Levels and types of aggressive behaviour demonstrated by anti-hunt and pro-hunt group members.
Although it can be channelled into creative and useful channels for some, aggression is overt or covert social engagement with the goal of causing injury or other harm to another person. It could happen in a provocative or unprovoked way. Aggression in people can be sparked by a variety of things, from feeling insulted to irritation over unmet ambitions. Human aggression can be divided into two categories: direct aggression and indirect aggression. The former is characterised by behaviour intended to harm another person physically or verbally, whereas the latter is characterised by behaviour intended to harm an individual's or group's social relationships.
[bookmark: _Int_Bs7DXahW][bookmark: _Int_HrcTXhVw][bookmark: _Int_kGIiJzld][bookmark: _Int_tIaDZ5fM]There are many distinct types of aggression including, hostile, instrumental and violence. Hostile anger occurs in response to anger inducing conditions, such as real or perceived insults, physical attacks, or failure in a certain aspect of life. The goal for this anger is to make the victim suffer and therefore is a disorganized and intense emotion. Moving on, instrumental aggression begins with competition or the desire for some object possessed by another person. The goal for this aggression is to obtain that possession or desired object and therefore has no intent to harm, although indifferent. Aggression can also be verbal. Aggressive communication is expressed in a forceful and hostile manner, and usually involves alienating messages such as, blaming others and accusing them of being in the wrong, as well as labelling. In addition, the persons tone of voice and facial expressions are unfriendly. Furthermore, since provocation might occur accidentally, it is not precisely categorised as an act of aggression. Provocation could be considered aggression, though, if it is meant to elicit a reaction that might be damaging to the other person. Inciting a response, for instance, in front of police officers. Aggression and irritation are indicators of neuroticism, but not always violent behaviour. High neurotic individuals are more likely to experience frequent frustration. Both extraversion and conscientiousness have little to no relationship with violence.
[bookmark: _Int_ZQtNAJcK][bookmark: _Int_SikUtTUy]There are many different theories that try to explain aggression. The simple premise of the frustration-aggression theory is that frustration leads to aggression. Aggression is likely to result from frustration, but if a person has higher degrees of self-awareness or self-control, it need not. A person's anger does not' necessarily have to be directed at the object of their annoyance. Even when the objective has been reached and the frustration fades, aggressiveness could still exist. However, frustration is a source of arousal. But like any type of arousal, this can have several outcomes, which are linked learned patterns of behaviour and environmental cues stated Bandura, (1973). Children were positioned in front of a wire screen in one of the first studies to explore the frustration-aggression idea. On the other side were toys. The toys were just out of reach even though the kids could see them. The kids who wanted to play with the toys were annoyed by this. Researchers found that the children's play was significantly more aggressive after the wire barrier was taken down and they were allowed to play with the toys than it had been initially.
[bookmark: _Int_xGhAskQi]Moving on, Theory of Aggressive Cues. According to priming, watching violent content on television can trigger memories of one's own past anger, bringing back those memories and increasing the likelihood that one will act aggressively out of rage. An increase in anger or hatred brought on by the mere presence of a weapon. Others who have seen a weapon before will act more aggressively when provoked than people who have not. In a study by Green and Berkowitz (1966) Participants were instructed to write a solution to a problem, which was then evaluated by a partner (the stooge), who then shocked half of the participants with either 1 or 7 electric shocks. The participants were then instructed to assess their "partner's" response and give them one to ten electric shocks in return. All of them Half of the audience saw a violent boxing movie with Kirk Douglas that was previewed to them. The majority watched a film without any violence.
The last theory on aggression is based on one of the most well-known tests ever conducted. Albert Bandura put forth the Social Learning Theory in the 1960s. Most notably, Bandura's Bobo Doll experiment sought to understand how young toddlers pick up violence. He suggested that aggressive behaviour is a learnt trait. For example, children exert aggression simply because they are imitating what they have observed. It also proposes that humans are not born with large arrays of aggression at their disposal, they acquire them through direct experience or observation. 
Hypothesis
Within this report I will be discussing the aggression seen in a video that includes the topic of fox-hunting and pro- and anti-hunting arguments. I believe that the ‘anti-hunt’ group will display more aggressive behaviours than the ‘pro-hunt’ group. 
Method
[bookmark: _Int_8MixdFDk]Within this report I used quantitative content analysis of a pre-recorded video, where I compared the numerical scores of each group. The participants are already people recorded in the video, for this report I identified and scored the behaviour of two specific groups, pro and anti-hunt group members. I included six members from each group, and there was no need to recruit anymore participants as the video is freely available on YouTube. 

	Aggression type 
	Anti-hunt
	Pro-hunt 

	Verbal 
	IIIIIII
	IIIII

	Physical 
	III
	II

	Gestural 
	IIIIIIIIII
	IIIIII

	Provocation 
	IIII
	II



Procedure
Firstly, I watched the pre-recorded video around 15 times if not more as it was difficult for me to see certain types of aggression displayed. 

Results
· [bookmark: _Int_o6579qPd]Verbal- name calling, chanting, swearing, and accusing
· Physical- shoving people out the way, hitting in the background
· Gestural- intimidating hand movements, swearing, harmful gestures towards the opposite group 
· Provocation- waving a hat, blowing a horn, being loud and unpleasant 
[bookmark: _Int_eVKSGbwv][bookmark: _Int_DoEABWSQ][bookmark: _Int_v8Qw3bVZ][bookmark: _Int_A1d3RRhW][bookmark: _Int_XfMrcmYW]The anti-hunt protesters exhibited the more aggressive behaviour throughout much of the video as they used more gestural and verbal aggression compared to the pro-hunt protesters, who exhibited more neutral and calmer behaviour. The pattern of aggression stayed the same for most of the video, however towards the end of the video both sets of protesters began to display further aggression for example, yelling, shoving, and blowing a horn aggressively. Similarly, both groups had a lot of gestural aggression towards each other. However, Throughout the video many participants stayed calm and did not gesture or display any type of aggression until a certain point within the video. This event was when a police officer rode a horse near the protesters and certain members started to yell and scream at the man, some participants even went as far as throwing stuff and waving their hands around in a forceful and hostile manner. This action supports the frustration-aggression theory, as this type of anger displayed stems from frustration from the events that took place. As well as displaying initial frustration, the participants will carry this aggression with them even after the protest, therefore continuing to support the frustration-aggression theory. It is not hard to link moments of aggression to moments of frustration. There have been many viral videos of people yelling at retail workers about mask mandates or other rules. All that aggression comes from frustration, however not all aggression has to be violent. For example, within the video one participant can be seen waving her arms around in frustration and not escalating into any violent behaviour. 
[bookmark: _Int_DxjHqBO6]Furthermore, throughout the video the anti-hunt group showed more aggression compared to pro-hunt group. This was shown through many actions including, yelling, gestural actions displayed in a hostile and aggressive manner, as well as chanting. These actions are supported by the Aggressive cue's theory, which states that frustration is psychologically painful and that environmental stimuli is associated with aggressive behaviour. In the case of this video, the environmental stimuli would be the protest that is taking place which is making the participants frustrated and therefore turn aggressive. In addition to this, the types of aggression displayed by the anti-hunt group will make the overall environmental stimuli higher as they are encouraging the opposite group, which is the pro-hunt group, to also act aggressively in support for their protest. This could also link to and support the social learning theory as the aggression and behaviour displayed could be due to observation and a direct experience of the protest. Arguably, seeing aggressive behaviour could encourage others around the protest to start acting aggressively as well. 
In conclusion, the anti-hunt protesters were the most aggressive as they displayed several more gestural and verbal actions compared to pro-hunt protesters. In addition, the anti-hunt protesters exhibited the more aggressive behaviour throughout much of the video as they used more gestural and verbal aggression compared to the pro-hunt protesters, who exhibited more neutral and calmer behaviour. For most of the video, the pattern of violence persisted, but toward the finish, both groups of demonstrators started to act even more violently, such as by shouting, shoving, and blaring their horns in an aggressive manner. 
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