Content Analysis Report: 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.
Literature Review
[bookmark: _Int_XEosBH9A]Aggression is when someone behaviours in a certain way that they aim to cause harm to someone or something else (Cherry, 2022). In this report, I will be researching 4 types of aggression even though there are many more types. I will be concentrating on verbal, physical, gestural, and provocation. Verbal abuse is when someone uses their words to cause someone harm. This would cause them harm as it would be used to assault them or to belittle them (Gordon, 2022). Physical aggression is when someone intends to hurt someone in physically, this could be by punching, hitting, spitting, or even using a weapon (Kaye & Erdley, 2011, pp. 1100-1103). Gestural aggression is when someone uses their body language to show aggression towards another person (Juby, 2022). Provocation is when someone is doing their best to make another person angry or get them to show aggression (EYC, 2017). Even though provocation is not aggressive, as someone may provoke another person unintentionally. If someone is trying to provoke someone to get them to become aggressive, then this comes under aggression. 
There are theories which are attached to aggression the ones I will be talking about are the frustration-aggression hypothesis and the aggressive cue theory. 
[bookmark: _Int_IoU8XfXR]The frustration-aggression hypothesis was proposed by Dollard, Doob, Mowerer and sears in 1939. They proposed that aggression is an involuntary response when someone is frustrated. They said frustration is response to something that is blocking a person from doing their intended outcome. This hypothesis was researched on subjects such as hate crimes. The aggression that is shown may come in different forms, it may be physical, verbal and sometimes the thoughts of causing harm to someone. They say that the aggression may not always be direct to the person who caused it due to them thinking that the person who has made them frustrated is a threat to them. This is displacement aggression. There are four stages of this theory. It starts when someone is watching to achieve an outcome but then it gets blocked. Due to the outcome being blocked a person will get frustrated and the aggression drive is activated. This is when the aggressive behaviour is then shown (Berkowitz, 1989).
The second theory is aggressive cue theory (ACT). The model was proposed by Berkowitz in 1966, he said that frustration causes pain to the person who is experiencing it. He proposed that this be physical or psychological pain does not cause aggression but does cause anger. He proposed that when someone saw a ‘cue’ which could be someone else displaying aggressive behaviour, remembering a trauma experience from the past, or seeing a person or object that frustrates them they would transform their psychological pain into a type of aggression. Berkowitz and green in 1966 researched this theory by making participants write a solution to a problem their proposed. Before they did this, they watched 1 of two films. One film was a boxing film with Kirk Douglas, this film was violent. The second film was a non-violent film. This solution was then judged by someone they got to do their work for them, a partner. This person then gives the participant either one or seven electric shocks to the person who created the solution. Half of the participants received 1 and the other received 7. The participant was asked to assess the solution of the partner, they had to respond by either giving 1 or 10 electric shocks (Baron & Richardson, 1994).
The results of this found that when the participants were administrating the higher number of electric shocks this was due to them believing that the partner they were given was named ‘Kirk’ which was in relation to the film they had watched, it was also said that if they had watched the aggressive film, they were more likely to give more electric shocks. They were also more likely to give the higher number of electric shocks If they had received a high number of shocks from the partner (Baron & Richardson, 1994). 
Pro-hunt protesters will be more aggressive than the anti-hunt protesters.
Method
This is a quantitative analysis of a video which is on YouTube already, the video was not recorded for this studies purpose. There was no reason that the participants had to be picked due to the video already being recorded. For this report there was an equal number of participants chosen for each group. Five participants in the video were chosen who were pro-hunt and 5 participants were anti-hunt. The police which were present in the video are not included in the participants due to them being impartial. The materials that were used was a freely available video on YouTube and a scoring grid which was created for the purpose of the research. 
Firstly, the scoring grid was created to make sure the results could be recorded in a proper manner. The video was then watched six times to identify the participants that was needed to record the data. Five were chosen from anti-hunt and five were chosen from pro-hunt. The video was then watched 20 times to identify whether they have displayed verbal, physical aggressive behaviour or Gestural, and provocation. A description of each participate was written and the video was watched twice for each participate to ensure the data was correct. The data was recorded in a tally chart. The data was then counted to get the total amount of times each group was aggressive in a certain way. 
Results
During the video many different types of aggression were shown. 
· Verbal 
· Shouting, 
· Name calling, 
· Using megaphones
· Physical
· Pushing
· Shoving
· Hitting
· Gestural
· Rasing hands in the air to intimidate others
· Provocation
· Hunters raising their hats to get everyone rivalled up
· Getting in each other's faces to make them react
· Blowing hunting horns
The anti-hunt protesters should the most aggression which was not expected. This denies the hypothesis that was created in the start of the research, this is due to the thought that the pro-hunters would be more aggressive due to the nature of what they do. 
The anti-hunt protesters that were chosen out of the video showed more physically aggressive as they showed this type of aggression 16 times in relation to only 4 times by the pro-hunt protesters. This may have been because the pro-hunt protesters and the hunters on the horses were provoking them. Regarding provocation the pro-hunt protesters showed this type of aggression 48 times and the anti-hunters only showed provocation 4 times. This could have been causing the reaction that was shown from the anti-hunt protesters which made them more verbally, physically more aggressive. The pro-hunt protesters were showing more gestural aggression as the people who were selected showed this 7 times, but the anti-hunt protesters only showed it once. There was a massive difference in how verbal aggression was used. The anti-hunt protesters were very verbally aggressive, and it resulted in them doing it 66 times during the three-minute video whereas the pro-hunt protesters only showed this 10 times. This graph shows the difference in how many times these different types of aggression were shown.
[image: ]
Discussion
The overall findings show that the anti-hunt protesters are the more aggressive than the pro-hunters. This was probably because the pro-hunters were provoking the anti-hunt protesters. They were trying to get them to show aggression and get that reaction out of them. This may because they know they can hunt, and the anti-hunt protesters cannot stop them. The hunters are just pushing it in the peoples who don’t agree with them, faces. Both groups did show every sort of aggression that was mentioned. Even though the anti-hunt protesters were overall more aggressive, the pro-hunt protesters still showed a high amount of aggression. 
The frustration-aggressive hypothesis does apply to this due to the anti-hunt protester's goal has been blocked due to it being blocked they ae then getting frustrated and due to them feeling like that their aggression drive will be activated which is then why they become aggressive towards the pro-hunt protesters. 
The aggression cue theory also applies to this due to the anti-hunt protesters may be triggered by the pro-hunt protesters due to them showing aggressive behaviour and from that aggressive behaviour is then shown back. By provoking each other they are getting frustrated by the other side which cues aggressive behaviour. The anti-hunt protesters may have had a bad experience in relation to hunting so they may picture it and that could make them experience aggression. 
From the results, the hypothesis is proven wrong. It was the anti-hunt protesters who were the most aggressive overall. 
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Appendices
	Aggression type 
	Pro-hunt
	Anti-hunt

	Verbal
	/////////// - 10
	////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////////// - 66

	Physical
	//// - 4
	//////////////// - 16

	Gestural
	/////// - 7
	/ - 1

	Provocation
	//////////////////////////////////////////////// - 48
	//// - 4



Participants used
Woman shouting- anti
Man on the horse - pro
Man in blue jumper – anti
Woman with megaphone – anti
Man with flat cap and green jacket – pro
Man in beige cap – pro
Man in grey t-shirt by police – anti
Woman in blue jumper – pro
Guy in brown jumper on other side – pro
Woman red and black hair - anti
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