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Content 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.

Across the UK, there are many frequent protests of the hunting of animals. These protests can exhibit many frustrations, usually creating aggression. Baron & Richardson (1977) defines aggression as type of behaviour which has the goal of injuring or harming another living being who is motivated to avoid such treatment. This study investigated the types of aggression shown in a three-minute video of a fox hunting protest, this content analysis used a quantitate graph to record the different types of aggression and behaviour’s shown in the video of the protest. Overall, the findings where the anti-fox hunting group displayed more signs of aggressive behaviours, however the pro fox hunting group to exhibit more signs of provocation. The weakness of the fox hunting video had been the angle at which the video was recorded and the length of the recording, to fully examine the protest and to gain sufficient results, the video would need to be extensively longer. The findings of aggressive behaviours shown in this video are linked to frustration-aggression hypothesis, aggression cue theory and observational learning.

This content analysis report will demonstrate the findings from reviewing the video of an anti-fox hunting group and a pro fox hunting protest. On review of the protest, this report examines the types of aggressive behaviour shown on both anti and pro fox hunting protest. Hogg & Vaughan (2008) explore the examples of aggressive behaviours such as, physical or verbal act’s including pushing, shoving, threatening speech, gestural provocation and striking. The video presents the anti-fox hunting group to show significant signs of aggression towards the apposed group particularly with aggressive verbal language, whilst the pro fox hunting group presents more gestural and prevocational aggression towards the anti-group. Linking the aggression shown in the video, to relevant theories such as frustration-aggression hypothesis, aggressive cue theory and observational learning (Bordens & Horowitz, 2001)


The method used to demonstrate the types of aggression shown was a tally scoring grid, reviewing the relevant research material, in this case the ‘(PART THREE) Boxing Day Hunt Protest, 26/12/2015’ video six times as a group with one member of the group examining the behaviours of the anti-fox hunting side of the protest and the other reviewing the behaviours in the pro fox hunting side (Friend, 2015). Identifying six individuals from both sides of the protest, the scoring grid was used to compare the behaviours shown in relation to the protest. The two specific groups being researched upon are the pro and anti-fox hunting groups with the police excluded from the research participation pool, there was no need to recruit participants as the video is freely available on YouTube. Every time an aggressive behaviour and/or attribute was shown, it would be scored on the tally attached in the appendix. The date collection of the tally scoring was done as a group, but each member of the group conducted the analysis independently.




Below are the results concluded from the review of the protest, included is a key listing the specific behaviours belonging to each aggression type.

	Type of Aggression
	Specific demonstration of aggression in the material attached 

	Verbal
	Discriminatory language, chanting, shouting, abusive language and hostile Tone.

	Physical
	Pushing, shoving, forceful stance, hitting (use of ‘elbowing’ in particular) and grabbing.

	Gestural
	Finger pointing, space invading, disgruntled facial gestures, frowning and sneering.

	Provocation
	Waving of hand particularly in an upheaving way, waving of hat’s, horn blowing, tempting people verbally and use of provocative outfits.




Overall, the main group which exhibited more aggression was the anti-fox hunting group. They displayed this mainly by being verbally aggressive, displaying attributes of offensive language, chanting, and shouting directed towards the pro fox hunting group. However, the pro group displayed more visual signs of provocation which seemed to cause more distress for the anti-hunt group which only provoked the anti-hunt group to be more verbal with their aggression in response to the provocation. As displayed in the chart, the anti-hunt group were more physical in their approach, potentially because the pro side of the protest were mainly traveling by horse, which gave them the upper hand in being dominant in their approaches. The anti-group seemed much smaller and were mixed within the rowdy crowd who may have felt bullied or overpowered, so may have used physical force to battle their way out of the belittling crowd. 








I found that there were many signs of aggressive behaviours within both parties of the protest, however it seems the anti-fox hunt group displayed more attributes of aggression than the pro group, In this instance the pro fox hunting group seemed to outnumber the anti-hunting group with the pro group coming in the hundreds and displayed minimal but effective aggressive cues, which potentially provoked the opposing side to become more frustrated and agitated. (Berkowitz et al., 1969) describes his theory as the aggression cue theory, he states frustration is a catalyst in supporting the increase in arousal, but the socially acceptable cues are what promotes the aggression.  In the video the pro fox hunting group exhibit more signs of provocation cues such as taking their hats off and waving it in a gesture to gain more upheaval from the crowd especially the aggressive attention from the anti-fox side of the protest. More potential cues observed were the use of a horn, historically the use of a horn is a sign of power or the attention that a war has begun. Leonard Berkowitz (1962) suggests that that acts of aggression are influenced by the presence of socially learnt cues or environmental situations, such as blowing the horn in this protest or taking hats off and waving it in a gestural way in which can make committing feel aggression is acceptable. I had observed the social presence of the pro hunting crowd is much higher than the anti, this suggests that use of horns, hats, and body movements in particular the raising of arms were to provoke the crowd to cheer to overpower the opposing side. I believe that this was to potentially overpower the shouting and verbal abuse from the anti-fox hunting group, the horn seemed to create a patriotic atmosphere which only caused more distress and frustration for the anti-group. 

During the video it’s clearly observed the anti-fox hunting group displayed more signs of aggression, verbally. The use of offensive verbal language was directed at the apposing group and their supporters, I believe the use of language was their main way of expressing thoughts and feelings with this seemed a build-up of frustration towards a historic tradition of fox hunting. Frustration-aggression hypothesis in its original form states that there is a close link between aggression and frustration, suggesting that the aggressive behaviours are always the consequence of frustration that has built up (Bordens & Horowitz, 2001). The event of built-up emotions and the need to express would have heightened the feeling which exposed means of aggression, (Dollard et al., 1939) proposed that aggression is the inevitable outcome from some kind of frustrating event or situation with the frustration leading to aggression. From what I had observed the anti-fox hunt group were displaying more signs of the frustration-aggression hypothesis theory based on the physical and verbal aggression shown. In contrast to this, I feel like the use of provocation from the pro side had been learnt over time through observation. Examples being the hat gestures, horns, and choice of animal costumes. Bordens & Horowitz (2001) describe this as observational learning, an attitude-based formation through watching what people do and whether it is rewarded and punished, then imitating those behaviours. The pro group travelling by horse, use aggressive provoking techniques at which in this instance provokes the crowd of believers to cheer and gain acceptance. This reinforces that the aggression types exploited in the video are acceptable.




Aggression is shown in many instances in this video, both demonstrating different ways to show aggression. By analysing the results, the anti-hunt group displayed more aggressive behaviour’s potentially due to the initiation of the aggressive cues from the pro side and strong sense of personal feelings or opinions on fox hunting. The aggression cue theory in this example is based on the one-sided acceptance provocation from the pro group. This theory model was based on a cause and effect, how the social aspect of your behaviour is accepted through the cue of others around you. This seemed to influence the behaviour of the anti-fox hunt side of the protest to demonstrate more aggressive behaviours in the attempt to overpower the opposing side. In retaliation the build of frustration over time from the cue’s created a sense of anger transforming to aggression, displayed by the anti-fox hunt group. This is called frustration-aggression hypothesis. 


Looked at the types of aggression shown in; https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0aLAbwR3fog

	Aggression Type
	Anti-Hunt
	Pro-Hunt

	Verbal
	26
	2

	Physical
	9
	3

	Gestural 
	7
	3

	Provocation
	3
	5
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Types of Aggression shown in the protest

Anti Hunt	Verbal	Physical	Gestural	Provocation	26	9	7	3	Pro Hunt	Verbal	Physical	Gestural	Provocation	2	3	3	5	



