[bookmark: _GoBack]Content analysis report

Literature review
[bookmark: _Int_uEwa9Hw9]This essay will be discussing and defining several types of aggression including, physical, verbal, and gestural. It will also be analysing and evaluating the fox hunt video and provide appropriate and valid judgement as to what types of aggression they are practicing, which will later cater to accurate results according to the method. The definition of aggression is “behaviour that is intended to harm another individual who does not wish to be harmed” (Baron & Richardson, 1994). There are many different types of aggression, for example physical aggression is “behaviour causing or threatening physical harm towards others” (Kaye, A.J., Erdley, C.A, 2011). physical aggression can range from pushing and hitting to causing harm with a weapon. Verbal aggression as a definition is any language directed at someone in a threatening or harmful manner (Gordon, 2022). The next type of aggression is gestural which is making bodily gestures in a harmful and sharp way to intimidate others (Juby, 2022). The definition of provocation is an action that is intended to cause a reaction from another person (Cambridge dictionary, 2023). Provocation can be perceived as a type of aggression in the fox hunt video as when it was used, it was intended to cause a negative reaction from either group. Therefore, provocation in the video can be seen as a type of aggression but in everyday situations, it can be conceived as a non-aggressive behaviour. 
 A relevant theory which relates to aggression for this essay is, the Aggressive Cue Theory (ACT) proposed by Leonard Berkowitz, who was a professor of psychology between 1965 and 1969. The aggressive cue theory explains that acts of aggression are influenced by socially learnt cues or environmental situations, which make acting aggressively acceptable (Oxford Reference, 2016). Berkowitz explained that individuals are more likely to exhibit aggressive behaviours in certain environmental cues. These cues can be other aggressive people, media which incites aggression or objects which suggest aggression and violence, such as weapons. A significant study which relates to this theory is a study done by Anderson and Dill (2000) who were researching to see if exposure to aggressive cues leads to aggressive behaviour. Anderson and Dill’s research found that their assumption was correct, they found that exposure to violent games led to aggressive behaviours and emotions. A study done by Berkowitz and Lepage (1967) found that the presence of weapons majorly influences aggressive thoughts and behaviours. The study presented some participants with weapons and others were not given a weapon, those who were given a weapon tended to show more aggressive behaviours. Additionally, social cues also lead to an increase in aggressive behaviours, a social cue which can contribute is the presence of other aggressive individuals. The study by Baron and Richarson (1994) found that the presence of hostile environments led to increased aggression and frustration in the task given to participants. 
The second theory relative to this essay is the frustration-aggression hypothesis was proposed by Doob, Dollard, Mowerer and Sears in 1939. This theory explains that aggression is an involuntary response when a person is frustrated. Research found that when individuals are frustrated, they experience an urge to be aggressive toward the object or person which is causing the frustration. Dollard (1939) said frustration is a feeling of tension that occurs when someone or something is blocking a person from reaching a goal, which majority of the time leads to aggression. Dollard, Doob, Mowerer and Sears conducted studies to prove their hypothesis, one study focused on hate crimes. The types of aggression shown from this study varied from physical to verbal and some thoughts of physical aggression. This type of aggression is described by them as displacement aggression. There are four stages to this theory, the first stage is when someone is wanting to achieve a goal but gets blocked from doing so. From this, a person will become frustrated and the urge to become aggressive will arise and this is when the aggressive behaviour will be displayed (Berkowitz, 1989). 
In the video there are two groups of people arguing and acting with aggression toward each other, these two groups are an anti-fox hunt group and a pro fox hunt group. Fox hunting is a traditional sport in which hunters follow dogs on horseback to catch foxes and kill them. Anti – fox hunters argue that the animals targeted suffer physical and mental stress when hunted. On the other hand, pro fox hunters claim that hunting sports is inevitable because of our biological make up. From the video, the anti-fox hunt group will display more aggressive behaviours than the pro-hunt group. 
Method 
This method is a quantitative analysis of a video on YouTube about fox hunting. The video in question was already uploaded to YouTube and was not recorded and published for this study. No participants were needed to be chosen as the video was already recorded and accessible. An equal number of participants were chosen from each group for the purpose of this report. There were ten participants chosen in total, five were a part of the anti-fox hunt group and the other five were chosen from the pro-fox hunt group. There were other parties in the video such as police, which are not included in the study as they would be impartial to the situation. Materials used for this study include the video on YouTube and a scoring grid.
Firstly, the video was viewed 5 times to identify chosen participants to record accurate data. Moreover, the scoring grid was created to ensure that data could be recorded in an accurate manner. The video was then watched 10 more times to identify each participant and their aggressive behaviours. Each participant had a description written of them and the video was watched once for each participant. Data was collected in tally form in the scoring grid, this data was then counted and turned into means for each group. 

Results
Throughout the video a variety of aggressive behaviours were shown;
- Verbal 
- shouting
- name calling 
- gestural 
- intimidating hand motions 
- sharp body language 
- physical
- pushing 
- hitting
- barging 
- provocation
- each group going into the other groups personal space
- blowing hunting horns
- people laughing to incite reaction 
- shouting things which each group knew would cause a reaction 
 From the numerical evidence collected from the video, the mean score for the anti-fox hunt group is 28.5 and the mean score for the pro-hunting group is. This shows that the anti-fox hunt group clearly displayed more aggressive behaviours. The pro-hunting group displayed less aggressive behaviours in all categories of the table. The categories in the table are verbal aggression, physical, gestural and provocation. The anti-fox hunt group should have shown the most aggression which was the case in this study. This validates the hypothesis at the start of this report, these results make sense as the anti-fox hunt group would want to get their point across even more than the pro-hunt group as the anti-hunt group want to make a change to laws, which can sometimes be hard to do. 
The anti-fox hunt group displayed more aggressive behaviours in all categories of the scoring grid. The anti-fox hunt group displayed physical aggression fifteen times in contrast to the pro-fox hunt group who displayed physical aggression five times. This could be because the anti-fox hunt group were frustrated and did not know how else to get their concerns across. The next type of aggression which was displayed more by the anti-fox hunt group was verbal aggression, the number of times this group showed this type of aggression was a total of fifty-six times in comparison to ten times by the pro-hunt group. Regarding gestural aggression, the anti-hunt group displayed it eleven times and comparatively the other group showed it nine times. The last type of aggression is provocation, which did not have such a massive difference as the other results recorded. The anti-hunt group performed thirty-one acts of provocation compared to twenty-six acts from the pro-hunt group. This bar chart created will show the results in a clear manner. 

[image: ]

Discussion
The overall findings from this report how that the anti-fox hunting group are arguably more aggressive than the pro-hunting group. This is because the pro-hunters are not protesting for anything to change as it is easier to keep fox hunting legal, rather than go through the legal system to get rid of the law. The anti-hunt group may have been more aggressive as they are frustrated and passionate to get rid of fox hunting. Referring to the frustration-aggression hypothesis, studies have shown and proved that once a person is blocked to achieve a goal, they become frustrated and act on this frustration with aggression. In this scenario, the anti-fox hunt group’s goal is to ban fox hunting, but the pro-hunt group is blocking them from doing so. 
Both groups displayed all types of aggression in question, the aggression cue theory relates to this as both groups displayed aggression and were in a hostile environment, it incited and persuaded each group to act aggressively. 
From the data of this report, the hypothesis is correct. The anti-fox hunt group displayed more aggressive behaviours than the pro-fox hunt group.  
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Appendices 
	
	Pro-hunt group
	Anti-hunt group

	Verbal
	\\\\\\\\\\ - 10
	\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ - 56

	Physical
	\\\\\ - 5
	\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ - 15

	Gestural
	\\\\\\\\\ - 9 
	\\\\\\\\\\\ - 11


	Provocation
	\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ - 26
	\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ - 31



Participants used
Male on horse – pro-hunt
Female shouting- anti-hunt
Male in grey t shirt – anti-hunt
Female in blue jumper- pro-hunt
Male in blue jumper – anti-hunt
Female with megaphone- anti-hunt
Male in tan hat- pro-hunt
Male in brown jumper- pro-hunt
Male with hat – pro-hunt
Female with red hair – anti-hunt 
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A BAR CHART TO PRESENT
THE NUMBER OF
DIFFERENT TYPES OF
AGGRESSION WERE SHOWN





