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Introduction: Understanding consent is essential to combat sexual violence, a
deeply rooted social problem. Amidst its complexities, the scientific literature has
emphasized the shortcomings of only considering the speech act—whether the
victim-survivor said “yes” or not. Instead, sociological research underscores the
need to analyze the whole communicative act where different elements lead to
either a power relationship where there is no consent or a dialogic relationship
where freedom is granted. Although some research has been conducted on
citizens' social media debates on consent, how such debates include the concept
of communicative acts to discuss it has not been analyzed yet

Methods: 55 gender-related Instagram and Twitter (now known as X) posts—
published and extracted over the course of 14 days—were analyzed.

Results: Findings reveal that most posts refer to Power Communicative Acts as
a hindrance for consent due to hierarchical power imbalances or to coercion,
and called for the need to establish elements of Dialogic Communicative Acts
to achieve consent and construct more egalitarian environments. Finally, most
posts that considered ethics spoke about the need for perpetrators to be held
accountable or offered similar takes on consequentialism.

Discussion: These findings help illustrate how several social media debates
about consent successfully fall into the Communicative Acts framework.

KEYWORDS

dialogic communicative acts, power communicative acts, consent, social media
analytics, gender violence, sociology

1 Introduction

Despite recent social movements which have significantly contributed to the conversation
on gender based and sexual violence (Lankford, 2016), instances of abuse and harassment
continue. The UN reports 35% of women worldwide to have experienced sexual or intimate-
partner violence in 2021 (Facts and Figures: Ending Violence Against Women, 2024).
Furthermore, sexual violence not only affects women and is not always perpetrated by men.
Although to a lesser extent, there are also male victims of sexual harassment, both perpetrated
by men and by women (Thomas and Kopel, 2023), and there is also increasing attention paid
to the sexual violence suffered by LGBTI+ individuals (Ison, 2019).

Within this worldwide social problem, consent is a widely debated concept across different
sciences and citizen debates (Agu et al., 2022) and, as a result, efforts to promote a clear
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definition of consent have come a long way. Contributions from
Psychology, Linguistics, Women Studies or Criminology, among
others, have informed legal as well as popularly embraced definitions
of consent (Flecha et al., 2020). Furthermore, sociology has made key
contributions to better understanding and identifying consent,
advancing toward dialogic relationships based on freedom and lack of
violence (Flecha, 2022). Similarly, debates throughout social networks
reflect a deepening of these conversations about the complexities of
consent (Baldwin-White and Gower, 2023; Ison, 2019; Rios-Gonzalez
et al., 2024). Social networks have provided a platform for important
social movements and activism (Poell, 2014; Zheng, 2020)—namely
the #metoo movement—that have contributed greatly to the collective
grappling with issues of gender-based violence, such as sexual
harassment at the workplace. However, the scientific literature has not
yet identified whether and how these wider non-academic
conversations fit into the consent debate from the communicative acts
framework. This study aims at analyzing the ways in which such
debates include the concept of communicative acts to discuss what
does and does not constitute consent. This article starts by touching on
how the move from speech act theory to communicative acts theory
enables a more robust understanding of consent, discussing the
importance of distinguishing between Dialogic and Power
Communicative Acts to better understand when a relationship is
consented or coerced. Next, existing research analyzing social network
debates on consent is highlighted. Finally, the analysis of 55 Instagram
and Twitter posts through Social Media Analytics (SMA) methodology
is introduced, followed by a discussion on the results and
concluding remarks.

1.1 Scientific contributions, from speech
acts to communicative acts, to
understanding consent

Within pragmatic linguistics, John Langshaw Austin’s (1962)
Speech act theory is considered a founding block of pragmatics and is
centered around the distinction between locutions (literal meaning in
or of an utterance, e.g., “I like the way you prepare coffee”), illocutions
(what one is trying to do through the utterance, e.g., getting someone
to make them a cup of coffee) and perlocutions (the effect the
utterance has on the world, whether intended by the speaker or not)
(Soler and Flecha, 2010). When moving this analysis over to the issue
of sexual violence one must identify whether refusal of consent is
illocuted. If so, when the perlocutionary act does not respect this
refusal and results in a sexual act instead, it is considered a violation
(Cowart, 2004). Speech act literature is mainly centered on the first
step of this analysis: defining what makes an illocution—e.g. the
expression of consent—successful. This set up favors affirmative
consent (“no means no” and “only yes means yes”) (Curtis and
Burnett, 2017), as it clarifies the expression thereof and makes the
distinction between perlocutions that violate and those that
misunderstand the victim-survivor’s wishes, easy to differentiate.

Advancements in the communication and conceptualization of
consent, including in legislation, have led to define it as affirmative, free
and voluntary, moving toward an affirmative model of consent (North,
2022). There is also legislation that considers consent to be informed,
mutual, and considered under the person’s full capacity (Vidu Afloarei
and Tomas Martinez, 2019). However, terms such as “affirmative;
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“voluntary” or “conscious” have meanings full of content and, while
they should not be taken for granted, focusing them on the victims’
words poses limitations to fully understand and identify whether a
victim truly consented or not. Indeed, victim-survivors often concede
to sexual relationships that they do not actually want to engage in for a
range of reasons. Many do not consider withdrawal of consent a
possibility (Benoit and Ronis, 2022). The self-perceived contradiction
between saying “yes” and meaning “no” or saying “yes” at first and “no”
further down the line would constitute an ambiguous speech act.
Conceptually, however, if an ambiguous speech act is followed by an
undesired perlocution—namely sexual violence—this falls under the
analytical lens of miscommunication (Cowart, 2004). Thus, it facilitates
victim-survivor-blaming attitudes, given that the analysis is centered
on the expression of consent, not the abuse itself. The intentionalist
take disambiguates these illocutions by simply centering the
interpretation of “intended meaning” through the person who gave or
refused consent. Yet while this may theoretically be possible it has some
practical restrictions. Namely, in a court of law it would be hard to
distinguish the victim-survivor’s proclaimed intentions with hearsay
(Goldberg, 2020). Furthermore, if intentions are conveyed but do not
necessarily influence the perlocutionary outcome, then this theory
provides little insight into how consent can be promoted. The
consideration of merely affirmative consent has led to the demand for
a revision of this concept as it does not respond to the reality
experienced in situations where the issue of whether or not there is
consent is at stake (Curtis and Burnett, 2017; Willis and
Jozkowski, 2018).

While intentionalists point toward the importance of empathy in
communication, they still emphasize the need to keep illocutions and
perlocutions conceptually separate. As a result, speech act theory
cannot account for how understanding is created. Instead, it sets up a
conceptual minefield for the illustration of more complex expressions
of consent or consent refusal. Ultimately, beyond the support of
affirmative consent, speech act theory’s contributions provide limited
practical help for defining consent, and the separation of illocutions
and perlocutions therefore becomes irrelevant (Dietz and
Widdershoven, 1991).

Sociology has provided key concepts and research evidence to
overcome such limitations and advance toward a more holistic
conceptualization of consent, making relevant contributions to
research on gender and sexual violence (Gronert, 2019). The theory
of dialogic society (Flecha, 2022; Flecha et al., 2022) has co-created
with diverse people (especially oher women who have often been
marginalized from mainstream feminist movements) key analyses,
theories and empirical evidence that are advancing toward more
feminist and egalitarian dialogic societies. Within the dialogic society,
sociologists Soler and Flecha co-created the theory of communicative
acts (Flecha et al., 2020; Soler and Flecha, 2010). The complexity of
how language constructs reality cannot be accounted for by only
analyzing spoken language. Other non-verbal elements such as body
language, tone, the speakers intentions, the context, or the
consequences of the communication are necessary to better
understand, as in the case of the present study, whether a sexual
relationship is based on consent or the lack thereof. Contributing to
this distinction, Flecha and Soler develop the concepts of dialogic
communicative acts and power communicative acts (Soler and Flecha,
2010). Dialogic communicative acts are those where all parties enjoy
equal standing; in which individual freedom is respected and mutual
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understanding is proactively pursued through honest and non-coerced
communication. Power communicative acts are those where a
perpetrator will employ whatever means necessary to force or coerce
their victim-survivor into doing what they want them to do.

Often perpetrators execute a power communicative act by taking
advantage of pre-existing power asymmetries or by imposing
themselves on the victim-survivor otherwise. Flecha et al. (2020) thus
outline two types of power that are available to abusers and rapists to
engage in power communicative acts. On the one hand, institutional
power represents a social structure that has real economic and other
social implications for all members of those institutions, e.g., the
workplace. Moreover, institutions tend to have organizational
hierarchies which grant some members the power over said
repercussions. Thus, a victim-survivor may feel forced to engage in
certain sexual acts in order to avoid being fired from their job,
particularly if the perpetrator is a superior to the victim-survivor. On
the other hand, Interactive power refers to the power provided by the
interactions people engage in, which might include coercion, insisting,
or being manipulative, among others (Racionero-Plaza et al., 2022).
The imposition of power of one person over another occurs by the
interaction itself, determined by the context. A person may threaten
to spread lies or use any other manipulative and coercive tactic to
intimidate the victim-survivor into giving in.

Abusers often take advantage of institutional or interactive power
without explicitly mentioning it and yet—as pointed out earlier—are
often aware of their victim-survivor’s silent discomfort. Even in those
cases in which the person who holds more power over the other never
intended for the power asymmetry to influence the victim-survivor’s
decision, with power comes responsibility. Therefore, Flecha et al’s
(2020) theory of communicative acts includes an emphasis on
responsibility. Dialogic communicative acts can only happen when
abuse is conceptualized with a Weberian (Weber, 1930) understanding
of responsibility, in which consequences, not intentions, determine
somebody’s culpability (Flecha et al., 2020). Thus, their definition of
communicative acts facilitates the integration of a clear understanding
of consent which delimitates violent from non-violent sexual
encounters, without oversimplifying it through an affirmative “yes”
and “no” The concepts of dialogic vs. power communicative acts seeks
to reconcile the complexity of language with the simple distinction of
consent vs. no consent by incorporating responsibility and power
asymmetries into the analysis of communication (Flecha et al., 2020).
Finally, communicative acts analysis shows that institutional and
interactive power asymmetries can also be overcome through the
commitment to dialogic communicative acts by institutions and by all
parties involved.

1.2 Consent in social networks

While academia and social media discourse are mostly two
separate spheres, the two interact given the medium’s predisposition
as a global platform for sharing ideas. Indeed, as more and more
citizens turn to social networks to share, express and debate issues of
concern, researchers are increasingly analyzing such debates in an
attempt to further collect citizens’ voices (Pulido Rodriguez et al.,
2020). For instance, analyzing health-related citizens’ debates on social
media has been essential to better understand issues of utmost
relevance to the public health, such as how misinformation is
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spreading (Pulido Rodriguez et al., 2020) or vaccine hesitancy (Dredze
etal., 2016).

Although to a lesser extent, social network interactions on issues
related to consent and violence against women are also being studied
(Kettrey et al., 2021; Molnar and Hendry, 2022; Pulido et al., 2023).
Especially since #MeToo has gained international resonance across
different social networks, a few studies have analyzed the ways in which
consent is defined, exemplified, and discussed in different social
networks (Aurrekoetxea-Casaus, 2020; Kettrey et al., 2021; Worthington,
2020). For instance, Aurrekoetxea-Casaus (2020) analyzed discussions
around consent and sexual violence on Twitter (now known as X)
following the publishment of the court’s verdict over the San Fermines
Wolf Pack case—in which a group of five men raped a girl during the
festivals. Among the tweets analyzed, to what extent the victim-survivor
gave consent was discussed as one of the focal points to provide support
to the victim-survivor (Aurrekoetxea-Casaus, 2020). Some of these
tweets questioned whether the victim-survivor holds responsibility to
seek consent, whereas others discussed the lack of conditions the context
provided for the victim-survivor to give consent.

However, research on social media discourses on consent does not
analyze the ways in which the scientific debates and advancements on
consent are taken up and used—or not—by citizens in social network
debates. This article aims to integrate the scientific literature on
communicative acts with citizens” social media interactions around
consent. In particular, it seeks to better understand to what extent the
concept of communicative acts is captured in citizens’ debates on
consent—or lack thereof—on Twitter and Instagram.

2 Materials and methods

All the authors of this manuscript are sensitized to issues of sexual
violence because some of them have suffered Isolating Gender
Violence (Flecha et al., 2024) because they have defended, both
through research and through personal positioning, victim-survivors
of gender violence.

The present study utilizes Social Media Analytics (SMA)
methodology (Pulido Rodriguez et al.,, 2021), which builds on the
communicative methodology. The communicative methodology
approach engages individuals’ and communities’ voices throughout the
entire research in the process of co-creation of evidence and knowledge
that will contribute to transforming citizens’ lives, thus achieving social
impacts in line with the goals agreed upon by citizens. This methodology
has led to the European Commission’s inclusion of co-creation and social
impact as a requirement for all research projects funded under Horizon
Europe. Within this framework, SMA allows researchers to collect and
analyze wide and diverse citizen debates on issues which are of utmost
concern to them (Pulido et al, 2023), thus being the optimal
methodology to collect citizens’ voices and debates on consent. Following
the dialogic basis of the communicative approach, the entire process of
the SMA is conducted in an egalitarian dialogue among researchers in
order to arrive at consensus based on arguments, or validity claims,
rather than on power claims (Pulido Rodriguez et al., 2021).

The bottom-up nature of SMA ensures that scientific concepts are
in touch with everyday issues in peoples lives, thus preventing
oversimplification and ensuring that the concepts provided are
accurate and useful for widespread use. For instance, research using
this methodology has shown that social media users interact more
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with scientific evidence related to COVID-19 than with the fake news
that emerged during this pandemic (Pulido Rodriguez et al., 2020).
Thus, SMA has the ability to keep the lens fixed on what society
demands and needs.

2.1 Data collection

The extraction of the data for this study was accessed through a
related SMA study executed by ALLINTERACT, a project funded by
the European Union’s Horizon 2020 Research Framework Program. The
project seeks to generate greater understanding of how societal actors
respond to and interact with scientific research in a bid to improve the
cooperation between science and society, as well as promoting the
engagement of young and vulnerable people in scientific research.

As part of the SMA, a vast extraction of social media posts was
conducted across four different platforms by researchers from
ALLINTERACT’s leading partner, the University of Barcelona—of
which Marta Soler was the KMC Coordinator, Elisabeth Torras-
Gomez an official team member, and Rebeca Marcos was hired as a
research assistant to provide support in SMA-related tasks. Such
platforms were Twitter, Instagram, Facebook and Reddit. To this end,
the project selected popular hashtags in each platform related to both
gender and education respectively, as well as 10 gender and education
related trending topics selected from a pool of the Top 50 Trending
Topics on Twitter in all EU countries. Researchers extracted up to the
first 10,000 social media posts of each topic and hashtags posted
between the 4th and 17th of March 2021.

The present study has utilized this large database and accessed all
gender related posts from Twitter and Instagram in it. In total, 54,248
posts from 15 different hashtags were available for analysis. Ten
hashtag extractions stemmed from twitter (#EnoughlsEnough;
#Equality; #EqualPayDay; #Gender; #GenderEquality; #HeForShe;
#IStandWithLinda; #ReclaimTheStreets; #WiMINConference21;
#WomenRights) and 5 from Instagram (#DomesticViolence;
#Feminism; #GenderEquality; #WomenEmpowerment;
#WomenRights). To comb through this extensive dataset and limit the
analysis to the scope of the present study, the following keywords
related to the topic of consent were searched for: Abuse; Approval;
Assault; Awareness; Awkward; Body; Challenge; Choice; Clothes;
Coercion; Consent; Dress; Force; Freedom; Gender; Harass*; Kleid;
Male Privilege; No Means No; Power; Push; “R*pe”; Rape; Relation;
Report; Scared; Security; Sex; Skirt; Smile; Text; “Tw:”; Uncomfortable;
Undermine; Victim; Violence; Workplace. Some of these words were
selected due to their conceptual relationship to the topic; others were
identified in the relevant posts themselves and added to the search
thereafter. Not all hashtags were searched for all keywords, but rather
we chose from these words inductively depending on the subject
matter that was common amongst each hashtag. Table 1 shows the
number of posts found, reviewed and analyzed per hashtag in each
platform, further explored in the next subsection.

2.2 Data analysis
2.2.1 Dialogic codebook: analytical categories

Within the SMA methodology, this study conducted the analysis
following the Communicative Content Analysis (CCA), a novel
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TABLE 1 Posts extracted and analysed in each platform.

Twitter Total Reviewed Analysed
#EnoughIsEnough 10,000 1,454 6
#Equality 10,000 939 1
#EqualPayDay 5,231 27 0
#Gender 9,107 466 2
#GenderEquality 3,514 783 3
#HeForShe 2,487 203 1
#IStandWithLinda 945 60 2
#ReclaimTheStreets 6,803 756 4
#WiMINConference21 186 1 0
#WomenRights 975 108 0
10 49,248 4,797 19
Instagram Total Reviewed Analysed
DomesticViolence 1,000 617 5
Feminism 1,000 330 16
GenderEquality 1,000 229 6
‘WomenEmpowerment 1,000 96 0
WomenRights 1,000 285 9
5 5,000 1,557 36
Total 54,248 6,354 55

approach to content analysis of social media that seeks to complement
evidence-based academic knowledge and its theoretical advancements
with the plurality of voices of societal actors and the examples they
provide (Pulido Rodriguez et al., 2021). This methodology is based on
a Dialogic approach which aids the scientific co-creation of knowledge.
In the case of the current research, the process of analysis observes the
overlaps between the scientific understanding of the significance of
communicative acts for consent on the one hand, and the presence of
this concept within popular statements on social media on the other.
Once the overlaps are identified, the careful dialogic analysis of each
post and its content informs further questions and criteria to include
in the study.

Through the keyword search, 6,354 posts were reviewed in an
excel sheet to determine whether their content was related to the topic
of consent or not for the further analysis of those that were. The unit
of analysis of a post included all the content within and related to such
post, including all links, pictures and files attached to it as well as the
written text contained in it. Those 6,354 posts were analyzed based on
the following criteria of inclusion. (1) Posts had to refer to consent,
either directly or indirectly. (2) The content had to reflect an
understanding of consent as a choice, and thus by definition as
something freely given and requiring an egalitarian context. Therefore,
posts that merely mentioned the need for consent without pointing at
what is included in or excluded from this term were not selected as
relevant. (3) posts that referred to the definition of consent but applied
an essentialist logic and relied on broad, inaccurate and sexist
generalizations, such as “men are responsible for the establishment of
consent” were excluded. While we understand that these posts may in
some instances be part of a broader, more nuanced conversation, these
tweets in isolation did not provide enough information to be included
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in this study. If all these criteria were met, the tweet or Instagram post
was added to a separate file, including the links and the engagement
these posts generated (i.e., number of retweets, likes, and comments).
If these criteria were not met, the post was excluded. In all, 46 of the
reviewed tweets met the aforementioned criteria, meaning they were
identified as related to the study’s topic and added to a separate file for
the qualitative and quantitative analysis.

Once the 46 posts related to the goal of the present study were
found, a dialogic codebook was developed among researchers to
further analyze and code the posts. As its name indicates, the
codebook was developed dialogically among researchers in order to
arrive at a consensus on which categories and subcategories to
define for the analysis. Three main categories were established based
on the scientific literature on communicative acts theory and on
consent: Power Communicative Acts, Dialogic Communicative
Acts, and Ethics. Each of them was further broken down into
specific subcategories.

Within Power Communicative Acts, two subcategories were
defined: Institutional Power and Interactive Power. Interactive Power
was further broken down into (1) sexual scripts, referring to the role
of shared beliefs and interpretations of sexual behaviors on
determining consent or lack thereof; (2) nonverbal cues, understood
as nonverbal cues indicating lack of consent, (3) coercion, defined as
situations of power with respect to the other in a given context, and
(4) unwanted sexual consent, describing situations in which sexual
consent is given due to interactions of power, rather than freely given.

The Dialogic Communicative Acts category was divided into (1)
nonverbal cues, referring to paying attention to the presence of
nonverbal cues indicating consent or lack of consent, and (2) consent
support, indicating that making consent visible is appreciated.

Last, the Ethics category was broken down into two categories: (1)
intention, concerned with perpetrators’” intention to harass or abuse,
and (2) consequences, concerned with perpetrators being held
accountable and/or taking accountability for the consequences of their
actions. Table 2 describes the codebook.

Once the codebook was established, each post was read through
several times to, first, determine what main category it fell within and,
second, to identify what subcategories were present. In some cases, the
same post was identified under more than one category
and subcategory.

2.3 Quantitative and qualitative analyses

Once all the data was analyzed and codified in dialogue among
researchers, quantitative and qualitative analyses were conducted.

The quantitative analysis consisted of two steps. On the one hand,
researchers conducted a quantitative analysis to calculate the number
of tweets and Instagram posts within each category and subcategory.
Second, the engagement of each category and subcategory was
calculated, as it is not only relevant to know how many posts have
included elements of each of the categories and subcategories, but also
what categories and subcategories have received most interactions in
each social network. The engagement looked differently in each social
network: on Twitter the number of retweets of each tweet was
calculated, whereas on Instagram the number of likes and comments
of each post was calculated. The following two formulas illustrate how
the engagement rate of the posts in each social network was calculated:
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Engagement on Twitter

Engagement = l x100
i

Engagement on Instagram

r+C><100

Engagement =

1

These two formulas were used in their respective social network
in two ways: first to calculate the engagement rate of each of the three
categories (Power Communicative Acts, Dialogic Communicative
Acts and Ethics), and then to calculate the engagement rate of the
subcategories within each of the three main categories.

In addition to the quantitative analysis, all posts’ content was
qualitatively analyzed in order to identify how they included concepts
or examples related to the theory of communicative acts in line with
the categories and subcategories established in the dialogic codebook.

2.4 Ethical considerations

The extraction of data respected the General Data Protection
Regulation (EU) 2016/679 as well as the Terms and Conditions of the
selected social networks. Collected data included only public data that
users consented to share in each social network. Users’ consent is
therefore achieved through their decision to make their posts public.
Furthermore, the users’ profiles were not analyzed, and no post,
regardless of being public, has been transcribed in this article to
ensure users anonymity. Ethical approval for this study was obtained
through the University of Barcelona.

3 Results

As mentioned above, out of the 6,354 Instagram and Twitter posts
reviewed, 46 were identified to be concerned with the relevant subject
of consent. Of these, 17 have been found on Twitter and 29 on
Instagram. Table 3 summarizes the number of tweets and Instagram
posts identified as referring to each of the three categories of
communicative acts analyzed for this study, as well as the engagement
of all tweets and Instagram posts falling within each of the
three categories.

As can be seen in the table, the category in which most posts have
been found is Power Communicative Acts for both Twitter and
Instagram, with 15 and 27, respectively. Furthermore, the posts
classified within this category in both social networks are the ones that
have achieved the highest engagement rates, with 98.1 and 66.1%,
respectively. These data indicate that, while more posts categorized as
Power Communicative Acts have been found on Instagram than on
Twitter, within this category the tweets have achieved a higher
engagement than the Instagram posts. The next category with the
highest number of posts and the highest engagement on Twitter is
Dialogic Communicative Acts, with 2 tweets and an engagement rate
of 1.2%, also the third highest one in this social network. However, the
second highest category on Instagram is Ethics, with 8 posts and
30.9% engagement rate, also the second highest one. Last, the category
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with the least number of tweets is Ethics, with only one tweet and an
engagement of 0.62%. On the other hand, the category with the lowest
number of posts on Instagram is Dialogic Communicative Acts, with
no posts identified as such. In this section we break down these data
into the specific subcategories and include examples of the content of
the posts categorized within them.

3.1 Power communicative acts

Within Power Communicative Acts there is a similar tendency in
both social networks, with Interactive Power being higher than
Institutional power: there are 12 tweets with 96.2% engagement and
27 Instagram posts with 66.1% engagement categorized as Interactive
Power, as opposed to 3 tweets with 1.9% engagement and 4 Instagram
posts and 3% engagement categorized as Institutional Power. In both
social networks it can be seen that the engagement of the tweets and
Instagram posts including elements of Interactive Power is much
higher than the engagement of the tweets and Instagram posts
referring to Institutional Power.

Taking a closer look at the subcategories within Interactive Power,
the tendency varies across the two social networks. On Twitter, most
posts refer to sexual scripts (9), but the engagement of the posts
referring to sexual scripts is the lowest one, with 16.8% engagement
rate. In turn, the tweets with the highest engagement rate are
subcategorized as coercion, with 97% engagement and 5 tweets. In
between both subcategories we find tweets referring to nonverbal cues,

).

Talks about the role shared beliefs and interpretations of sexual behaviors play in shaping social interactions of power

with 2 tweets and 82.9% engagement. No tweets were subcategorized
as unwanted sexual coercion. On Instagram, however, the subcategory
sexual scripts is the one with most posts (23) and the highest
engagement rate (72.1%). The subcategory with the second highest
engagement rate is unwanted sexual consent (27%), although only 3
posts referred to it. Next, we find posts referring to coercion, with 5
posts and 18.5% engagement rate, and last we find posts including
elements of nonverbal cues, with 4 posts and 18% engagement.
Among the detailed qualitative analysis of the posts that engage
with concepts linked to Interactive Power, some of them spoke about
the hindrance that insisting, coercing, manipulating or otherwise
pushing victim-survivors survivors into doing something poses to
consent. A few posts also spoke of the lack of consciousness of the
victim-survivor survivor either due to alcohol, drugs or being

Talks about one of the persons being in an institutional or hierarchical position of power with respect to the other, who may suffer consequences if he or she refuses to consent
Talks about a situation of power over the other person in a given context (non-institutional) (e.g., they are in the home of one of them, they are with the group of friends of one

Concerned with perpetrators being held accountable and/ or taking accountability for the consequences of their actions (responsibility, accountability)

Talks about sexual consent being given due to interactions of power even though it is perceived to be unwanted, not freely given

Talks about paying attention to the presence of nonverbal cues indicating consent or lack thereof.

(e.g., is his or her superior at work, is a teacher of a student..

Talks about the presence of nonverbal cues indicating lack of consent.
Talks about the visibilisation of consent being appreciated.
Concerned with perpetrators’ intention to harass or abuse.

of them, age difference...).
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c
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withheld information from as a barrier to consent. Most posts within
this subcategory spoke about the problems that arise when we look at
communicative acts of the victim-survivor survivor—their choice of
clothing was a common recurring example -, even blaming them as
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TABLE 3 Number and engagement of tweets and Instagram posts.

Twitter
Category Number Retweets Engagement

of tweets (%)
Power
communicative
acts 15 316 98.1
Dialogic
communicative
acts 2 4 1.2
Ethics 1 2 0.6
Total 17 322 100
Instagram

Number Likes + Engagement
Category of posts comments (%)
Power
communicative
acts 27 3,042
Dialogic
communicative
acts 0 0
Ethics 8 1,423
Total 29 4,602 100

use Interactive Power is what makes it hard or impossible for the
victim-survivor survivor to express a clear no. Notably, some posts
rejected the proposal of an app supposed to register consent. These
posts pointed out that people may be coerced into registering their
consent on this app even when they do not wish to do so, and that
even when registering their consent willingly at first, they may change
their mind during the encounter. Thus, the app seems to erase all the
non-verbal cues and possible situations of Interactive Power that
hinder consent and turn it into a legal trap.

Among the posts that pointed out the issue of Institutional Power,
varying examples can be found, from recurring sexual abuse suffered
by incarcerated women, to sexual harassment at work, over domestic
violence. For instance, one tweet shared an article outlining in detail
how an NYU professor sexually harassed one of her advisee students
repeatedly. This exemplifies how the power asymmetry, with the
professor having significant control over the student’s career, made it
difficult for the student to escape the situation. Many of the tweets
within this category question whether the power asymmetries provide
victim-survivors with the capacity to say “no”

Others were oriented toward helping social media users identify
different elements, such as power imbalances created by hierarchical
structures that can promote coercion and therefore make consent
impossible. In addition, some of the posts referring to Institutional
Power also contained the concept of Interactive Power. The same post
about the professor, for instance, also fell into the category of
Interactive Power through insisting, coercing, manipulating or other
verbal and non-verbal aggression. The case is a good example given
that the professor’s persistence combined with her position of power
made her manipulative abilities that much more effective in getting
her way.
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3.2 Dialogic communicative acts

No Instagram posts were identified as referring to Dialogic
Communicative acts. As for Twitter, 1 tweet was categorized as
nonverbal cues, and 1 as consent support. However, the difference in
terms of engagement between both tweets is quite high: the tweet
categorized as nonverbal cues received a 25% engagement rate,
whereas the one categorized as consent support received a 75%
engagement rate.

In terms of the content, the tweet categorized as nonverbal cues
refers to the need to pay attention to elements such as signs of distress
or discomfort to identify whether the other person is giving their
consent or not. The tweet categorized as consent support, in turn, refers
to the importance of taking consent into account in conversations
about relationships, highlighting consent as something positive
and necessary.

3.3 Ethics

Last, the subcategory within Ethics that has achieved the highest
number of posts and of engagement is consequences. In fact, on Twitter
the only tweet referring to Ethics has been identified within this
subcategory, hence having 100% of the engagement. On Instagram,
there are six posts referring to consequences, having reached an
engagement rate of 73%, and only two posts have been subcategorized
as intentions, having achieved 27% engagement.

Most posts within this category spoke about the need for potential
predators to take responsibility or be held accountable by others for
the outcome of their actions. A few posts emphasized that the
intention of abusing, harassing or being otherwise sexually violent is
wrong. In turn, most of the posts that engaged with the concept of
Ethics did so to emphasize the need for an ethics of consequence to
be applied to our understanding of consent. Most examples in this
category highlight the importance of holding perpetrators, rather than
the victim-survivor, accountable. For instance, many of the posts
referred to victim-survivors’ communicative acts which are often used
as excuses signaling consent advocated for shifting the blame from the
victim-survivor to the perpetrator, holding the latter accountable for
ensuring that a clear consent is provided.

4 Discussion

This study makes a previously underexplored contribution to the
sociological research literature on how citizens interact about sexual
consent in social media by analyzing to what extent and how the posts
analyzed use characteristics and concepts of the theory of
communicative acts. The study found that, among all the tweets and
Instagram posts reviewed and analyzed, 46 referred to some concepts
related to the theory of communicative acts.

Despite the low number of posts that contain key concepts
and elements of the theory of communicative acts as compared
to all the data extracted and analyzed, these findings provide
important advancements to the literature on sexual consent. For
many decades, the perspective on speech acts has been
predominant in the understanding and conceptualization of
sexual consent, that is, focusing only on victims’ words (Curtis
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and Burnett, 2017; Flecha et al., 2020). Yet the posts analyzed
indicate that, while still a small number of citizens, there are
already a few social media users who claim for the need to
account for much more than words and, most importantly, who
are already identifying other elements of communication as
essential to identify and understand consent (Soler and Flecha,
2010). While it remains unknown to what extent they know the
theory behind the concepts and elements those social media
users bring into social media interactions, the findings show that
they do use such elements in relevant everyday interactions in
social networks, which are themselves a relevant site to better
analyze how citizens conceptualize and understand sexual
consent (Aurrekoetxea-Casaus, 2020; Kettrey et al., 2021;
Worthington, 2020).

Most posts engaged with concepts and elements of Power
Communicative Acts (Flecha et al., 2020). In particular, the high
amount of references to the concept of Interactive Power shows that
its use in sexual encounters lies at the center of the issue among
participants. Whether it is through deeply embedded narratives that
allow covert manipulation or through more obvious displays of
malice, the mere presence of Interactive Power shows that consent
is compromised. Moreover, the recurring themes in the posts
reflected a general concern with victim-survivor-blaming attitudes
and demanded the attention be shifted back onto the perpetrators
and their use of Interactive Power. Many complained that women’s
state of dress, undress or physical appearance in general—e.g. being
curvy—was commonly presented as the central reason for their
encounter with violence. These posts sought to emphasize that even
when covering up and dressing in what is perceived as a sexually
unappealing way sexual violence persists, and that this logic is
therefore flawed. Furthermore, they argued that regardless of what
victim-survivors wear, the use of Interactive Power by the
perpetrator is exclusively at fault for the violence. This recurring
argument rejects the concept of unintentional illocutions (Cowart,
2004) and instead denounces the use of manipulation, coercion,
insistence or any other verbal or non-verbal types of aggression as
well as lying, deceiving or taking advantage of an unconscious
victim-survivor.

The line of reasoning of the posts speaking about Interactive
Power aligns with existing research that suggests that perpetrators
are capable of understanding refusal of consent both when it is
explicit and implicit in complex or non-verbal forms of
communication. Thus, they not only choose to ignore the refusal
within these ambivalences but moreover use them to hide their
action behind the excuse of misunderstanding (Harris, 2018).
Furthermore, by rejecting analyses centered on the expression of
consent and/or requesting to shift attention toward the perpetrators,
most of the posts analyzed align with the literature that places
Interactive Power as a crucial motor to the establishment of a Power
Communicative Act (Flecha et al., 2020).

The concept of Institutional Power, also present in the data
analyzed, was of much concern during the #metoo movement. It
became especially mediatic through cases of sexual violence such
as those perpetrated by the recently incarcerated producer
Harvey Weinstein, who used his institutional power to abuse,
harass and rape several members of the Hollywood industry
(Overbey, 2022). The hierarchies that exist within institutions can
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restrict the freedom of an employee, for instance, in rejecting
sexual advances and clearly expressing their discomfort and
consent refusal. The tweet that shared an article outlining the
case of professor-advisee harassment at NYU was precisely
concerned with this.

On the other hand, a few posts spoke about the need for more
Dialogic Communicative Acts that enable the establishment of
consent to sexual encounters. While some of these posts also
promoted affirmative consent, the emphasis was on asking for
consent, or ensuring one obtained consent before continuing
with the sexual encounter rather than on the clear and verbal
expression of consent or consent refusal. Along these lines, only
considering affirmative consent has previously shown barriers
that have been evidenced also in the present study (Willis and
Jozkowski, 2018). The legislation concerning affirmative consent
constituted a notable advance on previous law (North, 2022), but
nonetheless, it remains insufficient. In addressing concrete
actions, the need to clarify consent (Curtis and Burnett, 2017)
with considerations that go beyond affirmative consent and to
broaden its conception to include the factors that influence the
affirmation itself has been highlighted. Further studies may
consider comparing the engagement of affirmative consent with
broader Dialogic Communicative Acts that seek mutual
understanding, read verbal and non-verbal cues as well as context.

Last, some posts engaged with the concept of Ethics regarding
consent. While many limited their focus to pointing out how wrong it
is to ignore consent, the majority of posts that spoke about Ethics went
further. They emphasized an ethics of consequences (Weber, 1930)
and pointed out that perpetrators must be held accountable and take
responsibility for their actions. One could argue that the fact that the
very act of taking responsibility for ensuring consent is genuine is
what differentiates a Power Communicative Act from a Dialogic
Communicative Act. After all, allowing one’s position of power to
compromise their counterpart’s freedom to decide or, in turn, using
Interactive Power is a choice made by the perpetrator. Somebody who
does not wish to traumatize their counterpart will take responsibility
for the consequences of their actions if they make a mistake (Flecha
et al., 2020).

These findings hold implications for different disciplines and
areas related to sociology, especially for education. Much research
has claimed the need for sex education to delve deeper on issues
related to consent, as many adolescents and youth still feel they
have nuanced or incomplete understandings of consent
(Richmond and Peterson, 2020). Research has also pointed out
how challenging teaching about consent is (Curtis and Burnett,
2017; Healy Cullen et al., 2023). The findings in this study shed
some light on diverse social media users’ complex and fine-tuned
understanding of sexual consent which takes up elements of the
communicative acts theory, which has already shown to be pivotal
in providing a more rigorous analysis and conceptualization of
consent than those based only on words (Flecha et al., 20205 Soler
and Flecha, 2010). Further research should continue along this
line to delve deeper on how more and more adolescents and
youth can be trained based on scientific evidence to introduce
such elements into their understanding and identification of
consent and, along this line, the social impact that introducing
them has on their own sexual-affective relationships.
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4.1 Limitations

Some limitations and prospective research need to be considered.
The number of posts analyzed for this study is relatively low, partly
since the data was selected from a separate study. While the topic of
the other study substantially overlapped with this one, the content of
the extraction was not tailored to the focus of this study. Furthermore,
the dates of the extraction will reflect the sentiment of that particular
moment. Thus, for more conclusive comparative results, further
extractions aimed at the study of consent and sexual violence, as well
as an extraction over a more prolonged period of time will make for a
more representative study. This study has used a range of types of
Interactive Power that are of concern to the social media users
represented in this study. A wider range of examples of consent and
consent refusal can deepen our understanding of the dynamics of
Power Communicative Acts through Institutional and Interactive
Power as well as Dialogic Communicative Acts. A comparative study
that observes the difference between posts concerned with sexual
violence generally and those talking about consent specifically may
produce more answers. Further studies could also review which
mechanisms best ensure the establishment and normalization of
Dialogic Communicative Acts within institutions. Finally, prospect
studies may also consider reviewing how many of the posts that
propose a solution do so either by suggesting affirmative consent
exclusively, or affirmative consent as part of a Dialogic
Communicative Act.

5 Conclusion

Scientific contributions from different disciplines, particularly
sociology, regarding consent have come a long way. On the one hand,
this article has briefly reviewed the developments in linguistics, and
specifically pragmatics and sociolinguistics, which successfully
describe the complexities of the communication of consent. However,
it has showed the essential contributions from sociology to better
understand and conceptualize those complexities by engaging with
the literature that has developed an effective concept of
Communicative Acts, which offers an accurate differentiation between
egalitarian and violent sexual encounters, regardless of how the
victim-survivor expressed consent or consent refusal. As a step
forward, this study informs how social network debates fit the
Communicative Acts analysis and can thus be conducive to improving
popular understanding and respect for consent. In all, the SMA shows
that the concept of Communicative Acts—which includes the
importance of the ethics of consequence as well as the concepts of
Power and Dialogic Communicative Acts—resonates largely with
popular conversations about freely given consent that is based on
egalitarian relationships among the posts analyzed.

Data availability statement

Publicly available datasets were analyzed in this study. The data
that support the findings of this study are openly available in Zenodo
at: https://zenodo.org/record/4729725#.Yh14HBPM]Oc, doi: 10.5281/
zenodo.4729725.

Frontiers in Sociology

10.3389/fs0c.2024.1468173

Ethics statement

The extraction of data respected the General Data Protection
Regulation (EU) 2016/679 as well as the Terms and Conditions of the
selected social networks. Collected data included only public data that
users consented to share. Ethical approval for this study was obtained
through the University of Barcelona.

Author contributions

ET-G: Data curation, Formal analysis, Methodology, Writing —
original draft, Writing - review & editing. AK: Supervision, Writing
- review & editing. VP: Supervision, Writing - review & editing. RM:
Data curation, Formal analysis, Methodology, Writing - original draft,
Writing - review & editing. OS: Supervision, Writing — review &
editing. MS-G: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Methodology,
Supervision, Writing - review & editing.

Funding

The author(s) declare that financial support was received for the
research, authorship, and/or publication of this article. Open Access
funding was supported by the GRC SASIR. Successful Actions on
Social Impact Research (grant SGR 01091). AGAUR. Agencia de
Gestion de Ayudas Universitarias y de Investigacion. Generalitat de
Catalunya. This project was selected and funded by the European
Commission (grant agreement no. 872396).

Acknowledgments

This article draws on the knowledge created by the coordinator of
the H2020 project ALLINTERACT. Widening and Diversifying Citizen
Engagement in Science.

Conflict of interest

The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could
be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Publisher’s note

All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors
and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated
organizations, or those of the publisher, the editors and the
reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in this article, or
claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or
endorsed by the publisher.

frontiersin.org


https://doi.org/10.3389/fsoc.2024.1468173
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/sociology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://zenodo.org/record/4729725#.Yh14HBPMJOc
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4729725
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4729725

Torras-Gomez et al.

References

Agu, I. C.,, Mbachu, C. O,, Ezenwaka, U,, Eze, L., Ezumah, N., and Onwujekwe, O.
(2022). Gender norms and ideologies about adolescent sexuality: a mixed-method study
of adolescents in communities, south-eastern, Nigeria. Front. Sociol. 7:810411. doi:
10.3389/fs0¢.2022.810411

Aurrekoetxea-Casaus, M. (2020). San fermines #la manada case: an exploratory
analysis of social support for victims of sexual violence on twitter. Comput. Hum. Behav.
108:106299. doi: 10.1016/j.chb.2020.106299

Austin, J. (1962). How to do things with words. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Baldwin-White, A., and Gower, K. (2023). Influence of social media on how college
students perceive healthy relationships and consent. J. Am. College Health 71, 1301-1309.
doi: 10.1080/07448481.2021.1927049

Benoit, A. A, and Ronis, S. T. (2022). A qualitative examination of withdrawing sexual
consent, sexual compliance, and young women' role as sexual gatekeepers. Int. J. Sexual
Health Off. World Assoc. Sexual Health 34, 577-592. doi: 10.1080/19317611.2022.2089312

Cowart, M. (2004). Understanding ACTS of consent: using speech act theory to help
resolve MORAL dilemmas and legal disputes. Law Philos. 5, 495-525. doi:
10.1023/B:LAPH.0000022993.69964.eb

Curtis, J. N., and Burnett, S. (2017). Affirmative consent: what do college student
leaders think about “yes means yes” as the standard for sexual behavior? Am. J. Sexuality
Educ. 12,201-214. doi: 10.1080/15546128.2017.1328322

Dietz, J. L. G., and Widdershoven, G. A. M. (1991). “Speech acts or communicative
action?,” in Proceedings of the Second European Conference on Computer-Supported
Cooperative Work ECSCW’91. Dordrecht: Springer Netherlands, 235-248.

Dredze, M., Broniatowski, D. A., Smith, M. C., and Hilyard, K. M. (2016).
Understanding vaccine refusal: why we need social media now. Am. J. Prev. Med. 50,
550-552. doi: 10.1016/j.amepre.2015.10.002

Facts and Figures: Ending Violence Against Women. (2024). UN Women-Headquarters.
Available at: https://www.unwomen.org/en/what-we-do/ending-violence-against-women/
facts-and-figures (Accessed February 23, 2022).

Flecha, R. (2022). The dialogic society. Barcelona: Hipatia Press.

Flecha, R., Puigvert, L., Melgar, P, and Racionero-Plaza, S. (2024). Health impacts of
isolating gender violence. SAGE Open 14:7687. doi: 10.1177/21582440241227687

Flecha, R, Saso, C. E., Torras-Gomez, E., and Joanpere, M. (2022). The time of dialogic
sociology. Int. Sociol. J. Assoc. 37, 457-474. doi: 10.1177/02685809221111890

Flecha, R., Tomds, G., and Vidu, A. (2020). Contributions from psychology to
effectively use, and achieving sexual consent. Front. Psychol. 11:92. doi: 10.3389/
fpsyg.2020.00092

Goldberg, S. C. (2020). The oxford handbook of assertion. New York, NY: Oxford
University Press.

Gronert, N. M. (2019). Law, campus policy, social movements, and sexual violence:

where do we stand in the #MeToo movement? Sociol. Compass 13:12694. doi: 10.1111/
s0c4.12694

Harris, K. L. (2018). Yes means yes and no means no, but both these mantras need to go:
Communication myths in consent education and anti-rape activism. Journal of Applied
Communication Research. 46, 155-178. doi: 10.1080/00909882.2018.1435900

Healy Cullen, S., O’'Rourke, T., O’Higgins, S., Mclvor, C., Achteresch, E., Bharath, A.,
etal. (2023). Using communication stories to explore how young people draw on sexual

scripts when making sense of sexual consent. Sexuality Cult. 27, 1556-1577. doi:
10.1007/s12119-023-10078-y

Ison, J. (2019). ‘It’s not just men and women’: LGBTQIA people and #MeToo in #MeToo
and the politics of social change. Cham: Springer International Publishing, 151-167.

Kettrey, H. H., Davis, A. ], and Liberman, J. (2021). Consent is F#@king required”:
hashtag feminism surrounding sexual consent in a culture of postfeminist contradictions.
Soc. Media Soc. 7:20563051211062916. doi: 10.1177/20563051211062915

Frontiers in Sociology

10

10.3389/fs0c.2024.1468173

Lankford, A. (2016). Are there reasons for optimism in the battle against sexual
assault? Sociol. Compass 10, 38-47. doi: 10.1111/s0c4.12341

Molnar, L., and Hendry, N. A. (2022). Content analysis of responses to the line, an
Australian primary prevention of violence against women campaign on Facebook.
Health Prom. J. Off. ]. Austr. Assoc. Health Prom. Prof. 33, 340-348. doi: 10.1002/hpja.589

North, A. (2022). Legislating consent in sexual relations: how significant is the move
to affirmative consent? Alternative Law J. 48, 5-10. doi: 10.1177/1037969x221135202

Overbey, E. (2022). Retrieved February 23, 2022, from. Available at: https://www.
newyorker.com/books/double-take/the-reporting-that-led-to-harvey-weinsteins-trial-
and-conviction

Poell, T. (2014). Social media and the transformation of activist communication:
exploring the social media ecology of the 2010 Toronto G20 protests. Inf. Commun. Soc.
17,716-731. doi: 10.1080/1369118x.2013.812674

Pulido, C., Canaveras, P,, Redondo-Sama, G., and Villarejo-Carballido, B. (2023). Do
people comment on social networks about sexual consent in TV series? Rethinking
consent (or not) in real situations: Contributions from debates in social media. Sexuality
Cult. 28, 270-292. doi: 10.1007/s12119-023-10115-w

Pulido Rodriguez, C. M., Ovseiko, P, Font Palomar, M., Kumpulainen, K., and
Ramis, M. (2021). Capturing emerging realities in citizen engagement in science in
social media: a social media analytics protocol for the all interact study. Int ] Qual
Methods 20:16094069211050164. doi: 10.1177/16094069211050163

Pulido Rodriguez, C., Villarejo Carballido, B., Redondo-Sama, G., Guo, M., Ramis, M.,
and Flecha, R. (2020). False news around COVID-19 circulated less on Sina Weibo than
on twitter. How to overcome false information? International and multidisciplinary
journal of. Soc. Sci. 9, 107-128. doi: 10.17583/rimcis.2020.5386

Racionero-Plaza, S., Puigvert, L., Soler-Gallart, M., and Flecha, R. (2022).
Contributions of socioneuroscience to research on coerced and free sexual-affective
desire. Front. Behav. Neurosci. 15:814796. doi: 10.3389/fnbeh.2021.814796

Richmond, K. P, and Peterson, Z. D. (2020). Perceived sex education and its
association with consent attitudes, intentions, and communication. Am. J. Sexuality
Educ. 15, 1-24. doi: 10.1080/15546128.2019.1669512

Rios-Gonzalez, O., Torres, A., Aiello, E., Coelho, B., Legorburo-Torres, G., and
Munte-Pascual, A. (2024). Not all men: the debates in social networks on masculinities
and consent. Hum. Soc. Sci. Commun. 11, 1-10. doi: 10.1057/s41599-023-02569-y

Soler, M., and Flecha, R. (2010). Desde los actos de habla de Austin a los actos
comunicativos: Perspectivas desde Searle, Habermas y CREA. Rev. Signos 43, 363-375.
doi: 10.4067/50718-09342010000400007

Thomas, J. C., and Kopel, J. (2023). Male victims of sexual assault: a review of the
literature. Behav. Sci. 13:304. doi: 10.3390/bs13040304

Vidu Afloarei, A., and Tomds Martinez, G. (2019). The affirmative “yes”. Sexual offense
based on consent. Masculinities Soc. Change 8:91. doi: 10.17583/mcs.2019.3779

Weber, M. (1930). The Protestant ethic and the Spirit of capitalism, 1904-1905.
Lonodn: Routledge.

Willis, M., and Jozkowski, K. N. (2018). Barriers to the success of affirmative consent
initiatives: an application of the social ecological model. Am. J. Sexuality Educ. 13,
324-336. doi: 10.1080/15546128.2018.1443300

Worthington, N. (2020). Celebrity-bashing or #MeToo contribution? New York times
online readers debate the boundaries of hashtag feminism. Commun. Rev. 23, 46-65.
doi: 10.1080/10714421.2019.1704110

Zheng, Z. R. (2020). “#NotAllMen and# NotMyPresident: the limits of Moral
disassociation”. 2020. EurAmerica: A Journal of European and American Studies 50,
783-822.

frontiersin.org


https://doi.org/10.3389/fsoc.2024.1468173
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/sociology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://doi.org/10.3389/fsoc.2022.810411
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2020.106299
https://doi.org/10.1080/07448481.2021.1927049
https://doi.org/10.1080/19317611.2022.2089312
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:LAPH.0000022993.69964.eb
https://doi.org/10.1080/15546128.2017.1328322
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2015.10.002
https://www.unwomen.org/en/what-we-do/ending-violence-against-women/facts-and-figures
https://www.unwomen.org/en/what-we-do/ending-violence-against-women/facts-and-figures
https://doi.org/10.1177/21582440241227687
https://doi.org/10.1177/02685809221111890
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.00092
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.00092
https://doi.org/10.1111/soc4.12694
https://doi.org/10.1111/soc4.12694
https://doi.org/10.1080/00909882.2018.1435900
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12119-023-10078-y
https://doi.org/10.1177/20563051211062915
https://doi.org/10.1111/soc4.12341
https://doi.org/10.1002/hpja.589
https://doi.org/10.1177/1037969x221135202
https://www.newyorker.com/books/double-take/the-reporting-that-led-to-harvey-weinsteins-trial-and-conviction
https://www.newyorker.com/books/double-take/the-reporting-that-led-to-harvey-weinsteins-trial-and-conviction
https://www.newyorker.com/books/double-take/the-reporting-that-led-to-harvey-weinsteins-trial-and-conviction
https://doi.org/10.1080/1369118x.2013.812674
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12119-023-10115-w
https://doi.org/10.1177/16094069211050163
https://doi.org/10.17583/rimcis.2020.5386
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnbeh.2021.814796
https://doi.org/10.1080/15546128.2019.1669512
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-023-02569-y
https://doi.org/10.4067/S0718-09342010000400007
https://doi.org/10.3390/bs13040304
https://doi.org/10.17583/mcs.2019.3779
https://doi.org/10.1080/15546128.2018.1443300
https://doi.org/10.1080/10714421.2019.1704110

	From speech acts to communicative acts: social network debates about sexual consent
	1 Introduction
	1.1 Scientific contributions, from speech acts to communicative acts, to understanding consent
	1.2 Consent in social networks

	2 Materials and methods
	2.1 Data collection
	2.2 Data analysis
	2.2.1 Dialogic codebook: analytical categories
	2.3 Quantitative and qualitative analyses
	2.4 Ethical considerations

	3 Results
	3.1 Power communicative acts
	3.2 Dialogic communicative acts
	3.3 Ethics

	4 Discussion
	4.1 Limitations

	5 Conclusion

	References

