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Abstract 

Sitty Nur Khadijah, 1802050040, Verbal Abuse of Woman Politicians on 

Social Media : A Study of Natural Semantic Metalanguage. Skripsi. English 

Education Program Faculty of Teacher Training and Education. University 

of Muhammadiyah Sumatera utara (UMSU), Medan 2022. 

 

 
This study describes the categories and meanings of hate speech that found 

in the comments section on social media of woman politicians. In this study, the 

theory of Natural Semantic Metalanguage was applied. The data used is in the form 

of written data that is accessed on online media through the listening method and 

analyzed using the agih method. The results showed that there were two categories 

of hate speech in the comments column on social media, namely (1) 'X said 

something bad to Y because X wanted Y to FEEL something bad' (such as insulting, 

cussing, denouncing, underestimate, quipped, mocking, challenging, and 

threatening), and (2) 'X said something to Y because X wanted something bad to 

HAPPEN to Y' (such as accusing and provoking). The verb meaning of speech is 

formed by the original meaning of SAYING, FEELING, WANTING, THINKING, 

and HAPPENING formed in the semantic structures of 'X says something to Y', 'X 

says this because X wants something', 'X thinks like this', and 'X says something 

like this'. 

 

 
Keywords: Hate Speech, Categorization, Meaning, and Meaning Components 
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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

 

 
A. The Background of The Study 

 

The rapid development of technology makes life easier. One of them is the 

use of the Internet. From among children to adults almost the average use of the 

Internet every day. It is not uncommon for people today to spend their time with 

their mobile phones. With the advent of various social media sites such as 

Instagram, Facebook, Twitter, and TikTok make users free to do anything in the 

virtual world, and the most common problem is comments that assume hate 

speech. 

According to (Permatasari & Subyantoro, 2020) Hate speech refers to acts 

of provocation, instigation, insults, blasphemy, defamation, and the propagation 

of false information about race, skin color, gender, ethnicity, physical disability, 

sexual orientation, citizenship, religion, and other topics by individuals or 

groups. Acts of spreading hate speech can be done through various media, 

according to (POLRI, 2015) on hate speech, including: a) In the oration of 

campaign activities: b) Banners; Social media networks; c) Public expression 

of opinion (demonstration); d) Discourse on religion; e) Print and electronic 

mass media; and f) Pamphlets. 

Instagram and Tiktok are two of the most popular applications among social 

media users right now. Haters and lovers are two words that social media users 
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are familiar with. Haters are characteristics that a speaker possesses in order 

to dislike a figure or community in relation to the activity performed, whereas 

lovers are characteristics possessed by individuals in order to appreciate a figure 

or community in relation to the activity performed. 

The ability to comment on each account without regard for the 

consequences leads to social media users who are unconcerned about the 

consequences. They take advantage of their freedom to free speech by speaking 

freely without respect for the norms that already exist in their community 

(Sabrina Claudia & Juniarto Wibowo, 2021). 

According to (Widayati, 2018), the importance of knowing the difference 

between freedom of expression and hate speech is tied to guarantees. The right 

to freedom of expression, including oral, written, and visual expressions, is 

controlled and protected by the Republic of Indonesia's Constitution of 1945 

(UUD RI 1945). 

The impact of hate speech will not only be felt by each individual, but the 

impact of this can also be felt by groups or communities. Spreaders of hate 

speech on social media mostly use pseudonyms for their accounts with the aim 

of avoiding being identified. 

To overcome the challenge, Anna Wierzbicka pioneered a theory of Natural 

Semantic Metalangauge that can be applied (1996). Yulistia Monica Putri 

(2020) completed previous research titled "Ujaran Kebencian Pada Spanduk 

Demonstrasi Mahasiswa: Kajian Semantik." The findings of his investigation 

show that In the student demonstration banner, there are three categories of hate 
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speech: (1) „X said something bad to Y because X wants Y to FEEL something 

bad‟ (e.g., insulting, cursing, denouncing, disparaging, insinuating, mocking, 

challenging, and threatening), and (2) „X said something bad to Y because X 

wants something bad to HAPPEN to Y.‟ (e.g., accusing, and incriting). The 

default meanings of SAYING, FEELING, WANTING, THINKING, and 

HAPPENING in the semantis structure of 'X says something to Y,' 'X says 

something because X wants something,' 'X thinks like this,' and 'X says 

something like this' form the meaning of speech verbs. 

Based on the description above, the study focused on Natural Semantic 

Metalanguage. Researchers took from comments on social media that contained 

hate speech of woman politicians. Therefore, researchers applied the title in this 

study, sourced on a problem that is commensurate, namely "Verbal Abuse of 

Woman Politicians on Social Media: A Study of Natural Semantic 

Metalanguage". 

 
 

B. The Identification of Problem 

 

The problems of this research can be stated as follows : 

 

1. Hate speech of woman politicians in the comments section on social 

media 

2. Hate speech examines Natural Semantic Metalanguage 

 

 
 

C. The Scope and Limitation 
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The scope of the study is a Hate Speech of Woman Politicians on Social 

Media and the limitation of the study is Social Media TikTok and Instagram. 

 
 

D. The Formulation of The Problem 

 

The problems of this research are formulate as follows : 

 
1. What is Semantic categorizations in hate speech of woman 

politicians on social media? 

2. How to describe verbal language in hate speech of woman 

politicians on social media? 

 
 

E. The Objective of the Study 

 

The Objectives of the study are stated as follows : 
 

1. To determine the Semantic categorization in hate speech of woman 

politicians on social media 

2. To describe of the verbal language in hate speech of woman 

politicians on social media 

 
 

F. The Significance of The Study 

 

The significance of the research as follows : 

 

1. Theoretically 
 

The results of this study are expected to make a special contribution 

to increase knowledge of Natural Semantic Metalanguage especially 

in hate speech. 
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2. Practically 

 

a. The results of this study are expected to provide knowledge and 

references to readers about hate speech in the study of Natural 

Semantic Metalanguage, and can provide motivation to conduct 

Natural Semantic Metalanguage research with different objects. 

b. The results of this study are expected to be a reference in 

teaching and learning about Natural Semantic Metalanguage 

especially in hate speech. 



 

 

 

CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF LITERATURE 

 

 
A. Theoretical Framework 

 

1. Hate Speech 

 

Hate speech is defined as a word, conduct, writing, or performance that is 

illegal because it has the potential to provoke acts of violence and prejudice, 

whether by the perpetrator or the victim of the action (Cahyani, 2019). Individuals 

and groups are the two sorts of people who are the focus of hate speech. Hate speech 

directed against an individual is known as individual target hate speech, but hate 

speech directed at a group, association, or community is known as target group hate 

speech (Tjahyanti, 2020). 

Hate speech has a complicated relationship with freedom of expression, 

individual, group, and minority rights, as well as values like dignity, volume, 

equality, and context. From both the standpoint of the partner's speech/listener and 

the perspective of the speakers, hate speech as a negative feeling overflowing 

through these words can be seen (Subyantoro & Apriyanto, 2020). Hate speech is 

extremely detrimental to both the speakers and the victims. Speakers who are not 

legally literate can, of course, face prison sentences. Hate speech victims may 

experience physical and mental problems as a result of their ordeal (Fitrianingrum 

et al., 2020). Haters, on the other hand, have a negative impact. Haters is an English 

term that literally means "a person who despises." Hate speech is defined as any 
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statement, conduct, writing, or performance that has the potential to provoke acts 

of violence. Prejudice on the part of either the criminal or the victim. 

When it comes to technological advancements, the emergence of facilities is a 

good example. Because social media is a public area that is interactive, many 

notices regarding the formation of language crimes in the form of hate speech are 

becoming more common in this digital age (Ramadani, n.d.). These days, hate 

speech directed at a specific person or group of people is gaining a lot of attention. 

Hate speech is increasingly being debated on social media through posts. Many 

internet users (netizens) share a post (pictures, photos, videos, sounds, and words) 

containing hate speech that results in insults, defamation, blasphemy, and other 

forms of harassment (Teologi, 2020). 

Table 1.1 

Forms of speech 

 

No. Forms of hate speech Indicators 

1 Provocation 1. People who are enraged or the masses. 

2. Actions have a clear goal or objective in 

mind. 

2 Insults 1. People or institutions who have offended 

you. 

2. People or institutions are degraded. 

3 Blasphemy 1. Make the institution or SARA look bad. 

2. It makes you feel heartbroken. 

4 Defamation 1. Using the real item to taint a good name. 

2. The alleged event is not true. 

3. Make other people feel uneasy. 
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5 Spread of hoaxes 1) Present others with incorrect information. 

2) Creating a stir. 

3) Acts that are harmful to the opposite party 

 

 

Table 1.1 in the form of speech according to (Permatasari & Subyantoro, 

2020). 

 
 

2. Woman Politicians 

 

Women's political engagement has risen dramatically, notably in terms of 

voting (Ahmad et al., 2019). Indonesia has constructed an electoral system that 

places a premium on individual candidate campaigning and in which political 

parties often provide little help to candidates. Candidates form their own campaign 

teams (dubbed "Success teams") and depend on their connections to established 

social networks to contact voters (Aspinall et al., 2021). Woman politicians may 

help to debunk gender stereotypes, push legislation that remove official and 

informal barriers to women's participation, and serve as role models for present and 

future generations of women (Hessami & da Fonseca, 2020). 

Women have reaped significant benefits from the internet and new technology, 

both in terms of power and visibility, as well as access and opportunity, but they 

are also vulnerable to abuse in the digital realm. The contents and widespread use 

of social media have not only reinforced existing forms of violence against women, 

but have also given rise to new instruments for threatening and harming women, 

both offline and online (Van Der Wilk, 2018). 
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In Indonesia, there is currently rampant blasphemy or hate speech to ministers, 

one of them is the minister of employment (Ida Fauziyah) and the minister of 

finance (Sri Mulyani). Because Ida Fauziyah made a decision by delaying the 

disbursement of JHT at the age of 56 years which resulted in the rule drew criticism 

and negative comments. In addition, Sri Mulyani also reaped Pro and Cons 

comments. Because Sri Mulyani compares the difference in hard work in Indonesia 

with abroad. 

 
 

3. Social Media 

 

Social media refers to any medium or platform that enables individuals to be 

social or become social online by creating/sharing material, news, images, videos, 

and so on with others (Taprial & Kanwar, 2017). Initially, social media was merely 

used to pass the time by conversing, exchanging experiences, and so on. Along with 

the introduction of an easy-to-access internet, the media mushroomed into a million 

users (Risnawati et al., 2019). If many social media users of various ages such as 

facebook accounts, twitter, instagram, path, whatsapp, line take precedence, both in 

the process of communication and information acquisition, compared to the era 

before understanding the growth of digital technology (Umroh, 2019). The 

increased use of social media and online news sites from year to year is giving rise 

to a new phenomena. Everyone is allowed to post anything they want on their social 

media sites (Juditha, 2017). A huge number of people Social networks frequently 

lead to unregulated speech, with many netizens using harsh language (Tjahyanti, 

2020). 
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4. Natural Semantic Metalanguage 

 

Natural Semantic Metalanguage (NSM) is a theory that focuses on 

deconstructing the meaning of words until the core meanings are found. Goddard 

(2008) explained that Natural semantic metalanguage is a system that deconstructs 

meaning by using the universally accepted semantic primes (p. 1). This means that 

it is a tool in finding the core meaning of words. This also means that it used 

something that is universally accepted which are the semantic primes. Goddard 

(2002: 7) also explained that Natural semantic metalanguage is a tool which is used 

to define something that is indefinable. This shows that there is no such thing as 

indefinable words in this words, this is because there is a theory called Natural 

semantic metalanguage that can be used to crack the code on what is supposed to 

be indefinable (Rannas & Rosa, 2020). 

According to (Subiyanto, 2011), the Natural semantic metalanguage theory 

proposed by Wierzbicka (1996) and his adherents, including (Goddard, 1996), is 

intended to replicate all meanings, both meanings. Meaning might be lexical, 

grammatical, or ilociate. The Natural semantic metalanguage theory's core premise 

is that meaning analysis will be discrete and complete, in the sense that any 

complicated meaning may be described without the need to travel around in circles 

and without residue in connection with other discrete meanings (Goddard, 1994: 2; 

1996:24; Wierzbicka, 1996:10). Natural semantic metalanguage is built on 

reductive paralanguage, and reductive paralanguage presupposes the existence of 

semantic primes: irreducible terminal parts of the reductive process (Goddard & 

Wierzbicka, 2014). According to (Goddard, 2008) the Natural Semantic 



11 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Metalanguage (NSM) is a decompositional method of meaning representation 

based on experimentally established universal semantic primes, that is, basic 

indefinable meanings that appear to exist as recognizable word-meanings in all 

languages (Wierzbicka 1996; Goddard and Wierzbicka eds 2002). Natural semantic 

metalanguage theory was pioneered by Anna Wierzbicka (1991, 1992, 1996) and 

has been developed for more than three decades with the help of his coworkers, the 

most important of whom is Cliff Goddard (1994, 1996a). Natural semantic 

metalanguage theory originated as a lexical meaning analysis approach based on 

reductive paraphrasing; that is, the meaning of complicated words is exclicated with 

simpler, easier-to-understand ones. The use of reductive paraphrasing approaches 

tries to prevent the investigation of muddled and ambiguous meanings (Mulyadi & 

Siregar, 2006). 

Natural semantic metalanguage theory excels in two areas for practical 

applications. First, all teak speakers accept natural semantic metalanguage since 

paraphrasing their meaning is framed in a metalanguage borrowed from natural 

language. Second, the representation of meaning in natural semantic metalanguage 

is constantly subject to correction and alteration (Mulyadi & Siregar, 2006). The 

Natural semantic metalanguage theory can discern hate speech. This theory seeks 

basic universal ideas for evaluating component meaning in depth. Paraphrasing 

strategies are used to examine the meaning component. The Natural semantic 

metalanguage theory. For example, plays a role in categorizing data as hate speech 

based on similarities in its properties. Sentences like 'Menteri konyol semenjak RI 

merdeka', 'Disini gak cuman asetnya tidur, tapi dpr juga tidur'. It can be argued 
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that it includes insulting, ridiculing, berating, swearing, and suggesting. These 

forms have similar meanings but differ in their semantic properties. Natural 

semantic language theory is necessary to classify these kinds. This hypothesis can 

help to reduce the disparity in assumptions between people, because the information 

is presented in as simple a manner as possible using natural language. Natural 

semantic metalanguage theory is also inseparable from the concepts of Original 

Meaning, Polysemi, and Syntactic Universal Meaning (Mulyadi & Siregar, 2006). 

 
 

4.1 Original Meaning 

 

Original Meaning is the immutable meaning that a person has inherited from 

birth. The Original meaning can be explained in natural language. The description 

of meaning has at least a meaning field and intuitively related words have the same 

meaning field and the word meaning is analyzed based on its components. 

 
 

Table 1.2 

Original Meaning Categories 

 

Original Meaning Categories Original Meaning 

Substansives I, You, Someone, Something, People 

Determiners This, The same, Other 

Quantifiers One, Two, Many, All 

Mental predicates Think, Know, Want, Feel 

Speech Say 

Actions and Events Do, Happen 

Evaluators Good, Bad 
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Descriptors Big, Small 

Time When, Before, After 

Space Where, Under, Above 

Partonomy and taxonomy Part (of), Kind (of) 

Metapredicates Not, Can, Very 

Interclausal linkers If, Because, Like 

 

 

Table 1.2 in the Original meaning categories according to (Goddard & 

Wierzbicka, 2014). 

 
 

4.2 Polysemi 

 

Polysemi is used in the sense that a single lexical form represents two distinct 

"original meaning." Because the exponents have separate grammatical frames, there 

is no compositional link between them in this scenario. According to Goddard 

(1996a: 31), two of the most effective "noncompositional relationships" are 

"entailment-like interactions" and "implicational relationships." DO/OCCUR AND 

DO/OCCUR include the phrase "relationship that resembles meaning." From the 

perspective of the "patient," a person who does something to someone or something 

to something may be seen; for example, if X DOES SOMETHING ON Y, 

SOMETHING HAPPENS TO Y. The distinction between DOING and 

HAPPENING is that DOING requires two referential arguments, but HAPPENING 

just requires one. "Implication relationships" exist between the exponents OF 
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OCCUR and FEEL; for example, if X FEELS SOMETHING, SOMETHING 

HAPPENS TO X. 

 
 

4.3 Syntactic universal meaning 

 

The syntax of the universal semantic metalanguage is interpreted in strictly 

combinatorial terms, with the hypothesis that there is a collection of universal 

patterns that the lexical primitives can combine according to (Goddard, 1999). 

Wierzbicka established a grammar of universal meaning in the late 1980s, claiming 

that meaning has a very complicated structure and is not solely made up of basic 

pieces. The universal meaning syntax is a combination of the default meaning 

lexicon components that make up the proposition simple according to its 

morphostactic device (Mulyadi & Siregar, 2006). 

Paraphrasing strategies are used to create semantis structures in Natural 

semantic metalanguage theory. 

According to Wierzbicka (1996), the following guidelines should be followed: 

 

1) When paraphrasing, a number of original meaning must be combined. 

 

2) Paraphrasing can be accomplished by utilizing language-specific 

components. 

3) When paraphrasing phrases, the semantis rule must be followed. 

 

4) To make things easy to grasp, paraphrasing should employ a basic 

meaning. 

5) When paraphrasing sentences, particular intonation and space are 

required. 
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The relationship of the three concepts in the study of meaning is summarized 

as the following scheme. 
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Table 1.3 

Natural semantic Metalanguage concept scheme 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Table 1.3 in the Natural semantic metalanguage concept scheme according to 

(Mulyadi & Siregar, 2006) 

 
 

5. Categorization of semantics 

 

There are two categories of hate speech contained in the social media comment 

field, namely (1) X said something bad (on Y) because X wants Y to feel something 

bad and (2) X says something bad (on Y) because X wants something bad to happen 

to Y. Target hatred, namely the minister of employment (Ida Fauziyah), the minister 

of finance (Sri Mulyani) and and the speaker of the House of Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia (Puan Maharani). 

a. X says something bad (on Y) because X wants Y to feel something bad 
 

Verbs that fall into this category are insulting, cussing, mocking, quipped, 

underestimate, threatening, denouncing, and challenging. The verb is formed from 

the polysemy of SAY/FEEL. Testing is carried out by testing several verbs into 

Original 

Meaning 

Polysemi Syntactic universal 

meaning 

Original 

Meaning 

Semantic 



17 
 

 

 

 

 

 

several different sentences so that thegrammaticity of the sentences easier to 

understand. Consider the following data tests. 

1) “Menteri nggak ada otak”. 
 

𝐼𝑛𝑠𝑢𝑙𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑔 
2) Social media users [𝐷𝑒𝑛𝑜𝑢𝑛𝑐𝑖𝑛𝑔] to the Minister of Employment (Ida 

𝐶𝑢𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑔 
 

Fauziyah). 

 

1) “Dasar pejabat gak punya prestasi”. 
 

 
2) Social media users [ 

 

Fauziyah). 

𝑀𝑜𝑐𝑘𝑖𝑛𝑔 
𝑄𝑢𝑖𝑝𝑝𝑒𝑑 

𝑈𝑛𝑑𝑒𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑒 

 
] to the Minister of Employment (Ida 

 

1) “Ini mentri berani ngomong sm mic doang.. coba ngomong di monas depan 

rakyat soal gaji di Indonesia ketinggian sm Jht ambilnya nanti umur 56… 

berani kaga”. 

2) Social media users [
𝐶ℎ𝑎𝑙𝑙𝑒𝑛𝑔𝑖𝑛𝑔 

] to the Minister of Employment (Ida 
𝑇ℎ𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑖𝑛𝑔 

 

Fauziyah). 
 

1) “Menteri teromong kosong di dunia. Semuanya lo pajakin” 
 

2) Social media users [ 
𝐼𝑛𝑠𝑢𝑙𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑔

 
𝐷𝑒𝑛𝑜𝑢𝑛𝑐𝑖𝑛𝑔 

] to the Minister of finance (Sri Mulyani). 

 

1) “huu… bacot loe bu.. buktinya loe cuma bisa cari utangan doang...” 
 

2) Social media users [ 
𝑀𝑜𝑐𝑘𝑖𝑛𝑔

 
𝑈𝑛𝑑𝑒𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑒 

] to the Minister of finance (Sri 

 

Mulyani). 

 

1) “Puan Maharani setaan” 
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𝐼𝑛𝑠𝑢𝑙𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑔 
2) Social media users [𝐷𝑒𝑛𝑜𝑢𝑛𝑐𝑖𝑛𝑔] to the speaker of the House of 

𝐶𝑢𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑔 
 

Representatives of the Republic of Indonesia (Puan Maharani). 

 

1) “Dewan abal-abal” 
 

 
2) Social media users [ 

𝑀𝑜𝑐𝑘𝑖𝑛𝑔 
𝑄𝑢𝑖𝑝𝑝𝑒𝑑 

𝑈𝑛𝑑𝑒𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑒 

 
] to the speaker of the House of 

 

Representatives of the Republic of Indonesia (Puan Maharani). 
 

1) “mau muntah paku apa muntah beling bu??” 
 

3) Social media users [
𝐶ℎ𝑎𝑙𝑙𝑒𝑛𝑔𝑖𝑛𝑔 

] to the speaker of the House of 
𝑇ℎ𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑖𝑛𝑔 

 

Representatives of the Republic of Indonesia (Puan Maharani). 

 

 

b. X says something bad (on Y) because X wants something bad to happen to Y 

The verbs that fall into this category are accusing and provoking. Both of these 

verbs are formed from the polysemy of SAY/HAPPEN. Take a look at the data 

below. 

1) “Fixx… dipake dananyaaa..! Gua sumpahin makan nanah panas lu pada di 

neraka”. 

2) Social media users  [ 
𝐴𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑔 

] to the Minister of Employment (Ida 
𝑃𝑟𝑜𝑣𝑜𝑘𝑖𝑛𝑔 

 

Fauziyah). 

 

1) “makanin aja trs duit haram kumpulin aja harta di dunia pngn tau mati ny 

kek mana”. 
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2) Social media users [ 
𝐴𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑔 

] to the speaker of the House of 
𝑃𝑟𝑜𝑣𝑜𝑘𝑖𝑛𝑔 

 

Representatives of the Republic of Indonesia (Puan Maharani). 

 

 
 

5.1 Meaning of Hate Speech Verbs 

 

1) Insulting, denouncing and cussing 

 

Insulting is a commendable act that attacks a person's good name or honor, 

by demeaning, expressing disgrace or giving an inappropriate designation to 

someone in public with the aim of making it known by the crowd and for that 

person to feel ashamed. Denouncing can be interpreted as opening someone's 

ulcers because it exposes stains and shortcomings, tends to criticize and 

condemn. Cussing according to the Big dictionary of Indonesian (KBBI) is to 

say vile, inappropriate, less customary words to express anger or irritation. 

2) Mocking, Quipped, Underestimate 

 

Mocking according to the Big dictionary of Indonesian (KBBI), the 

meaning of the word mocking is to make fun (laugh, insinuate) to insult. 

Another meaning of mocking is to play with behavior. Quipped according to 

the Big Dictionary of Indonesian (KBBI), the meaning of the word satirical is 

to criticize (denounce, mock, and so on) someone indirectly or not frankly. 

Underestimate according to the Big Indonesian Dictionary (KBBI), the 

meaning of the word dismissive is to demean, ignore, look down on it for 

granted. 

3) Challenging and Threatening 
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Challenging According to the Big Indonesian Dictionary (KBBI), the 

meaning of the word challenging is to invite fight (compete, fight). Threatening 

according to the Big Dictionary of Indonesian (KBBI), threatening is to express 

an intention (intention, plan) to do something that harms, complicates, troubles, 

or harms the other party. 

4) Accusing and Provoking 

 

Accusing according to the Big Indonesian Dictionary (KBBI), the meaning 

of the word a ccuse is to point and say that someone is doing less well. 

Provoking according to the Big Indonesian Dictionary (KBBI), the meaning of 

the word provoking is an act to arouse anger, an act of inciting. 

 
 

B. Relevant of The Study 

 

The hate speech studies of Natural semantic metalanguage relevant to this 

study are research from Yulistia Monica Putri (2020) in the form of thesis entitled 

“Ujaran Kebencian Pada Spanduk Demonstrasi Mahasiswa: Kajian Semantik”. In 

this study applied the theory of Natural Semantic Metalange. The data used in the 

form of written data accessed on online media through the method of viewing and 

analyzed with using the agih method. The results showed that there were three hate 

speech catechories in student demonstration banners, namely (1) 'X say something 

bad to Y because X wants Y to FEEL something bad' (e.g., insulting, cursing, 

denouncing, denouncing, belittling, satirizing, mocking, challenging, and 

threatening), and (2) 'X said something to Y because X wanted something bad to 

HAPPEN to Y' (for example, accusing, and prosecuting). The meaning of speech 
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verbs is formed by the default meanings SAY, FEEL, WANT, THINK, and 

HAPPEN formed in the semantis structure of 'X says something to Y', 'X says this 

because X wants something', 'X thinks like this', and 'X says something like this'. 

The study of hate speech in the mass media has been discussed by several 

researchers including (Cahyani, 2019) “Digital Literacy of Lecturers As Whatsapp 

Group Users in Spreading Hoax Informations and Hate Speech”, (Juditha, 2017) 

“HATESPEECH in ONLINE MEDIA”, (Mawarti, 2018) “FENOMENA HATE 

SPEECH Dampak Ujaran Kebencian”, (Permatasari & Subyantoro, 2020) “Ujaran 

Kebencian Facebook Tahun 2017-2019”, (Ramadani, n.d.) “Ujaran kebencian 

netizen Indonesia dalam kolom komentar Instagram selebgram Indonesia”, 

(Risnawati et al., 2019) “Penggunaan Bahasa dalam Berkomentar Bermuatan 

Kebencian dan Hinaan Di Media Sosial Instagram dan Twitter”, (Sabrina Claudia 

& Juniarto Wibowo, 2021) “Ujaran Kebencian Warganet Pada Akun Instagram 

BWF (Badminton World Federation)”, (Subyantoro & Apriyanto, 2020) 

“Impoliteness in Indonesian Language Hate Speech on Social Media Contained in 

the Instagram Account”, and (Umroh, 2019) “Ujaran Kebencian (Hate Speech) 

pada Jejaring Media Sosial”. 

 

 
C. Conceptual Framework 

 

In this section, the researchers discuss the hate speech of woman politicians on 

social media first. Second, the researchers focused on the categorization of Natural 

Semantic Metalanguage. Then, to describe of Natural Semantic Metalanguage in 

hate speech of woman politicians on social media. 
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CHAPTER III 

METHODOLOGY OF RESEARCH 

 

 
A. Research Design 

 

Descriptive qualitative methods were used in this study, researchers 

categorized and described the study of Natural semantic metalanguage. Moleong 

(2012: 4) qualitative research is a procedure in research that produces descriptive 

data in the form of written or oral words from the behavior of people who can be 

observed. 

 
 

B. Source Data 

 
The subjects of this study used primary and secondary data. Primary data is 

taken from comments containing hate speech on social media that are TikTok and 

Instagram column. While secondary data is taken from journals, books, and thesis 

that have relevance to research and can strengthen data. 

 

 
C. Technique of Collecting Data 

 
The listening approach is employed in data collecting. According to 

Sudaryanto (2015: 203), listening entails attentively reading the source of textual 

material connected to the presumption of hate speech.In this research, the method 

of collecting data used the technique of Simak bebas libat cakap (SLBC). Then 
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continued with the technique of recording, namely recording examples of sentences 

that are assumed to contain hate speech that is used as material from this study. 

This study also employs the literature method, which entails conducting 

research by reviewing some research data on Natural semantic metalanguage theory 

and related words (polysemi), also known in semantics as collocation (the 

relationship of words with other words that can be traced in the environment using 

sentences), with speech verbs, and then the author paraphrases them into the 

original meaning. 

More detailed speech verbs are grouped based on their characteristics. The 

characteristics of hate speech verbs are reviewed in terms of actions (good and bad). 

Take a look at the verb below. 

(7) “Menteri konyol semenjak RI merdeka” 

 
(8) “Indonesia tidak kekurangan orang pintar tapi indonesia krisis orang 

Jujur” 

(7a)    Social media users curse/criticize silly Minister 

 
(8a) “Indonesia tidak kekurangan orang pintar tapi indonesia krisis orang 

Jujur” criticism/cursing social media users to the Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah). 

In example (7a) the cursing verb is a verb that has a bad action while the 

example (8a) of the verb criticizes the character of good actions. In the example 

(7a) marked with the word 'Konyol' intended for the Minister of employment (Ida 

Fauziyah). While the example (8a) is marked by the phrase „Indonesia tidak 
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kekurangan orang pintar tapi indonesia krisis Orang Jujur' which intends to 

convey the good aspirations of social media users to the Minister of employment 

(Ida Fauziyah). 

 

 
D. Technique of Data Analysis 

 

The agih approach was used to analyze data in this study. The agih approach, 

according to Sudaryanto 1993:15 in (Aplrilia, 2017) is a method that use the 

determinants of the section of the language in question that is the study's target 

object. This research uses advanced techniques from the agih method, namely the 

substitution technique and the expanding technique. Substitution technique is a 

technique of data analysis by investigating the alignment of lingual units. This 

technique is used to determine the level of similarity of classes or categories. Then, 

the expanding technique is the technique of expanding the lingual unit with certain 

elements. This technique is useful for expanding vocabulary. 

Take a look at the data below: 
 

(9) “Semoga Ida Fauziah hidupnya tenang di alam baka sana” 

 

(9a)    “Semoga Menteri hidupnya tenang di alam baka sana” 

 

From the two examples of substitution techniques above, you can see words 

replacing each other. 

(10) “Menteri-menteri Jokowi ga ada obat, PARAH SEMUA GA ADA YG 

SEHAT” 

(10a) “Menteri-menteri Jokowi di Indonesia ga ada obat, PARAH SEMUA GA 

ADA YG SEHAT” 
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From the two examples of expansion techniques above can be seen 

expanded words. 



 

 

 

 

 

BAB IV 

 
RESULT AND DISCUSSION 

 

A. Result 

 

The research data was collected from comments to ministers and the speaker 

of the House of Representatives of the Republic of Indonesia on social media. 

Researchers focused on sentences containing semantic types of categories in the 

comment. 

There are two categories of hate speech found in the social media comment 

section, namely (1) X said something bad (on Y) because X wanted Y to feel 

something bad and (2) X said something bad (on Y) because X wanted something 

bad to happen to Y. Target of hatred, namely the minister of manpower (Ida 

Fauziyah) the minister of finance (Sri Mulyani), and the speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the Republic of Indonesia (Puan Maharani). 

(1). X said something bad (on Y) because X wanted Y to feel something bad 

Verbs that fall into this category are insulting, cussing, mocking, quipped, 

underestimate, threatening, denouncing, and challenging. The verb is formed from 

the polysemy of SAY/FEEL. Testing is carried out by testing several verbs into 

several different sentences so that thegrammaticity of the sentences easier to 

understand. Consider the following data tests. 

1.1 “Menteri nggak ada otak”. 
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𝐼𝑛𝑠𝑢𝑙𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑔 
1.2 Social media users [𝐷𝑒𝑛𝑜𝑢𝑛𝑐𝑖𝑛𝑔] to the Minister of Employment (Ida 

𝐶𝑢𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑔 
 

Fauziyah). 

 

On the data (1.2) the verb insults, denouncing, cussing the sentence. social 

media users say "Menteri nggak ada otak" with a feeling of anger. The sentence 

can be interpreted as an insult. The insulting verb for the data (1.2) because the 

statement of a social media user saying "Menteri nggak ada otak" is a form of insult 

that social media users do to the Minister. Social media users felt so angry that he 

dared to say such a thing. The use of the word no brain is a vocabulary that has a 

very rough value. Verba denouncing that social media users had seen something 

bad from the Minister, because of something bad it was, social media users 

denounced the Minister. Verba cussing because the sentence was stated to vent 

emotions as a form of annoyance of social media users towards the Minister's 

impartial performance to the people. Based on this explanation, it can be concluded 

that the three verbs belong to the same group because they are grammatical and can 

be understood in meaning when inserted into the sentence. Also pay attention to the 

data in the following. 

2.1 “Dasar pejabat gak punya prestasi”. 
 

 
2.2 Social media users [ 

 

Fauziyah). 

𝑀𝑜𝑐𝑘𝑖𝑛𝑔 
𝑄𝑢𝑖𝑝𝑝𝑒𝑑 

𝑈𝑛𝑑𝑒𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑒 

 
] to the Minister of Employment (Ida 

 

On the data (2.2) mocking, quipped, and underestimate verbs the sentence. 

Social media users say Dasar pejabat gak punya prestasi because social media 
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users want the Minister to feel something bad. The sentence contains ridicule, 

sarcasm, and disdain. Verba mocking because social media users said Dasar 

pejabat gak punya prestasi. That is, social media users mocked the Minister by 

saying that the Minister did not have a successful achievement in governing. 

Quipped verb is for sentence (2.2) because social media users satirized by thinking 

the Minister was inappropriate to be made an official for having no achievements. 

The sentence contains an element of underestimate because social media users 

consider the rules issued by the minister to be unnatural. This is what causes 

annoyance social media users on the minister. Also pay attention to the data below. 

3.1 Ini mentri berani ngomong sm mic doang.. coba ngomong di monas depan 

rakyat soal gaji di Indonesia ketinggian sm Jht ambilnya nanti umur 56… 

berani kaga. 

3.2 Social media users [
𝐶ℎ𝑎𝑙𝑙𝑒𝑛𝑔𝑖𝑛𝑔 

] to the Minister of Employment (Ida 
𝑇ℎ𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑖𝑛𝑔 

 

Fauziyah). 
 

Verbs are challenging and threatening on data (3.2). The data contains 

challenging and threatening meanings. Social media users challenged the minister 

because during the demonstration, the Minister did not reveal himself and is just 

inside the building. Therefore, social media users are challenging the minister to 

come out to meet the people. Since the minister insisted on not going out, social 

media users said something to threaten the minister. From the sentence, "Ini mentri 

berani ngomong sm mic doang.. coba ngomong di monas depan rakyat soal gaji di 

Indonesia ketinggian sm Jht ambilnya nanti umur 56… berani kaga.", it is clear that 

social media users are indeed very upset and emotional towards the minister. Both 
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of these verbs are included in SAY/FEEL polysemy because challenging and 

threatening verbs have the illocutionary purpose of the speaker saying something 

bad because the speaker wants the speaker to feel something bad. The bad things 

that speakers want are still limited to words, not actions that are already harmful. 

Therefore, the speaker will feel something bad from speaker's words. 

Based on the description above, it can be seen that the verbs in the data (1.2), 

(2.2), and (3.2) have the same illocutionary goal 'X said something bad (to Y) 

because X wanted Y to feel something bad'. The eight verbs above, namely 

insulting, denouncing, cussing, mocking, quipped, underestimate, challenging, and 

threatening are in one group. Even though the analysis of the verbs is carried out in 

different sentences, they are still in the same polysemy, namely SAY/FEEL. 

(2). X says something bad (on Y) because X wants something bad to happen to Y 

The verbs that fall into this category are accusing and provoking. Both of these 

verbs are formed from the polysemy of SAY/HAPPEN. Take a look at the data 

below. 

 

4.1 “Fixx… dipake dananyaaa..! Gua sumpahin makan nanah panas lu pada di 

neraka”. 

4.2 Social media users  [ 
𝐴𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑔 

] to the Minister of Employment (Ida 
𝑃𝑟𝑜𝑣𝑜𝑘𝑖𝑛𝑔 

 

Fauziyah). 

 

The two verbs accuse and provoke are synonymous and have a purpose 

 

the same illocutionary i.e. 'X said something bad (to Y) because X wanted 

something bad to happen to Y'. Verbs accuse and provoke in the data (4.2) because 
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the sentence “Fixx… dipake dananyaaa..! Gua sumpahin makan nanah panas lu 

pada di neraka" contains the meaning of accusing. 

The illocutionary social media users accused the Minister of using workers' 

funds. In addition, the sentence also contains the meaning of provoking. When the 

speaker says that to other people, then the sentence triggers negative assumptions 

from other people to the Minister. People will think that the Minister is using the 

funds for something bad. So on that assumption the Minister will feel something 

bad too. 

(1). X said something bad (on Y) because X wanted Y to feel something bad 

Verbs that fall into this category are  insulting, mocking, reproachful and 

dismissive. This verb is formed from the polysemy SAY/FEEL. Testing is carried 

out by testing several verbs into several different sentences so that the 

thermomaticity of sentences is easier to understand. Consider the following data 

tests. 

1.1 “Menteri teromong kosong di dunia. Semuanya lo pajakin” 
 

1.2 Social media users [ 
𝐼𝑛𝑠𝑢𝑙𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑔

 
𝐷𝑒𝑛𝑜𝑢𝑛𝑐𝑖𝑛𝑔 

] to the Minister of finance (Sri Mulyani). 

 

On the data (1.2) the verbs are insulting and denouncing on the sentence. social 

media users say " Menteri teromong kosong di dunia. Semuanya lo pajakin " with 

a feeling of anger. The sentence can be interpreted as an insult. The verb insults the 

data (1.2) because of a statement by a social media user who said "Menteri 

teromong kosong di dunia. Semuanya lo pajakin " is a form of insult that social 

media users have made to the Minister. The social media user felt so angry that he 
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dared to say such a thing. The use of the word teromong kosong di dunia is a 

vocabulary that has a rough value. Verba denouncing that social media users had 

seen something bad from the Minister, because of something bad it was, social 

media users denounced the Minister. Also pay attention to the data in the following. 

2.1 “huu… bacot loe bu.. buktinya loe cuma bisa cari utangan doang...” 
 

2.2 Social media users [ 
𝑀𝑜𝑐𝑘𝑖𝑛𝑔

 
𝑈𝑛𝑑𝑒𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑒 

] to the Minister of finance (Sri 

 

Mulyani) 
 

On the data (2.2) mocking and underestimate sentence verbs. Social media 

users say huu… bacot loe bu.. buktinya loe cuma bisa cari utangan doang.. because 

social media users want the Minister to feel something bad. That sentence contained 

ridicule. Verba mocking as social media users huu… bacot loe bu.. buktinya loe 

cuma bisa cari utangan doang... That is, social media users mocked the Minister 

by saying that the Minister only talks a lot but in reality remains in debt. The 

sentence contains an element of understatement because social media users think 

the minister can only look for debt. This is what caused the annoyance of social 

media users to the minister. 

Based on the foregoing, it can be seen that the verbs in the data (1.2) and 

(2.2), have the same illocutionary purpose of 'X said something bad (to Y) because 

X wanted Y to feel something bad'. The above eight verbs, namely insulting, 

denouncing, mocking, dismissive. Although the analysis of verbs is carried out in 

different sentences, they are still in the same polysemy, namely SAY/FEEL. 

(2). X says something bad (on Y) because X wants something bad to happen to Y 
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The verbs that fall into this category is quipped. These verbs is formed from 

the polysemy of SAY/HAPPEN. Take a look at the data below. 

3.1 “di negara lain negara mensejahterakan rakyat, di kita negara memeras 

rakyat nya” 

3.2 Social media users [𝑄𝑢𝑖𝑝𝑝𝑒𝑑] to the Minister of finance (Sri Mulyani) 

 
In the verb data quipped from the sentence "di negara lain negara 

mensejahterakan rakyat, di kita negara memeras rakyat nya" contains the meaning 

of innuendo and if the speaker says that to others, then the sentence triggers negative 

assumptions also from others to the Minister. People will think that the Minister is 

extorting people's money in one's own country. So with this assumption the 

Minister will feel something bad as well. 

(1) X said something bad (on Y) because X wanted Y to feel something bad 

Verbs that fall into this category are insulting, cussing, mocking, quipped, 

underestimate, threatening, denouncing, and challenging. The verb is formed from 

the polysemy of SAY/FEEL. Testing is carried out by testing several verbs into 

several different sentences so that thegrammaticity of the sentences easier to 

understand. Consider the following data tests. 

1.1 “Puan Maharani setaan” 
 

𝐼𝑛𝑠𝑢𝑙𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑔 
1.2 Social media users [𝐷𝑒𝑛𝑜𝑢𝑛𝑐𝑖𝑛𝑔] to the speaker of the House of 

𝐶𝑢𝑠𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑔 
 

Representatives of the Republic of Indonesia (Puan Maharani). 
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On the data (1.2) the verb insulting, denouncing, cussing on the sentence. 

social media users said "Puan Maharani setaan" with feelings of anger. The 

sentence can be interpreted as an insult. The verb insults data (1.2) because of the 

statement of a social media user who says "Puan Maharani setaan" is a form of 

insult made by social media users to the speaker of the House of Representatives of 

the Republic of Indonesia. The social media user felt so angry that he dared to say 

such a thing. The use of the word devil is a vocabulary that has a very rough value. 

Verba denouncing that social media users had seen something bad from the speaker 

of the House of Representatives, because of something bad, social media users 

denounced the speaker of the House of Representatives. Verb cussing because the 

sentence was stated to vent emotions as a form of annoyance of social media users 

towards the impartial performance of the speaker of the House of Representatives 

of the Republic of Indonesia to the people. Based on this explanation, it can be 

concluded that all three verbs belong to the same group because they are 

grammatical and can be understood in meaning when they are inserted into a 

sentence. Also pay attention to the following data. 

2.1 “Dewan abal-abal” 
 

 
2.2 Social media users [ 

𝑀𝑜𝑐𝑘𝑖𝑛𝑔 
𝑄𝑢𝑖𝑝𝑝𝑒𝑑 

𝑈𝑛𝑑𝑒𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑎𝑡𝑒 

 
] to the speaker of the House of 

 

Representatives of the Republic of Indonesia (Puan Maharani). 

 
On the data (2.2) mocking, quipped, and underestimate sentence verbs. 

Social media users say Dewan abal-abal because social media users want the 

speaker of the House of Representatives to feel something bad. That sentence 
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contained ridicule. Verba mocking because social media users said Dewan abal- 

abal. This means that social media users mock the speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the Republic of Indonesia is not worthy to be used as a chairman 

in governing. The verb quipped to is for sentence (2.2) because social media users 

quipped by thinking that the speaker of the House of Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia is inappropriate to be made chairman because she cannot 

listen to the voices of other officials. The sentence contains an element of 

underestimate because social media users think that the speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the Republic of Indonesia can only turn off the mic and issue 

unnatural rules. This is what caused the annoyance of social media users at the 

speaker of the House of Representatives of the Republic of Indonesia. Also pay 

attention to the data below. 

3.1 “mau muntah paku apa muntah beling bu??” 
 

3.2 Social media users [
𝐶ℎ𝑎𝑙𝑙𝑒𝑛𝑔𝑖𝑛𝑔 

] to the speaker of the House of 
𝑇ℎ𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑖𝑛𝑔 

 

Representatives of the Republic of Indonesia (Puan Maharani). 

 

Verbs are challenging and threatening to the data (3.2). The data contains a 

challenging and threatening meaning. Social media users challenged the speaker of 

the House of Representatives because the chairman did not respect the aspirations 

of other officials during the meeting. Therefore, social media users challenged the 

speaker of the House of Representatives of the Republic of Indonesia by revealing 

the sentence of mau muntah paku apa muntah beling bu??. Because the speaker of 

the House of Representatives behaved like that, social media users said something 

to threaten the speaker of the House of Representatives. From the sentence, "mau 
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muntah paku apa muntah beling bu??", it is clear that social media users are indeed 

very upset and emotional towards the speaker of the House of Representatives of 

the Republic of Indonesia. Both of these verbs fall under the SAY/FEEL polysemy 

because challenging and threatening verbs have an illocutionary purpose from the 

speaker saying something bad because the speaker wants the speaker to feel 

something bad. The bad things that speakers want are still limited to words, not 

actions that are already harmful. Therefore, the speaker will feel something bad 

from speaker's words. 

Based on the description above, it can be seen that the verbs in the data (1.2), 

(2.2), and (3.2) have the same illocutionary goal 'X said something bad (to Y) 

because X wanted Y to feel something bad'. The eight verbs above, namely 

insulting, denouncing, cussing, mocking, quipped, underestimate, challenging, and 

threatening are in one group. Even though the analysis of the verbs is carried out in 

different sentences, they are still in the same polysemy, namely SAY/FEEL. 

(2). X says something bad (on Y) because X wants something bad to happen to Y 

 
The verbs that fall into this category are accusing and provoking. Both of these 

verbs are formed from the polysemy of SAY/HAPPEN. Take a look at the data 

below. 

4.1 “makanin aja trs duit haram kumpulin aja harta di dunia pngn tau mati ny 

kek mana”. 

4.2 Social media users [ 
𝐴𝑐𝑐𝑢𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑔 

] to the speaker of the House of 
𝑃𝑟𝑜𝑣𝑜𝑘𝑖𝑛𝑔 

 

Representatives of the Republic of Indonesia (Puan Maharani). 
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Both the verbs accuse and provoke are synonymous and serve a purpose 

the same illocutionary is 'X said something bad (to Y) because X wanted something 

bad to happen to Y'. The verb accuses and provokes in the data (4.2) because the 

sentence "makanin aja trs duit haram kumpulin aja harta di dunia pngn tau mati 

ny kek mana" contains the meaning of accusing. Social media users accused the 

speaker of the House of Representatives of eating illicit money. When the speaker 

says that to others, then the sentence triggers negative assumptions from others to 

the speaker of the House of Representatives. People will think that the speaker of 

the House of Representatives of the Republic of Indonesia uses money from 

corruption. So assuming that the speaker of the House of Representatives will feel 

something bad as well. 

 
 

B. Discussion 

 

This study was conducted to determine the Semantic categorization in hate 

speech of woman politicians on social media and to describe of the verbal language 

in hate speech of woman politicians on social media. The research that has been 

carried out by researcher has two categories of hate speech contained in the social 

media comment section. First, say/feel. Verbs that fall into this category are 

insulting, cussing, mocking, quipped, underestimate, denouncing, challenging and 

threatening. Second, say/happen. The verbs that fall into this category are accusing 

and provoking. The verb is formed from polysemy. Polysemy is a single lexicon 

form meaning derived from two different original meanings (Mulyadi, 2009). 

According to Goddard (1996a: 31), there are two most powerful noncompositional 
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relationships, namely the meaning relationship and the implication relationship. 

The relationship of meaning illustrated on DO/HAPPEN AND DO ON/HAPPEN. 

For example, if X DOES SOMETHING TO Y, SOMETHING HAPPENS TO Y. 

Relationship implications exist on exponents OCCUR AND FEEL; for example, if 

X SENSES SOMETHING, SOMETHING HAPPENS TO X. So it can be 

concluded that using polysemy can classify hate speech verbs of woman politicians 

on social media. It can be seen from the difference in the categories of saying/feel 

and saying/happen. In other words, it can be concluded that the category of X says 

something bad (on Y) because X wants Y to feel something bad aiming for the 

object to feel something bad from bad words by the speaker. Even though the 

analysis of the verbs is carried out in different sentences, they are still in the same 

polysemy, namely SAY/FEEL. Category X said something bad (to Y) because X 

wanted something bad things happen to Y aims that bad things happen to the object 

of bad words by the speaker. Although the verb analysis is carried out in different 

sentences, they are in the same polysemy, namely SAY/HAPPEN. 

The results of this study are in line with the results of a previous study entitled 

"Ujaran kebencian pada spanduk demonstrasi Mahasiswa: kajian Semantik”. This 

study aims to determine the semantic categorization of hate speech contained in 

student demonstration banner writing and describe the meaning of the writing 

contained in the demonstration banner student. This study uses the agih method. 

The results showed that there were two categories of hate speech in student 

demonstration banners, namely (1) 'X said something bad to Y because X wanted 

Y to FEEL something bad' (e.g. insulting, cussing, denouncing, criticizing, 
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underestimate, quipped, mocking, challenging, and threatening), and (2) 'X said 

something to Y because X wanted something bad to HAPPEN to Y' (e.g., accusing 

and provoking). The meaning of speech verbs is formed by the original meaning of 

SAY, FEEL, WANT, THINK, and HAPPEN which is formed in the semantic 

structure 'X says something at Y', 'X said this because X wanted something', 'X 

thought this way', and 'X said something like this' (Yulistia Monica Putri, 2020). 



CHAPTER V 
 

 

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 

 

A. Conclusion 

 

Based on the results of the analysis of data on comments in hate speech to 

ministers and the speaker of the House of Representatives of the Republic of 

Indonesia on social media, this study was concluded, there are two categories of 

hate speech found in the social media comment section, namely SAY/FEEL and 

SAY/HAPPEN. (1) X said something bad (on Y) because X wanted Y to feel 

something bad. Verbs that fall into this category are insulting, cussing, mocking, 

quipped, underestimate, threatening, denouncing, and challenging. Even though the 

analysis of the verbs is carried out in different sentences, they are still in the same 

polysemy, namely SAY/FEEL. (2) X said something bad (on Y) because X wanted 

something bad to happen to Y. The verbs that fall into this category are accusing 

and provoking. Both the verbs accuse and provoke are synonymous and serve a 

purpose the same illocutionary is 'X said something bad (to Y) because X wanted 

something bad to happen to Y'. 

 
 

B. Suggestion 

 

This study only discusses the categorization of data found by researchers and 

studied in terms of events, time, and actions where each category consists of its 

parts and discusses the meaning of hate speech in social media. The number of 

objects around that can be studied in semantic science and there are many other 

speech verbs that can be studied more deeply for further research. 
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APPENDICES 

 
List of Woman politicians hate speech data found on Social Media : 

 
 

 
No 

 

Semantic 

categorizations 

 
Data 

1 Insult 
 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

 
Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 



 

 

 
 

  
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 



 

 

 
 

  
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 



 

 

 
 

  
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 
Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 
 

 

Minister of Finance 
(Sri Mulyani) 

 

 

Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 



 

 

 
 

  
 

 
Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 

 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

  
 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

 
 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

  

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

  

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

2 Mocking 
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 



 

 

 
 

  
 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 
Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 

 

Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 

 

 
Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 

 

 

Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 

 

 

Minister of Finance 
(Sri Mulyani) 

 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

  

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

  
 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

3 Quipped 
 

 
 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 



 

 

 
 

   

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 
Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 



 

 

 
 

  
 

 
Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 



 

 

 
 

  

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 



 

 

 
 

  

 

Minister of Finance 
(Sri Mulyani) 

 

 
Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 
 

 
Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 
 

 

Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 

 

Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 

 

Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 

 

Minister of Finance 
(Sri Mulyani) 

 

Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 



 

 

 
 

  

 

Minister of Finance 
(Sri Mulyani) 

 

Minister of Finance 
(Sri Mulyani) 

 

Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 

 

Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 
 

 
Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 
 

 
Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 
 

 
Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 

 

Minister of Finance 
(Sri Mulyani) 

 

Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 



 

 

 
 

  

 

Minister of Finance 
(Sri Mulyani) 

 

Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

  
 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

  

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 
 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

  

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

  

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 
 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

  

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

   

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 
(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

  

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 
 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

   

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 
(Puan Maharani). 

 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

  

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 
 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 
(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

  

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

4 Denouncing 

 
Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 



 

 

 
 

  
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 
Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 

 

Minister of Finance 
(Sri Mulyani) 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

  

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

   

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

5 Threatening 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 



 

 

 
 

  

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

6 Underestimate 
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 



 

 

 
 

  
 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 
 

 

Minister of Finance 

(Sri Mulyani) 

 

Minister of Finance 
(Sri Mulyani) 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 
 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

  

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 
(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

7 Provoking 
 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 
Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 



 

 

 
 

  

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

  
 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 
(Puan Maharani). 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

8 Cussing 
 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 



 

 

 
 

  
 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 
 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 
(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 
(Puan Maharani). 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 



 

 

 
 

   

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

 
 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 
(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

9 Accusing 
 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 

10 Challenging 
 

 

Minister of Employment 
(Ida Fauziyah) 

 

 

Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 



 

 

 
 

  
 

 
Minister of Employment 

(Ida Fauziyah) 

 
Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 
(Puan Maharani). 

 

Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the 

Republic of Indonesia 

(Puan Maharani). 
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Religion : Moslem 

 
Nationality : Indonesia 

 
Partial Status : Single 

 
Hobbies : Listening Music and Singing 
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Mother‟s Name : Dasriah 
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E-mail : sittynurkhadijah10673@gmail.com 

 

Education 
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3. Senior High School at SMA 1 Aceh Singkil from 2015-2018 
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