
20  BLITZ Magazine www.sportzblitz.net

W hether you’re browsing the web 
or hanging around a martial 
arts chat-room or forum, if you 

post derogatory messages about people or 
sensitive topics to bait users into responding, 
you might be regarded as ‘trolling’. Wikipedia 
basically defi nes “internet troll” as someone 
who comes into an established community, 
such as an online martial arts discussion 
forum, and posts infl ammatory, rude or 
offensive messages designed solely to annoy 
and antagonise the existing members or 
disrupt the fl ow of discussion.  

Most people try to post such ‘trolls’ 
anonymously, but this sort of annoyance 
has, since January 2006, been legislated 
as a federal crime in the USA. It is called 
“cyberstalking” and essentially the US law 
prohibits anyone from using the internet 
without disclosing his identity and with the 
intent to annoy. Penalties range from fi nes 
to imprisonment.

However, there is no uniformity of 
approach when it comes to global legal 
protection against cyberstalking. The debate 
will continue as to what constitutes stalking 
both online and offl ine, and how best to 

address the problem. Approaches such as 
harassment-specifi c legislation, restrictive 
telecommunication practices and anti-
stalking legislation by State and Territories 
of Australia go some way to tackling the 
problem, but there’s no specifi c approach to 
deal with matters like trolling, which could 
lead to cyberstalking and online defamation.

The different legislation in the States 
and Territories of Australia generally 
covers activities such as unauthorised 
surveillance of a person, interference with 
the person’s property, sending offensive 
material, telephoning the person in a way 
to arouse fear, and intimidation. While 
the identity of the physical stalker is 
easy to detect, that of the cyberstalker 
or forum troller is often hidden.

The idea of anonymity, however, is 
misleading because whatever you do on the 
internet can be traced to your IP address. Still, 
many forums — even those devoted to martial 
arts discussion — allow users to remain 
anonymous and engage in trolling under the 
cloak of hidden identity. The interesting legal 
question is whether an Australian forum user 
might nevertheless be subjected to the legal 
prohibition if the server on which they are 
posting is based in the USA. Such matters are 
beyond the scope of this column, but it’s now 
no longer a laughing matter for the ‘troller’.

So, why do people engage in trolling? 
In South Korea, a country that prides 
itself on a long martial arts tradition in 
taekwondo, nevertheless has a growing 
problem of “cyberviolence” according to 
one internet survey. It’s no wonder that 
one of the nation’s eminent psychology 
professors, who has long studied the South 
Korean problem, said that people who post 
malicious remarks often get hooked on 
the habit of seeing others respond to their 
infl ammatory statements. Anonymity gives 
them a sense of power and allows them to 
get angry and aggressive without getting 
physically hurt for hurling such abuse.

In short, it is — like many kinds of 
harassment — an addiction. It seems 
rather easy to use words to infl ame, to 
be sarcastic, disruptive and engage in 

unsolicited confrontation from the comfort 
of one’s home. Trollers are able to exhibit 
such hostile behaviour and hide from real 
physical confrontation. One can understand 
the rooftop fi ghts in Bruce Lee’s days — they 
had no keyboard to hide behind, but had to 
eat their words in a fi st-fi ght!

What amounts to a disruptive online 
behaviour by trolling is the subject of 
some debate, as some people cannot 
accept other people’s strong opinions 
or infl ammatory remarks about a topic. 
Regardless, forums of all kinds will continue 
to attract trollers. 

However, other than engaging in what is 
now a criminal act of anonymous annoyance, 
the troller might also have engaged in 
unlawful publication of a matter that is 
defamatory of another, which constitutes a 
civil wrong and for which the subject of their 
remarks may be able to sue for damages.

Some people enjoy engaging in trolling 
as a kind of practical joke, and others may 
see it as being a part of genuine debate and 
discussion. Yet, when serious imputations 
are made about a person in a forum, it tends 
to have the effect of damaging the person’s 
reputation or lead to his or her exclusion 
from the broader community. However, 
if the words, no matter how insulting or 
objectionable, produce neither of these 
effects, then they are not actionable in court.

But as martial arts forum users, we 
should ask ourselves, is this the budo way? 
Since human motivation is the driver of 
any offensive behaviour, as martial artists, 
it is important to be reminded that one 
reason we learn how to fi ght is to become 
confi dent in avoiding violence; to control the 
urge to fi ght and exercise self-discipline in 
defusing confl ict. As such, for those who call 
themselves martial artists to be engaging in 
trolling on internet forums and denigrating 
others is not in the greatest tradition of the 
martial arts.
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While martial arts forums are a great way to share knowledge and discuss the martial arts, 
the behaviour of some users often falls well short of the ideals of budo.
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