prediction, promise, or warning. 

These variations in function elucidate diverse illocutionary 

forces corresponding to the utterance. This utterance can 

operate as a prediction, promise, or warning. These variations 

in function elucidate diverse illocutionary forces, 

corresponding to the utterance. 

 

 Searle’s taxonomy classifies illocutionary acts into five types: 

representatives, directives, commissives, expressives, and 

declarations. They were initially established by Austin (1962) 

and later reviewed by Searle (1979) that can be found in 
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promising, apologizing, ordering and threatening behaviors 

related to extortion cases. 

D. The Felicity Conditions of a Threat 

In speech-act theory, Allott (2010) argues that felicity 

conditions are essential for a speech act to be successful. “If 

they are not satisfied then the act is either a misfire (i.e. the 

action is not really accomplished) or an abuse (the action is 

accomplished, but insincerely)” (Allott, 2010, p. 76). For 

example, if an unqualified person declares a couple’s marriage 

process, the marriage does not occur (misfire). In contrast, a 

couple married each other just to meet a will’s terms but without 

sincere intent represents an abuse of the act. 

Searle (1979) and Cutting (2002) emphasize the fulfillment of 

the felicity conditions, such as participants recognizing their 

roles, the action being fully performed, and appropriate 

intentions being met for effective speech acts. Searle adds that 

the addresser must understand the language and the addressee 

must not be pretending (Cutting, 2002). Yule (1996) also points 

out the cases where “the performance will be infelicitous 

(inappropriate) if the speaker is not a specific person in a special 

context” (p.50). For instance, saying “I love your left hand” 

cannot be interpreted as a request for tea since it does not meet 

the necessary conditions (Kroger, 2024). 

Christensen (2019) classifies threats as commissive speech acts, 

particularly in the sense of an “evil promise.” Searle (2008 

[1965]) defines a felicitous promise as one that sincerely 

commits the speaker to a desirable action for the hearer. To 

distinguish threats from promises, Christensen characterizes 

threats as containing undesirable actions to the hearer that are 

not intended to be carried out by the speaker. Instead, they aim 

to manipulate and intimidate the recipient into compliance 

(Christensen, 2019). 

 

Table 2: The Felicity Conditions of a Threat adopted from 

Christensen (2019, p. 122) 

Propositional 

condition 

Speaker predicates a future act A  

Preparatory 

conditions 

(Hearer believes that) speaker is able to 

cause A to happen; (Speaker believes that) 

Hearer does not wish A to happen 

Sincerity 

condition  

Speaker intends to (make Hearer believe 

he will) cause A to happen  

Essential 

condition 

 

Speaker’s utterance counts as an attempt to 

intimidate Hearer 

The summary of the felicity condition concepts presented by 

Christensen (2019) in the table above concerning a threat can 

be utilized to assess the validity and effectiveness of each 

threatening act found in the extortion texts during data analysis. 

IV. METHODOLOGY 

A.  Data Collection  

Out of twenty authentic extortion texts listed in the appendix 

and completely analyzed in the initial stage of the research, only 

four texts analyzed for detailed qualitative analysis. These 

samples were selected as a representative subset of the whole 

dataset due to the page limitations of the study. 

The study's data, which were collected from the Sulaimani 

court, covers cases from the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic 

to 2025. The cases are categorized into four types, based on the 

frameworks of Sancho (2017), Sonowal (2023), and Study 

Smarter (n.d.). These randomly collected cases fall under 

Article 430 of the Iraqi Penal Code. Each extortion case 

involves a specific demand issued under threat, demonstrating 

the defendant's intent to coerce the victim into compliance. 

B.  Model of Analysis 

 An analytical model is formulated by the researcher to 

analyze the present data.  It focuses on the pragmatic strategies 

used by the extortionists to carry out the extortionist’s goal.  It 

is primarily grounded on Searle’s (1979) and Yule’s (1996) 

model for speech act theory and Christensen’s (2019) felicity 

conditions for a threat. Beginning with providing contextual 

data to clarify the incidents behind the text, categorizing each 

extortion text into its appropriate type based on the content of 

the text, and then followed by analyzing the perpetrator’s 

pragmatic strategies used within them. 

C. Data Analysis Procedures 

The current study is based on exploring the pragmatic 

strategies employed by extortionists in composing the language 

of threats in their extortionate communications. It adopts a 

mixed approach with qualitative and quantitative methods to 

investigate the aims of the study. The qualitative approach 

focuses on the multiple meanings conveyed by the speaker 

concerning time, place, and other contextual factors (Heigham 

& Croker, 2009). The quantitative approach supports the 

qualitative findings by providing tables of percentages and 

frequencies to illustrate and compare the results. The 

quantitative data for this study is processed using the online 

version of Microsoft Excel, which was employed for data entry, 

organization, and basic statistical analysis. 

The following procedures are going to be adopted in carrying 

out this research: 

1. Collecting data sourced from Sulaimani Curt cases.  

2. Transliteration and translation of extortion texts from 

Kurdish to English, following Boskany (2014) for the 

transliterated versions of the texts. 

3. Organizing and numbering the selected extortion texts 

chronologically, starting from the oldest cases and 

ending with the newest one. 

4. Dividing the body content of each extortion text into 

numbered excerpts if it contains more than one 

extortionate threat. 

5. Employing a purely qualitative method of analysis to 

provide a  sufficient description and clarification of the 

pragmatic strategies used in extortion texts  

6. Numbering the utterances of those excerpted samples 

that encompass more than one utterance to be examined 

with reference to their numbers. 

7. Formatting the selected samples, as illustrated in  the 

following steps: 
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 Placing the original texts in text boxes. 

 Using quotation marks to enclose the 

extortionate texts.                                               

 Utilizing superscript numbers for the multiple 

statements within each text to ensure clarity 

and recognition for both native and foreign 

readers. 

 Making the entire case texts italicized.                                            

 Bolding the direct threats within each case text 

to distinguish them from the rest of the texts 

that function as a conceptual completion. 

 Encrypting certain words with asterisks for 

privacy issues.  

 Using abbreviations for some terms that are 

repeatedly used in the analysis. These include 

direct threat (DT), indirect threat (IT), victim 

(VIC), Social Engineering (SE), speech act 

theory (SAT), direct speech act (DSA), indirect 

speech act (ISA), social engineering (SE), 

representative (REP), directive (DIR), 

commissive (COM), and condition (C). 

8. Discussing the results at which the analysis has arrived 

about the study’s issue in order to answer the proposed 

question of the research and drawing conclusions from 

them. 

 

V.  DATA ANALYSIS 

 

Case Text No. 1 

 

منیش  ¹"ئەگەر لەمەودوا نەبی بە خۆشەویستم وەک پێشو ڕەفزم کەی،

 کچێک دەهێنم ڕێک دەنگی لە دەنگی تۆ بچێ قسەی سێکسی لەگەڵ

دواتر قسەکان دەخەمە سەر وێنەکانی  تۆ و بڵاوی ئەکەمەوە لە  ²دەکەم

تۆش بۆ خۆت  ⁴بۆ ئەوەی حەیات بچێ لە هەموو شارەکە. ³سۆشیاڵ میدیا

"⁵هەر ڕەفزم بەرێ.  

 

“Agar lamawdwa: nabi ba xošawi:stim wak péšu: řafzim 

kay,¹ mni:š kčék dahénim řék daŋi la daŋi to bičé  qisay séksi 

lagaľ dakam² dwa:tir qisaka:n daxama sar wénaka:ni to u 

biľa:wi akamawa la sošya:ľ mi:dya:³ bo away ȟaya:t bičé la 

hamu: ša:raka.⁴Toš bo xot har řafzim baré.⁵”  

 

“From now on, if you do not agree to be my lover and refuse 

me as before,¹ I will bring a girl whose voice is similar to yours 

and talk about sexual matters with her. Then I will post the 

speech along with on your photos on social media³ to disgrace 

you publicly in the city in the city.⁴ Extra, you can keep 

refusing me.⁵” 

 

The text discussed represents a form of sextortion. The 

sextortionist attempts to coerce the teenage girl into initiating a 

sexual relationship with him by employing a threatening 

language, as easily recognized in the conditional clauses ¹ and 

². 

For privacy reasons, the identities of the teenagers included 

have been removed. On October 13, 2019, a case was reported 

in court due to the leaking of a teenage girl’s photos from 

H******* city by an aggressor who had previously sent her a 

friend request on Facebook, but she rejected it. Consequently, 

He threatened the teenage girl via Telegram by distributing her 

leaked and digitally altered photos on social media, demanding 

that she enter into a romantic relationship with him. Notably, 

three days before filing the complaint, the victim discovered 

that the extortionist had sent her photos and fabricated 

scandalous letters to several boys, pretending to be her.  

The sextortionist, far removed from ethical principles, subtly 

plans to tarnish the girl’s honor within society, taking a step-by-

step method. After the victim’s subsequent refusals to accept 

his friend request, it appears that he makes one more attempt to 

persuade her to initiate an intimate relationship with him 

through the employment of a severe threat. In the text message, 

since the statement leaves no space for implicature to get the 

author’s true intent by clearly communicating his ultimatum 

and the scandalous consequences, it is qualified as a DT. 

According to Searle’s speech act theory, the threat serves as 

a DSA. The literal meaning of the utterance directly conveys 

the author’s intended illocutionary act. It functions as DIR (a 

coercive command) and COM Acts (threatening to cause a 

scandalous outcome of disobedience). The sextortionist’s 

purpose behind such forms of threat is to persuade the victim to 

become her girlfriend, and then compel her to fulfill his sexual 

desires.  

To analyze a threat based on Searle’s felicity Cs, it must meet 

specific Cs which helps determine its legitimacy and 

effectiveness as a speech act. In this case, the statement meets 

all four felicity Cs for a valid threat. It has clear propositional 

content C, implied capability, serious intent, and social 

recognition of the threat as real and serious. This confirms that 

it functions as a direct threat within Searle’s framework. 

 

Case Text No. 12 

 

"هةموجاریك وةك جاري بیشو شانست نابي¹ لةبةرئةوة  بو اخر 

جار  ئاگادارت ئةکةمةوة واز لةو خانوة بينة،² برو بەلای ژیانی  
خوتةوة.³  ئةگةرجاریكي ترباسى ئةو خانوة بكةیت،⁴ یةك فیشةكت 

بیوة دنیم دةتنیرم بو ناو گور.⁵ ئيتر كجة نازداركشت بي دایك 
 گةورة دةبي.⁶".

 

 

"hamw ja:rêk wak ja:rî pêşw şa:nsit na:bê¹ labarawa  bo 

a:xir ja:r a:ga:da:rit akamawa wa:z law xanwa bêna² bro 

bala:y žya:ni  xotawa.³ Agar ja:rêki tir ba:si aw xa:nwa bkayt⁴ 

yak fişakit pêwa danêm datnêrm bo na:w goř.⁵ Iytir kča 

na:zda:rakaşit bê da:yk gawra dabê.⁶”  

 

“You won’t always be as lucky as you were before.¹ So, I am 

warning you for the last time to give up the house² and move on 

with your life.³ If you mention the house one more time.⁴ I will 

shoot you and send you to the grave.⁵ Then your beloved 
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daughter will grow up without her mother.⁶” 

 

This text can be categorized as physical extortion. The 

extortionist uses threatening language in an attempt to prevent 

his ex-wife from investigating her legal entitlements concerning 

the house they previously lived in, as referenced in the 

conditional clauses ⁴ and ⁵. 

To secure confidentiality, the identities of the former spouses 

involved have been withheld. On July 25, 2023, the accused’s 

ex-wife filed a formal complaint in the court. Based on the 

VIC’s statement, he had been constantly threatening her with 

murder via Viber if she refused to relinquish her legal claim to 

the house they had shared during their marriage. Even, she 

asserted that, in the past, she has been shot once by her husband 

while she was shopping with her brother, but was rescued by 

chance. 

 

Excerpt 1 

لةبةرئةوة  بو اخر جار   ¹هةموجاریك وةك جاري بیشو شانست نابي  

³برو بةلای ژیانی  خوتةوة. ²ئاگادارت ئةکةمةوة واز لةو خانوة بينة،  

 

The defendant’s statement is classified as an IT. He does not 

explicitly state what harmful action will occur if the victim 

disagrees with his demand to give up her legal right. Regardless 

of the context, it looks like a statement describing a 

prediction.  Within this context, it reveals that the statement is 

not merely describing reality but implying a negative 

consequence. Notably, the extortionist avoids issuing an 

explicit threat, such as saying “I will kill you with a bullet”). 

Instead, he depends on implicature to convey his intent. Thus, 

by asserting that the Vic. is no longer as fortunate as before, 

which is depicted in ¹, the speaker prompts the recipient to 

infer the underlying threat.   

This unified utterance functions as an ISA. The surface form 

of the statement differs from its intended illocutionary force. 

The threat is realized by taking the form of a REP speech act 

(describing  future events) with a warning function to indirectly 

accomplish both  DIR and  COM speech acts of the threat 

(covertly warning the Vic. to leave the house for her ex-husband 

by guaranteeing unpleasant consequences for her in the event 

of disobedience). 

In terms of felicity Cs, both the propositional content and 

preparatory Cs are somewhat observed because the statement 

implies that the author has some perceived ability to cause 

harm, especially after referencing the previous time “جاري بيشو” 

as mentioned in the contextual data. However, for a threat to be 

fully effective, the sincerity and essential Cs must also be met 

in which the victim must believe that the speaker intends to act 

and perceive the threat as real. Regarding the rest of the text, 

the utterance can be considered as a fulfillment of an essential 

C as well. Yet, the lack of explicitness within the statement 

diminishes the act’s effectiveness, as it does not directly state 

a harmful consequence or coercive demand.  

 

Excerpt 2 

یةك فیشةكت بیوة دنیم دةتنیرم  ⁴ئةگةرجاریكي ترباسى ئةو خانوة بكةیت،"

".⁶ئيتر كجة نازداركشت بي دایك گةورة دةبي. ⁵بو ناو گور.  

 

Here, the defendant moves to make a DT with a deadly 

consequence for the VIC in the event of refusing 

submission. The statement is based on the if-clause presenting 

a hypothetical condition; where the condition (seeking her legal 

rights concerning the house) is strictly linked to the 

consequence of being shot.  

Because the speaker explicitly threatens the Vic. and 

persuades her to relinquish her legal rights regarding the house, 

the utterance is a clear example of a DSA, as indicated by the 

subordinating clause. It means that the illocutionary force of the 

threat is immediately recognizable without the need for 

inference from the recipient, since the author explicitly states 

his intention to carry out the threat in the case of rejecting his 

demand. Thus, the illocutionary act of this statement falls under 

the category of a DIR speech act prohibiting her from seeking 

her legal rights and asking her to permanently forget about the 

house.  It also realizes the COM speech act, threatening to shoot 

her and inflict serious harm. It is noteworthy that the future 

consequence of this conditional hypothesis and most of the 

other threatening acts is represented by the use of MAV “will” 

when translated into English, as referenced in the excerpt ⁵. 

  As the result of satisfying all the felicity Cs necessary for 

a successful threatening act, it is considered a valid threat; The 

propositional content and preparatory Cs are fulfilled since the 

author implies they can carry out the threat, which is unwanted 

by the VIC, the sincerity C is satisfied as long as he genuinely 

intends to kill her if she rejects his demand, and the essential C 

holds because the entire utterance is perceived as a series threat.  

In particular, the assertion that the victim will be sent to the 

grave, permanently separated her from her only daughter, 

intensifies the severity of the threat articulated by the aggressor. 

Case Text No. 13 

گيانەکەم من تۆم زۆر خۆشوێ ئەمەوێ هەميشە لەگەڵتبم¹ بەڵام  
تۆهەردەمەو بە بيانویەک خۆتم لێبەدورئەگریت² وەختە شێتبم  

بەهۆی تۆوە³. گوڵەکەم قەت حەزناکەم  توڕەتکەم بەڵام با هەميشە 
لە بيرتبێ⁴ ئەگەر بتەوێ کۆتایی بەم پێوەندییەی نێوانمان بێنی⁵ 

هەرچیت هەبووە لەگەڵ ئ**** بەبەڵگەوە بەمێردەکەتی ئەڵێم⁶ 
 بەڵام ئەگەر لەگەڵم بيت⁷ هەمو نهێنيەکانت ئەپارێزم.⁸

 

“Gya:nakam min tom zor xošwé amawé hami:ša lagaľitbim.¹ 

Baľa:m to har damaw ba bya:nuyak xotim lé ba du:r agri:t,² 

waxta šétbim ba hoy towa.³ Guľakam qat ȟazna:kam tuřatkam 

baľa:m ba: hami:ša la bi:ritbé:⁴ agar bitawé kota:yi bam 

péwandyai néwa:nma:n béni,⁵ awa: harčit habwa lagaľ A*** 

ba mérdakati aľém.⁶ Baľa:m agar lagaľimbit,⁷ hamu: 

nihényaka:nit apa:rézim.⁸”  

 

“My sweetheart, I love you so much and want to be with you 

always.¹ But you always keep your distance from me.² In one 

way or another it leads me to foolishness.³ I never want you 

become angry but always remember this:⁴ if you ever attempt 

to end this romantic relationship between us,⁵ I will tell your 

husband everything about your affair with A***.⁶ But if you 

continue with me,⁷ I will keep all your secrets.⁸” 
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This text can be classified as a form of blackmail with some 

traits of sextortion because the blackmailer threatens to expose 

the victim's personal and damaging information to her husband 

if she refuses his demands to continue their romantic 

relationship. As exhibited in the conditional clauses 

distinguished by ⁵ and ⁶. 

 

The case involves a married woman who is a mother of two 

children, simultaneously engaged in a secret intimate 

relationship with her uncle’s son for years. This incident dates 

back to one and a half years ago in D**** town, when her 

uncle’s son-in-law discovered this relationship. He exploited 

this knowledge by threatening her to reveal her confidential 

affair with her cousin if she rejected initiating a romantic 

relationship with him as well. Each time she attempted to end 

this coerced relationship, he escalated his threats and repeatedly 

emphasized that he would uncover her prior intimate 

relationship with her cousin to her husband. Consequently, on 

December 3, 2023, she initiated legal proceedings against him 

before the court. 

 

There’s only one overt threat within this text that consists of 

two parts; the first part is the threat itself, while the second one 

is not a threat but a manipulative reward in the form of a 

conditional promise or inducement suggested by the perpetrator 

to keep the victim’s romantic affairs confidential. The bolded 

utterance functions primarily as a DT, following the structure 

of a conditional threat (If you do X, I will do Y). He clearly 

links the victim’s decision to end the coerced relationship with 

the negative consequences of informing her husband about her 

intimate affairs with her cousin. Both the action that the 

offender wants to prevent and the repercussions of disobedience 

are explicitly stated. This clarity and explicitness leave no room 

for the VIC to misunderstand his true intent. 

 

The threat is categorized as a DSA. There is alignment 

between the surface form of the utterance and its intended 

pragmatic force; the utterance fully performs that threat with 

clear conditional language. 

 

The illocutionary force of the statement is classified as both 

DIR and COM acts, where the sender pressures the reader to 

continue the coerced relationship. Additionally, he commits to 

exposing the recipient’s romantic affair if she ignores her 

demand. Thus, the formulation of the threat leans strongly on 

intertwining both DIR (command) and COM (threat) forces. 

 

Since all Cs required for the effectiveness and validity of the 

threat are met, the threat is pragmatically regarded felicitous. 

The extortionist predicates a harmful act that is revealing the 

victim’s intimate affairs with her cousin, (propositional content 

C). Considering his claim to possess evidence of her secret 

romantic interaction, it is assumed that he can disclose the 

secret to her husband which would be distressing for her 

(preparatory C). He seems sincere in his intention to perform 

the threat if she disobeys (sincerity C). Lastly, the extortionist’s 

expression of his intent is recognized by the recipient as a 

serious threat, leading her to take certain actions, such as filing 

a formal complaint against him in court (essential C). 

 

Case Text No. 15 

 

“Bash bzana:¹ agar hata 48 katzhmeri tr bry 10 

hazar dolar la shweni diarikraw nabe,² awa binarba 

la Facebook u TikTok hamu wena rutakanti tya 

blaw akamawa.³ Mabastm aw wenanaya ka lai 

xomawa screen shotm krdwn be awai bhelm 

hastipekait.⁴ Kai parakat hazrkrd nama bnera.⁵” 

 

"Ba:š biza:na:¹ agar hata: 48 ka:tžiméri tir bři 10 haza:r 

dola:r la šwéni dya:ri:kra:w nabé,² awa: bi:narba la Fays Buk 

u Ti:kTok, hamu: wéna rutaka:niti tya: bľa:w akamawa.³ 

Mabastim aw wéna:naya ka la:y xomawa skri:n šotim kirdun 

bé away biheľim hasti pébkayt.⁴ Kay pa:rakat ȟa:zir kird na:ma 

binéra.⁵" 

 

"Know this well: ¹ if you don’t send 10 thousand dollars to 

the specified place within 48 hours,² I’ll expose all your 

private videos and photos on Facebook and TikTok.³ l mean 

those images which I captured screenshots of them without 

letting you realize.⁴ Once you prepare the money call me.⁵” 

 

This particular text seems to be a form of blackmail with 

elements of sextortion. The VIC is threatened with the release 

of his naked images unless a large sum of money is paid. 

Particularly, when sexual contents are involved in the incident, 

as shown in a conditional clause of  ² and ³. 

This case centers on a boy who received a friend request from 

an unknown girl named J******* on Snapchat.  After 

becoming friends, she shared her nude photos with him without 

ever showing her face.  One night, while he was chatting with 

her nakedly, he received a video link via Snapchat. While 

opening it, he was horrified to see a recording video of himself, 

captured without his knowledge. Afterwards, the extortionist 

immediately threatened him to release all his nude images 

unless her demand was satisfied. After a deep exploration, the 

victim revealed that the girl was actually the girlfriend of one 

of his friends, working as a band to sexually exploit the 

individuals for their financial gain.  Consequently, the victim 

filed a formal complaint in court against them on February 5, 

2024.  

The language employed in this text represents a DT in which 

both the author’s true intent to damage the victim’s reputation 

and the financial demand to prevent the unwanted 

consequences are openly communicated. This threat is also 

conveyed through the use of a conditional structure. 

From a pragmatic perspective, it functions as a DSA as 

there’s an alignment between the form of the statement and its 

intended function to scare and coerce the victim into 

submission. The statement falls under the categories of both 

DIR and COM acts. The perpetrator simultaneously commits 
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to releasing the images unless he pays and commands the 

recipient to place money in the designated time. 

The statement meets all the necessary Cs for a successful 

threat. The sender refers to exposing images that would be 

distressing for the victim (propositional content C). She is 

capable of carrying out this act, and the recipient believes it to 

be true due to the sender’s possession of the images and her 

capacity to release them (preparatory C). In the event of non-

compliance, the sender appears sincere in her intention to 

release the images, as she insists on meeting her demands 

(sincerity C). Finally, the victim acknowledges this threat as a 

serious matter as financial gain is her primary aim in 

performing such threats (essential C). 

 

VI. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS 

This section presents the results of analyzing the twenty 

extortion texts as a whole, including frequencies and 

percentages of occurrences displayed in tables, along with the 

findings derived from them. 

A. Results on providing a typical classification of Threats 

related to Extortion and their frequent usages 

Beginning with the initial finding, in contrast to O’Toole’s 

(2004) broader classification of threats into four types, as 

highlighted in the literature review, the data analysis in this 

study automatically reduces the possible types of threats in 

extortion contexts to only two kinds. This limitation of 

categories arises from the classification of extortion as an 

ultimatum-based offence. First, direct threats, which are 

always associated with conditional threats, follow a common 

pattern of conditional structure to introduce both the coercive 

demand and the extortionist’s genuine intention to inflict harm 

in the event of non-compliance. Furthermore, direct threats 

often manifest the extortionist’s impoliteness by ordering 

victims with imperatives and harsh language. Second, indirect 

threats which lack a distinctive concrete structure: mostly 

relying on the contextual data, implicature and shared 

background knowledge between the parties to convey their 

message as a result of employing vague language. Ultimately, 

such an implicit nature of indirect threats can portray them as 

more polite and persuasive, which may encourage the victim to 

comply with the extortionist’s demands. Therefore, the primary 

finding of this study indicates that extortion communications 

are clearly and concisely delivered through either direct threats 

or indirect threats. 

Turning to the prominent subsequent finding, the data 

analysis due to their alignment with conditional structure, 

further demonstrates most Kurdish extortion text takes the form 

of direct threats, expressing the extortionate intent 

straightforwardly and leaving no space for additional 

interpretation.  

The analysis of the full corpus of 20 extortion texts reveals 

distinct differences between direct and indirect threats 

regarding their frequency. The findings indicate that Kurdish 

extortionists have a strong preference for using direct threats 

over indirect ones. Although the dataset consists of 20 texts, the 

total number of threat instances exceeds the number of texts 

because some contain more than one threatening excerpt, 

resulting in a total of 26 instances. Among these identified 

threats in the Kurdish extortion texts from the Sulaimani Court, 

direct threats occurred significantly more frequently than 

indirect threats, surpassing them by 21 occurrences. This 

outcome clearly shows the dominance of direct threats in 

Kurdish extortion discourse, both in terms of frequency and 

percentage. Table (1) demonstrates the total usage of both types 

of threats and illustrates the differences: 

  

Table 1: Total usage of Direct and Indirect Threats in 

Extortion Texts   

 

B. Results on identifying the dominant Type of Extortion Texts  

 

The same approach is applied to the categorization of 

extortion types due to simultaneously displaying elements of 

more than one extortion type in some texts. This overlapping 

results in a total of 30 occurrences of extortion types, even 

though only 20 texts have been examined. The study's data 

analysis demonstrates that sextortion is the most prevalent type 

of extortion texts, wherein the perpetrator leverages intimate or 

sexual information to coerce the victim into meeting their 

demands. Eleven texts are primarily or partially categorized as 

sextortion, occupying 36.67%. Nine texts qualify as blackmail 

which represents 30%. Regarding physical extortion, eight texts 

also fall into this category (26.67%), while only two texts 

(6.67%) are categorized as SE-based extortion. Notably, there 

are no cases obtained from the court that could exemplify 

ransomware extortion. This type of extortion generally is 

characterized by using malicious software (malware) to lock the 

victim’s data or device, where the threat revolves around a 

ransom demanded by the cyber-attacker for restoring access to 

encrypted files or systems, rather than for preventing data 

exposure. Therefore, sextortion is the most common type of 

extortion text in terms of both frequency and percentage. Table 

(2) summarizes the occurrence of the various categories of 

extortion texts: 

 

Table 2: Types of Extortion Texts  

 

No. DT and IT in Extortion Texts Fr. Pr. 

1 Direct Threat (DSA) 21 80.77% 

2 Indirect Threat (ISA) 5 19.23% 

Total 26 100.00% 

No. Types of Extortion Texts Fr. Pr. 

1 Physical Extortion 8 40.00% 

2 Blackmail 9 45.00% 

3 Sextortion 11 55.00% 

4 Ransomware Extortion 0 0.00% 

5 SE-Based Extortion 2 10.00% 

Total  30 150.00% 
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C. Results on establishing a Common Linguistic Pattern of 

Kurdish Direct Threats related to Extortion 

Considering O’Toole’s (2004) perspective on direct threats, 

it can be observed that Kurdish direct threats, particularly in the 

context of extortion, are also associated with conditional threats 

and represent a high level of danger due to their specific and 

plausible nature. Consequently, the data analysis results 

indicate that Kurdish direct threats exhibit a common linguistic 

pattern characterized by conditional structures, in which both 

the demands (actions or inactions) and the potential harmful 

outcomes are explicitly stated to pressure and intimidate 

victims into complying with the extortionists’ demands. 

To elaborate further, the extortionists’ demands in direct 

extortionate threats, which have been previously examined, are 

often expressed through directive acts within a hypothetical 

framework (e.g., “if you do (don’t do) X”). Meanwhile, the 

potential violent consequences are conveyed through 

commissive acts (e.g., “I will do Y”), emphasizing that the 

perpetrators will carry out their threats if their demands are not 

met. 

Based on the selected samples within this study, along with 

the case texts listed in the appendix (numbers 3,4,6,9,17) the 

general pattern of Kurdish direct threats in extortion texts 

mostly takes the form of conditional clauses such as “IF YOU 

DO (DO NOT DO) X, I WILL DO Y” or “IF X HAPPENS, I 

WILL DO Y.” In these expressions, ‘X’ represents the demands 

imposed by the perpetrators, while ‘Y’ signifies the undesirable 

outcomes that victims may face if they fail to comply. Notably, 

authors with various extortionate motivations within these 

direct threats utilize first-person singular constructions (e.g., “I 

will…”) followed by harmful performative verbs that involve 

actions such as killing, murdering, or damaging the victims’ 

reputations by revealing sensitive information. 

CONCLUSION 

In summary, the results of the data analysis indicate that 

threats related to extortion can be broadly classified into two 

main categories: direct and indirect threats. The findings show 

that while both types operate within extortion discourse, direct 

threats occur more frequently and are structurally more explicit, 

making them easier to detect linguistically. In contrast, indirect 

threats require more contextual interpretation and are less 

common. Additionally, the results suggest that sextortion is the 

most prevalent form of extortion in the dataset, mirroring larger 

trends in online and interpersonal coercion. 

The analysis reveals that most Kurdish direct threats in 

extortion texts are framed by aggressors using clear conditional 

structures. In these cases, the extortionists' demands are 

introduced through an "if" clause in which certain actions or 

inactions by the victims are directly linked to the negative 

consequences that may happen in the event of non-compliance.           

According to Searle’s speech act theory, these threats qualify 

as direct speech acts, primarily falling under the categories of 

both commissive and directive illocutionary acts. The 

perpetrators instruct the victims to comply with their demands 

while simultaneously indicating their intention to carry out the 

threat unless the demands are met. 

The frequent use of direct threats among extortionists in the 

Kurdish language may be attributed to their aim of achieving an 

immediate psychological impact on the victims, thereby 

amplifying fear and pressure to a point where the victim feels 

left with no option but to comply.  

Ultimately, the study underlines the importance of 

distinguishing between threat types and extortion categories 

when conducting forensic linguistic analysis. Each form 

exhibits unique linguistic markers that can aid in authorship 

attribution, legal classification, and investigative procedures.  

APPENDIX 

CASE TEXT NO.1     

منیش  ¹"ئەگەر لەمەودوا نەبی بە خۆشەویستم وەک پێشو ڕەفزم کەی،

نم ڕێک دەنگی لە دەنگی تۆ بچێ قسەی سێکسی لەگەڵ کچێک دەهێ

دواتر قسەکان دەخەمە سەر وێنەکانی  تۆ و بڵاوی ئەکەمەوە لە  ²دەکەم

تۆش بۆ خۆت  ⁴بۆ ئەوەی حەیات بچێ لە هەموو شارەکە. ³سۆشیاڵ میدیا

"⁵هەر ڕەفزم بەرێ.  

CASE TEXT NO.2 

"شیری بەری دایکم بەمن حەرامبێ¹ ئەگەر ڕۆژێک بەگریانەوە خۆت 

تێلت  بۆم نەکرد² بەس ئەوکات منیش ئەمڕۆت بیردەهێنمەوە³.  کۆتایی 

ئەم مەسەلەیە بەم شێوازەیە دڵنيابە⁴ خوێنی چەند کەسێک دەڕێژم و 

دەسگیردەکرێم⁵ یان ڕادەکەم⁶ یان من و چەند کەسێکی تر دەکوژرێ⁷ یان 

٩ ملێۆن دینارم پێدەدەن⁸ منیش قەرزەکان دەدەمەوەو ماڵەکەم 

 وەردەگرمەوە⁹ ئیتر کۆتایی بەمەسەلەکە دێت.¹⁰"

CASE TEXT NO.3 

تو خوت شةرت لةكةل مالةوة تانبوة راتكردوة بو  ¹"بةرةللا ي بي ساحب
ئةكةر تنازول لةودعوایة نةكات  ⁴بە باوكت بلي  ³تاواني من جي  ²شيلتةر

 ³كانةي ئةمرو نام بە خانوةكةتانةوةئةوا ئةو فیشة ⁵بكیریم لةسةر ئیوة
بةس بةربم ئةینیم  بة خوتانةوة هةموتان ئةكوژم لة پیش هةمویان 

".⁶تو.  

CASE TEXT NO.4 

تائەوڕۆژەی  ²لەمەولا دەقەوسانیە بەدواتەوەئەبم  ¹ەنزۆر چاک بزا"

درۆناکم سەرەتاخۆشم نەدەویست  ³دەست لەژنەکەت هەڵەگری بێکێشە.

چونکە وەک  ⁵ئامادەم خوێنی خۆمی لەسەر بڕێژم ⁴بەڵام ئێستا خۆشمەوێ

بڕۆ تاک بەتاکی نامەکانم  ⁶هاوسەری خۆم تەسەروفم لەگەڵ کردوە.

لە تۆو ئەوانيش بێ منتم کە بەدوای من  ⁷نيشانی دام ودەزگاکان بە

وادفنت  ⁹ خوێنی لێبێبەڵام ئەگەر یەک پەنجەی ئەو ئافرەتە  ⁸ئەگەڕێن

 ئەکەم هەرچوارپارچەی کوردستان بگەڕێن نەتدۆزنەوەونەتناسنەوە

.⁰¹"  



Journal of University of Human Development (JUHD)          

175 

 

JUHD  |  e-ISSN: 2411-7765  |   p-ISSN: 2411-7757  |  doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.21928/juhd.v12n2y2026.pp165-177 

CASE TEXT NO.5 

“Bzane chon heyat debem le naw mali xot u le shweni 

kareket¹ le pay ew hamu dro u desy desy krdnat be mn 

sebaret be zewajekeman.² Her em shew be simeki 

nenasraw qse legel kake **** u bawkt dekem³ u hemw 

wenekani toshyan bo denerm wek belge.⁴ Dwayish gleyi 

le xot bke.⁵” 

CASE TEXT NO.6     

ئەگەر ئەمڕۆ و   ¹ی باڕەکان. ****"چۆن بونەتە بەڵا بۆ گيانی ئێمە ق

دو پیاوتان  ²سبەی خۆت و کچەکەت خانوەەکەم بۆ چۆڵ نەکەن

خۆشم هەردوکتان  ³ئەگرم بەکرێ شڕو شیتاڵتان هە ڵبەنە دەرەوەو  بۆ

"⁴ئەکوژم بە یەکجاری لە کۆڵ دنیاتان ئەخەم.  

CASE TEXT NO.7     

یان  ¹یان ئەبێ طلاقى خوت لە مێردەكەت بسێنیت و من مارەت کەمۆ"

بەڵام بڕۆم بۆ  ²ەی جارێک گوێم لە دەنگت بێ هیجی ترم ناوێهەفت

خارج هەرچی فیلمی ڕوتی خۆمو خۆتە بڵاوی ئەکەمۆ  لە دنیایا حەیات 

⁴خۆشم تا ئەو ڕۆژەی ئەمرم سەرناکەمۆ بەم  وڵاتەیا. ³ئەبەم  

CASE TEXT NO.8  

ئەم کجە  ²لەبەر خواپێت ئەلێم وازیلێبێنە. ¹كوربم یان كچ كێشەی تۆنيە"

خۆت مەخە کێشە  ³حيزوبەرەڵایە بەکەڵکی تۆنایەت سەرت شۆڕ دەکا

وازیلێنەهێنی هەرچی  ⁵وازیلێبێنە ⁴تاهەتایە باجی ئەو بە قورسی ئەیەی.

ڕەسمە ڕوتەکانیەتی  دەینێرم بۆ خۆت وکەسو کارەکەت لە شەوی 

"⁶زاوایەتیت.  

CASE TEXT NO.9  

" ئەو منداڵەم دەوێت¹ هەر لە ئێستاوە قبوڵيکە دەبێت لای من بێت.²  ئەگەر 

ئەو منداڵە شتێکی لێبێت³ ئەوا خوێنی خۆت وباوکیشت دەخەیتە 

 جامەوە.⁴"

 

CASE TEXT NO.10  

 ¹ئةو پارةیە نةگاتة دةستمان ١١بو  ١٠:٣٠"سبةي شةو سةعات

دویني شةویش  ²وازناهینین تانةیكوژین.بةتةماي كورةكةت مةبة 

بةلام نابى بوليس و ئاسایش  ³خةفةربوى ئيستاش وا لةعيادةكةتي.

شوین ریگاي  ⁵قةینا دوو دفتر دولار بينة وازئةهينين. ⁴ئاگاداركةى

"⁶پ*****.  

CASE TEXT NO.11  

"تۆ گەمژەیت¹ وا ئەزانی من بەدرۆشت ئەڵێم.² هەمو شتێک لە بارەی 

ژیانتەوە ئەزانم³ چیتکردوە و چیت نەکردوە⁴ تەنانەت ڤیدیۆی ڕوتیشم 

گرتویت بێ ئەوەی ئاگاداربیت⁵ کەواتە ئەوەندە کەلەڕەق مەبە⁶ باتوشی 

کارەسات نەبیت.⁷ من نەمویست بێزارتکەم⁸  تەنها ویستم ئاگام لێتبێت 

هيچت بەسەر نەیەت.⁹ ڕۆژێک دێت لە کەمو کوڕی خۆت 

 تێبگەیت.¹⁰"     

CASE TEXT NO.12  

 

"هةموجاریك وةك جاري بيشو شانست نابي¹ لةبةرئةوة  بو اخر جار  

ئاگادارت ئةکةمةوة واز لةو خانوة بينة،² برو بەلای ژیانی  خوتةوة.³  

ئةگةرجاریكي ترباسى ئةو خانوة بكةیت،⁴ یةك فیشةكت بیوة دنیم 
 دةتنیرم بو ناو گور.⁵ ئيتر كجة نازداركشت بي دایك گةورة دةبي.⁶".

CASE TEXT NO.13 

بەڵام   ¹گيانەکەم من تۆم زۆر خۆشوێ ئەمەوێ هەميشە لەگەڵتبم

وەختە شێتبم  بەهۆی  ²تۆهەردەمەو بە بيانویەک خۆتم لێبەدورئەگریت

 ⁴. گوڵەکەم قەت حەزناکەم  توڕەتکەم بەڵام با هەميشە لە بيرتبێ³تۆوە

هەرچیت هەبووە  ⁵ئەگەر بتەوێ کۆتایی بەم پێوەندییەی نێوانمان بێنی

 ⁷بەڵام ئەگەر لەگەڵم بيت ⁶لەگەڵ ئ**** بەبەڵگەوە بەمێردەکەتی ئەڵێم

⁸هەمو نهێنيەکانت ئەپارێزم.  

CASE TEXT NO.14 

“Balle, Mn  hackarrm chuzanm to ket u chet.¹ Ba 

haramake xalk hack akam bo para.² Ta sahat 8 shaw 

chawarem³ yan 200$ karte korak bnera⁴  yan rasmakant 

post akret.⁵ Dway nardne paraka dlnyaba ba rekordawa 

hamu sht rash akretawa.⁶ Ka xot yaklay krdawa rasme 

kartakan bnera⁷ xom la online bot akam ba bitkoin⁸ 

awash hamu layak salamat abet.⁹” 

CASE TEXT NO.15 

“Bash bzana:¹ agar hata 48 katzhmeri tr bry 10 hazar 

dolar la shweni diarikraw nabe,² awa binarba la 

Facebook u TikTok hamu wena rutakanti tya blaw 

akamawa.³ Mabastm aw wenanaya ka lai xomawa screen 

shotm krdwn be awai bhelm hastipekait.⁴ Kai parakat 

hazrkrd nama bnera.⁵” 

CASE TEXT NO.16 

"لە کەیەوە بوی بەوژنە سکاڵا لەسەر برای من تۆمارکەی هەی بێ ئابڕو¹. 

تازوە تنازول لەسکاڵاکەت بکە² ئەگینا لە فەیسبوک  هەمو ڕەسمو ڤیدیۆ 

ڕوتانەی زو زو بۆتەگرتم  بڵاوەکەمەوە و سوکتەکەم لە ناوکەسوکارت³ 

 تەڵاقیشت ئەیەم بەتاوانی خیانەت.⁴"
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CASE TEXT NO.17 

ئەگەر و***ش دوکانەکە  ¹"غەڵەتی وانەکەیت سبەینێ دوکان کەیتەوە.

 "³من خوێنی و*** ئەڕێژم. ²کاتەوە،

 

CASE TEXT NO.18 
 

بە  ¹گە لام بو بنيره  هە مو ره سمو فيدیوكان  ده سرمە وه  وه عدبيت. ٤٠

جاوه ریم  بە یاني  ١٢تا سە عات  ²یاني خوم پيت ده ليم بو كوى بينيریت.

ئە گینا هە مو ره سم و ڤیدیو روتە كانت بو هە   ³پاره كە حازربیت باشە

⁴ە وه.رجي براده رتە ده ي نیرم بە خوا بە یاني بلاوي ده كە م  

CASE TEXT NO.19 

 شتۆخ رناەگەئ ²ێوەئ نارمید نێۆمل١٠٠ انی ¹ەیبدێپ تمەکەکچ ێبەئ انی

 ەڵگەل تەیکەل****  ئ یکار ەک رتەسەل ەیەمن إثباتاتم ه یزانەباش ئ

 فوەرەوش ەوەمەکەوڵاب انیموەه ³یەلا کانتمیۆدڤیو  ەنێو ²تر یاوانیپ

⁴.کەڵناو خ ەل مەبەئ وتڕئاب  

CASE TEXT NO.20 

 ١٠دانە کارتی  ٢٠بەیانی  ¹.بۆمعلوماتی خۆت پێش تۆ هاوڕێکەتم هاک کرد

هەمو  ٩³بەڵام یەک دەقە لابا لە  ٩²هەزاری کۆڕەکم ئەوێ پێش سەعات 

ناردیشت هەمویت بۆ ئەسڕمەوە بێ ئەوەی  ⁴ڕەسمەکانت پۆست ئەکەم

" ⁵کەس بزانێ.  
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