Analysis of types of aggressive behaviour demonstrated by two opposing groups in a video of protesters against hunting with hounds confronting pro-hunt group members.

[bookmark: _Int_Cc2F7qU7][bookmark: _Int_cSqcGOCH][bookmark: _Int_lEU4X7gB][bookmark: _Int_3GN2FD2a]Aggression can be defined as an action or conduct that uses a force or threat (Cambridge). There are a range of types of aggression. There were four main types of aggression chosen for this study, these were verbal, physical, gestural, and provocation. The latter of these is not an aggressive act in itself, but is intended to bring out an aggressive act in somebody else, therefore invoking some form of aggression. Especially considering there were police present, this could be seen as an attempt to get somebody arrested. The video takes place during a protest in 2015, where fox hunters defied the hunting act 2004 and proceeded to hunt regardless (according to James Murray of the Express, 2015). This provoked many protests and attempts to prevent the hunts, resulting in many instances like the ones in the video across the country. The hypothesis chosen what that the protesters will show more signs of aggression, but only by a small margin. This conclusion was brought forward by the frustration-aggression hypothesis, (Dollard, Doob, Mowerer and Sears, 1939). It argued aggression is a natural response but can only be activated by frustration. The group that was protesting were frustrated because many saw the hunts as immoral and were being conducted in defiance of the law, and so according to the theory, they are likely to display forms of aggression as a result of this stimuli. That aggression can come out in several ways, depending on the setting, social desirability, and fear of retaliation and/or legal consequences are likely to keep the protests mostly peaceful (Miller, 1941). However, the reasoning behind the difference being only slight, is that the existence of aggressive actions often sets off aggressive characteristics in those present, (Fiske, 2004), therefore, the pro-hunt group are likely to return some of that aggression. Another factor that could affect the aggression of the pro-hunters is that those that do participate in hunting are predisposed to forms of violence through hunting, meaning they have learned aggressive responses through social interaction in hunting ad through the action of hunting, (Anderson, 2004). The aggressive cue theory (Berkowitz, 1966) states that cues are needed in order for annoyance to be transferred into aggression, and having learned forms of aggression in hunting, it is possible that aggression will be manifested as a response to the protesters. 
[bookmark: _Int_uv2SLhTb]The method chosen for this study is a content analysis, whereby ten people from each group in the video were chosen to be observed and scores will be taken based on those twenty people alone. This produced quantitative data. The video and scoring grid were the only materials used in this study. The participants were already pre-recorded in the video, meaning no need to recruit participants as this video is available on YouTube. The procedure was as follows; the video was watched 3 times and was subject to the scoring grid that was developed. For every time one of the ten subjects performed an action that fit into the scoring grid, a point was given in that category under the appropriate type of aggression and group. The participants on the side of the pro-hunting group were a man in a grey fleece, the man on a horse at the front of the group, the man in a green coat and matching flat cap, an older woman with a black coat and scarf, and the man in the green flat cap with a dark blue fleece. The participants for the anti-hunting group were the lady holding the camera, the man holding the sign on the side of the road, a bearded man in a green coat, a woman in a black hat with a megaphone, and a man in a blue and red coloured bobble hat. The scoring grid was separated between both groups involved and contained four types of aggressive acts. These were verbal, any form of vocal escalation that is not a debate, such as insults, shouting and threats. Then there is physical aggression, this is any act of physical touch intended to intimidate or hurt someone. Gestural, meaning any non-verbal act that is seen as aggressive or an attempt to intimidate. The final category of aggression is provocation; anything that is intended to bring out a verbal or physical response from the other party. The procedure that took place involved watching the video once, focused on the protesters, once again on the pro-hunting group, and a final time scanning each participant to ensure that no aggressive behaviours were missed. Each of these behaviours was noted to avoid being counted twice and was then placed into the table as a point. The Following is a copy of the scoring grid;
	Aggression Type 
	Anti-Hunt Protesters 
	Pro-Hunt

	Verbal
	
	

	Physical
	
	

	Gestural
	
	

	Provocation
	
	

	Total
	
	



The data produced was in favour of the hypothesis, with the number of aggressive acts coming from the protesters only marginally beating the total score of the pro-hunt group. The number of verbal acts of aggression counted for the protesters was six, their opposition scored four, including shouting, insults and swearing. The protesters, however, scored less in physical acts of aggression, managing three compared to the pro-hunt group’s four, this involves any form of pushing and/or striking. They were both tied in gestural acts, totalling three each, points were given for non-verbal acts that were intended to intimidate. Finally, the protesters had more provocations, with two being counted compared to one, these were acts intended to illicit some form of reaction from someone. The protest group scored a total of fourteen and the pro-hunt group score twelve. The table below displays the results, and the chart is to illustrate the difference:
	Aggression Type 
	Anti-Hunt Protesters 
	Pro-Hunt

	Verbal
	IIIIII
	IIII

	Physical
	III
	IIII

	Gestural
	III
	III

	Provocation
	II
	I

	Total
	14
	12


[image: ]
[bookmark: _Int_3K36VNAw]The chart shows that the protesters were more likely to manifest verbal forms of aggression, whereas the pro-hunt group were more likely to perform physical acts of aggression. This could suggest that although the protesters scored higher overall, the pro-hunt group are more likely to initiate a physical altercation, which arguably carries much more serious repercussions and outcomes, despite this, in the context of the scoring grid the protesters still score higher. 
[bookmark: _Int_kKxF6uBf][bookmark: _Int_K0WkX8ko]As mentioned previously; the protesters elicited more signs of aggression than the pro-hunt participants. The difference was only slight, being made up from the two more points scored in verbal aggression. This is possibly due to the nature of a protest, as it is a way of displaying one’s disagreement with something, usually through the medium of voicing those concerns. Although the protesters scored higher overall, they showed less signs of physical aggression. Because of this, the argument could be made that they may have scored higher but had carried out less acts that could lead to somebody being injured, and therefore less aggressive. On the other hand, the protesters did score one more point in the provocation category, plausibly purposefully invoking a physical response from the pro-hunt participants. It is worth mentioning that the majority of the hunting group were male, which could be explained as the reason for the higher score in physical acts of aggression. 
[bookmark: _Int_8vfoJZA1]The argument could be made that the results support the aggressive cue theory, (Berkowitz, 1966) and the Violent evil and the general aggression model (Anderson, 2004), as stated in the hypothesis; the participants in favour of hunting are likely to display aggressive behaviours as a result of both being subjected to aggressive cues, primarily verbal, which invoked a response, possibly due to previous exposure to violence via hunting for those in the group that has hunted. However, it is not possible to tell which of them have hunted, so the results support the former research better than the latter. 
[bookmark: _Int_fGUaFE6U][bookmark: _Int_vP8mNiG0]In conclusion the participants in the protester group scored higher in aggression, primarily vocal aggression, than the pro-hunt group, with the exception of physical aggression. This seems to support the hypothesis and the research referenced, showing that the more frustrated side of the argument are, in this particular case, more likely to show more signs of aggression to their opposition, however, the difference is only marginal as a result of retaliation to the verbal incitements towards the pro-hunt group. Provocation had a single point difference towards the protesters, and both groups were equal on gestural aggression. 
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