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Annual Vprogress report sums up ﬁndmgs suggesting that e
fear and inequity may be television’s most pervasive: ~
- lessons; 1978 Index shows violence up in children’s hours. -

“Then,” asked Socrates in Plato’s Republic, “shall we simply allow our children '
to listen to any stories that anyone happens to make up, and so receive into their

minds ideas often the very opposite of those we. shall thmk they ought to have o R

when they grow up?” :
Plato was probably not ‘the Brst to artlculate a concern over the effects of

" story-telling on young minds; he certainly was not the last. Parents have always

been understanc‘ably wary of those who wzsh to entertam or educate thelr chil-
* dren. . : o _
" Traditionally, the only acceptabie extra- farmhal storytellers were those cer- -

tified by religions institutions, With the growth of educational institutions, also L

originally religious, a new group of storytellers interceded between chlidren and
the world. -

The emergence of mass media funddmentally altered the picture. Chtldren, _
were.increasingly open to influences which parents, priests, and teachers could
not monitor or control, Beginning with the widespread availability of printed
materials for the literate, enlarged by the avallablhty of movies and radio, and -
culminating with the omnipresence of television, the opportunities for children =~
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" to directly consume mass-produced stories have rivaled traditional methods of

instruction about the world. Plato’s ancient question reverberates vividly for
_parents as they confront today’s storyteller.

The televised stories that generate the most concern seem to be those that
contain scenes of violence. Why should this be? Even when committed in the
name of law and order, acts of physical aggression are suspected of inciting im-
~ pressionable viewers to commit similar acts, This is, as we shall see later, an in-
variable reaction of “established classes”-—adults in this case—when members
of “subservient classes”—children, here—are exposed to mass-mediated stories.

_ Another reason for concern about TV violence is the frequency of aggressive

acts depicted in television drama, particularly in programs aimed specifically at
children. It has often been noted that by the time the average American child
- graduates from high school, he or she will have seen more than 13,000 violent

deaths on television. Given the sheer anictnt of children’s potential exposure to
- televised violence, we worry that children will become jaded, desensitized, and '
.. inured to violence not enly on television but in real life as well. - '

In the thirty vears that we have lived with television, public concern w1th

the medium’s predilection for violence has been reflected in at least eight sepa- -
- rate congressional hearinigs, a special report to the. National Commission on the

Causes and Prevention of Violence in 1969, and a massive study of television
and social behavior commissioned by the Surgeon General. These hearings and

" reports have focused largely on the prevalence and effects of televised violence -
and culminated in a five-volume report issued in 1972 (2). In the years since

1972, the flow-of research and debate has continued. While scientifi¢ caution re-
~quires us to proceed cargfully, some conclusions can be drawn from the wealth
of data and evidence that has been accumulated.

First, violence is a frequent and consistent feature of televnsxon drama in

_our research violence is defined as the overt expression of physical force, with or .

without a weapon, against self or other, compelling action against one’s will on
pain of being hurt or killed, or actually hurting or killing. Using this definition
we have been analyzing a sample of prime-time and weekend morning network
dramatic television programs annually since 1967-68 and have found that, on
the average, 8 out of every 10 programs and 6 out of every 10 major characters
are involved in violence. The average rate of episodes of violence has been 7%
per hour, and in weekend daytirme children’s programs, violent episodes average
almost 18 per hour.
Second, there appears to be a justifiable fear that viewing televised violence
- will make people, children in particular, somewhat moré likely to commit acts

of violence themselves. At the time of the Surgeon. General’s report in 1972,

about 50 experimental studies indicated that viewing violence increases the
likelihood of children engaging in violent behavior, at least in the short-term
- context.of the laboratory. Although the experimental findings are not always

generalizable to real-life situations in which many other behavioral factors, e.g.,
reprisal, are included, the impact of these experimental studies was strength- -
ened by survey research which found positive correlations between everyday vi-

s

E "Oi course N makes a big chffetence whether they leamed that from some hemic ]olm Wayne.' ‘

movie o cheap crime program ”

olence viewing and aggressmn among adolescents in real. hfe (l) Moreover,

~ these relationships were not. accounted for by other factors—socioeconomic - -
- status, sex, school achievement—which often prove quite helpful in explaining '
adolescent behavior. Our own research (4) also has found that young viewers - -
“who watch a lot of television are more likely to agree that it is: “almost always' »
. all right” to hit someone “if you are mad at them for a good reason.” S

Yet, if the most consistent effect of viewing television violence were that lt

incited real acts of violence, we would not need elaborate research studies; the N
‘average sibling, parent, and teacher would be reeling from the blows of televi- = .~
: sion-stimulated aggression, Clearly this is not the case. Imitative aggression - - -
-among children may be frequent but it is relatively low-level. Widely pub- - - -
licized cases of serious violence which seem to be influenced by television pro-_ "

grams or movies are rare. At any rate, spectacular cases of individual violence. "
threatening the social order (unlike those enforcing it) have always been

.“blamed” on some corrupter of youth, from Socrates through pulps, comics, and _ o

movnes to television. Are there no other grounds for concem?

In order to answer thi& questfun, we _'
must begin with a fuller understanding
of the total phenomenon of telemston.

- All societies have ways of explammg the world to themselves and to theu'

children. Socially constructed “reality” gives a coherent picture of what exists, _ .f“-:;.:- ;
.what is amportant how thmgs are related and what is nght The constaht cultl- e
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- vation of such “realities” is the task o tfltdals and mythologles They legitimize
actions along lines which are conventwmg 'acceptable and functional.

Television is the mainstream of that cul{ufral process (see 3,4). It is an agency

of the established order and as such serves primarily to maintain, stabilize, and

reinforce—not subvert—conventional values, beliefs, and behaviors. The goal of

. the greatest audience appeal at the least cost demands that these messages fol-
low conventional social morality.

Two further assumptions underlie our research called Cultural Indxcators
One is that commercial television, unlike other media, presents an organically
 composed total world of interrelated stories (both drama and news} produced to
the same set of market specifications. Second, television audiences (unlike those

for other media) view largely non-selectively and by the clock rather than by -

the program. Television viewing is a ritual, almost like rellglon except that it is
attended to more regularly.
Most regular viewers are immersed in a vwld and ll]ummatmg world of tele-
“vision {mostly drama) which has certain repetitive and pervasive patterns. One
feature is that men outnumber women three to one. Thus much of the action
revolves around questions of socml order and of power, on the streets, in the
professions, and in the home.
Violence plays'a key role’in television’s portrayal of the social order. It is the
simplest and cheapest dramatic means to demonstrate who wins in the game of

life and the rules by which the game is played. It tells us who are the aggressors -

and who are the victims. It demonstrates who has the power and who must ac-

quiesce to that power. It tells us who should be feared—and by that achieves -

the goal of reallife violence: The few incidents of real-life violence it incites

only serve to réinforce this fear. In the portrayal of violence there is a relation-

ship between the roles of the violent and the victim: Both roles are there to be
~ learned by the viewers. In generating among the many a fear of the power of
the few, television violence may achieve its greatest effect.

We have addressed this hypothesis in the Cultural Indicators project by ana-
lyzing the world of television drama, including measures of violence, and by de-

" “termining the extent to which exposure to this symbolic world cultivates con- . o
. ceptions about the real world:-among viewers. Our Violence Profile No. 10 -

B focus:ng on the 1978-79 season contmues to report what we have found.

Vsolence in weekend children’s and late evening .
programmmg on all three networks rose to near

record levels in the fall of 1978,

The 1978 sample was composed of.one week of prime-time dramatic pro-
gramming and one weekend of daytime (children’s) dramatic programming (8
am. to 2 pm,) for all three networks. This ylelded 111 programs and 298 major

. characters for analysis. The levels of violence were measured by determining
- the. prevalence and rate of violent actions and characterizations, To compute
the Vlolence Index we sum five measures: percent of programs contmmng any

150

. vmience twme the rate of vxolent incide ts

er program twnce the rate of vio-

‘lent incidents per hour, the percent of é&l' Yaloters involved in any violence, and

+ . the percent of characters involved in krl]’iﬁ’g A summaryof the components of -
. the annual Violence Index for the years 1967-1978 is presented in Table 1. '

The 1978 Violence Index (see Table 2) shows an increase over the 1977 In-

dex for weekend children’s and late evening (9-11'p.m, EST) programming, al-

though a decrease was shown in the prevalence and rate of violence in the .

- former “family hour” (8-9 p.m. EST) programs (see Figure 1). This overall in-
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Figure 1: Changes in Violence index by network and program time, 1977 1978

crease comes after declines in the level of violence registered for the 1977 73'

season and network declarations and assurances of further reduchons, especnaliy o

during children’s programming hours.’

The overall level of weekend (children’s) programming containing vmlence N
" climbed to 97.9 percent. The rate of violent incidents in children’s programs

zoomed from 15.6 per hour in 1977 to a near record level of 25. 0 per hour in’

‘ 1978 (mere than five times the prime-time rate). The index for new children’s -
‘programs jumped 52 points over last year's index for new children’s shows, the -

largest increase in any category. Continuing children’s programs became more

violent by 31 points. By contrast, continuing prime-time programs mcreased in .

violence by only 3 points. -

! For example, Frederick S. Pierce, President of ABC Television, told the National Educahon "

_ Association convention in the spring of 1978 that “we have set some specific goals and standards for
children’s programming, A critical one has been the elimination of interpersonal violence.” In the
. fall of 1978, all measures of viclence in ABC children’s programming were s:gmﬁcant]y higher than
the year before. The ABC weekend daytime rate of violent incidents per hour, for example. jumped

from 16.0 in 1977 to 26.3 in 1978. The ABC Violence Index for weekend daytime: pmgrammmg in

1978 was its highest since our study started in 1967-68 (see Tables 2 and 3)

C 9-ifpm EST L :
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. Table 1: Violence Index components (1967-1978) . g -

. Table 2: Violence' Index components for 1977 and 1978 by network
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Breaking down the figures ny networks, both ABC and CBS boosted the vio- _
lence saturation of children’s programs to 26.3 and 26.8 incidents per hour, re-

spectively—a record high for both networks. NBC’s rate went up to 20.8, its

fourth highest level. Major characters involved in violence in children’s pro-

granis climbed from nearly eight to almost nine out of ten. Figure 2 compares
- the components of the Vno]ence Index for 1977 and 1978

Vra/ance measwes far wcekend dayhma (ch.rldren 's) programs

Percent: of preqrams
with ony violence

Percenf of characters

Rate per hour
. dnvelved in violence

100+

‘ IOQ-. - 8-? o.m EST

. S-tpom EST
100 '

ABC cBs. NBC _ABC CBSs NBC" ABC cas NBc

Y 1077 -I978 '

. Flgure 2 Changes in Violence Index components by network and pfogram fime, 1977-1978 .
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A summary of long-term trends can be seen in Table 3. The late evemng in-

. crease in violence was due primarily to NBC's increase in violent programming, =
- followed by ABC, but not CBS. However, NBC also led in reducing early eve-

ning prime-time violence to’its lowest level on record: Unlike the other net-

'_ works, ABC increased its violent programming in the former “family hoys,” as |

well as the late evening and weekend ‘daytime hours F:gures Band 4. present‘ }

long-term trends for children s and pnme-tlme programmmg overall and by

network.
~. 300 . :  VIOLENCE IN 7
| WeJekend daytime {children's} programs g
200} _ S 7
LN : ; K i ., L Lee?
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(] T | S T % - T - T T
1967 1968~ I9TI- 1973 1974-. {975« 1976 1977 |9?G”
i9g8 1970 1972 |975 clere o ’ :

ngre 3- Violence index in children s and prime lime progr:mming, 1967-1970 -

The portrayal of vio]ence on television drama also continues t_o demc'msti-até

a pattern of unequal relative risks among characters of different age, sex, and so- .. =

cial groups. Over the past ten years our research has shown that certain groups
of dramatic characters consistently were victimized more often than they com- -
mitted a violent act. As can be seen in Table 4, these include women of all ages, .
but especially young adult and elderly women, as well as young boys, non- .

~ whites, foreigners, and both members of the lower and upper (but not middle)
‘classes. In 1978, the relative risks of female victimization further increased. In .

- 1977 there were 1,05 male and 1.13 female victims for every male or female vio- .
" lent. In 1978, the male ratio of risk rose to 1.21 but the female ratio rose to 2.14.

Female victimization increased the most for. weekend chlldren s programmmg,'

 rising from 1.09 in 1977 to 2.80 in 1978,

Having established that violence has continued to be an mtegral part of dra- '
matic programming, what can we say about the viewers” perceptions of social
reality? Our findings continue to show stable associations between patterns of -
TV content and conceptions of social reality held by heavy viewers. The current -'
analyses are based on data collected from two samples of adolescents, one from
a public school in suburban/rural New Jersey (N = 447) and one from a New

“York Clty school (N 140) Students ﬁlled out questionnalres which oﬁered two_‘- . “

.‘.issf_ s
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Figure 4: Violence tndex by network and program hme, 1967-1978

answers to each question, one answet based on facts or statistics (or some other

‘view of reality), and one “television answer, > which expresses the “facts” as de-

- picted on TV. Information on viewing habits and demographic variables was - .

aiso requested and is summarized in Figure 5.
" Tables 5-8 summarize the results® in four areas of mvestlgatlon—-chances of

_mvolvement in wolence, fear of walkmg alone at mght perceived activities of

) e The full analysns. mcludmg all tables summanzed in this article, is presented in (5)
188

. ) New Jersey school children <~ New York school children’
Date oL Dec. 76, May 77 ) June 77. '
Location Rural /suburban : New Y_ork City '
’ New Jersey :
Sampling _ " Student population L ogulatlon of 10!0 7
. " of apublic middle - ‘year olds ataNewYork
3 © school R : prwateschool Co
Numberof 47 AR 7"
respondents - - . . B =
Collecting " Cultural Indicators SR Cultural tn‘d_italdrs.
organization - o :
Method of : " Seff-administered . : Self-admlmstered .
collection ™ . .questlonnalre ol ] quesilcmnalre
Demaographic ' R L . » L e S
characteristics o % R T
Sex _ o B_oys N . i '_-45.9_‘: - b_oys - L 514
o : girls S 543 gils' T 4860
o Grade in seventh = - B 477 - 58 . ; - 514
school - - eighth L 523 912 - LY T 4960
Age : k=109 T Rewa o
 Perceived American S 764 American E 691
ethnicity o ltalian S 2 alian ST ¥ S
' o Black, Afre =~ -~ - 0B:. " Black,Afre . 7 T7 88
jewish T A - fewish o e BG
German . . 13 - - German. . . .- 45
frish Coo xs T sk 07 T
1 Other .- 87 0 Other S e
Parents’ 5 _ Neither went L o Nelther went R »
education tocoliege . -~ 420 s fo college *- .- U 10800
- Fatherorboth " . . . - Fatherorboth ' . -~ i
went to college - 586 wenttocollege . 892
TV viewing o _ o T T
light - upto - . S o 2his/day -
S ' " 4 hrs/day ©7 4386 0 orless . 0T LT 5LE e
heavy .- 4 hrs & up/day - - 564 . Overzhrs/day AT 495 0
Newspaper ‘ ' S ' ! E
reading = R e
light ‘ almost never - 1585 .. almosinever S 143
medium - oncein a while 46,1~  onceinawhile R X
heavy almost daily .. 389 . almostdaily .~ ' 393 .

_Figure.S: Adolescent data bases used iﬁl cuftivation analysis

the police, and mistrust. Three measures are provided for each question—the -

percent of light viewers who give the answer that reflects the television world

(the “television answer”), the Cultivation Differential or CD (percent of heavy
viewers minus the percent of hght viewers ‘giving the “television answer’
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“within a comparison group), and the gamma coefficient (with the statistical sig- -~ -~/
“nificance indicated by asterisks}).” .

~ The percent of lieavy viewers who responded in terms of the television |
“world can be determined by adding the Cultivation Differential to the percent

- of light viewers. For example, in Table 5 we see that 62 percent of the light e . = . v . . . CE B
viewers in the New Jersey school sample overestimated the proportion of : £ ‘é 'g § % g% g§ hr 53 SRS T . f_';' _
" people involved in violence. Since the CD is +11, the percent of heavy viewers EE|] ® . L _ Y E g
- responding in this way would be 73 percent. Finally, two numbers of respond- % “E z; y @ NN SR R N Heg ew s E ‘
. ents (Ns} are reported—the overall number of children responding to the ques- é% 3 Poorr oty ot o terod o s ‘é .
* _tion and the total number of light viewers who gave the * ‘television answer.” . 8215 2% 8 : LR E '
These analyses reveal that adolescent heavy viewers see the world as more o - S£(% g_% 1 R RR &% RB.RR RRR 3RFOE Y
o : . - o . ® oz Z i IO 3
B violent and express more fear than do light viewers in a variety of ways, ranging 5 . . . L iz £ .
i from estimates of the number of people involved in violence, to percelved dan— ' 2 Fea|m gE’ % g% kg 8 E:,. ke §; g8 %g e i g R
|-~ ger, to assumptions about the use of violence by the police. £ E 5T | & R e %’ SR
k Heavy viewers in both the New York and New Jersey schools are more likely § 83 % ]l np en pe xz ew gevn mw =03 -f
. than light viewers to overestimate the number of people involved in violence § 383 2 I A T Ar o E § .=
‘ and the proportion of people who commit serious crimes (see Table 5. In the . 9. 5 §§ g gva'g o S §= :i
:. New York sample, the finding is especially strong for boys, those of lower so- : ! s £EF 2 3 § v 8 3% 35 B8 BY® . 4ABE 83 - R
| civeconomic status, those who have not had a personal or family experienceasa = - §_ e oo E e § ' :ﬁ‘-‘; . § :
-+ victim, and those with middle or low achieverment scores. In the New Jersey - R R : g s B
sample, the relationship is stronger among girls, frequent newspaper readers, e N L SO e 8 :s: E
" and heavy TV news viewers, as well as among those whose fathers did not at- - Sre o B ey 8 doR b
tend college. Despite these variations, the association remains consistently posi- I i § 8 a edile 5 s ;"‘g 6§ CoE 39 %
* . tive for each comparison group: heavy viewers in every case are more likely P § £ el 3 u% ’%-ﬁ -E. L3 gigl#® o5 3 £
o than are light viewers to believe that a greater number of people are regularly g 3 g ﬁ § % ced is g § 5 5 H g_g E :-E ‘_ = N % 5 3
© involved in violence, Similarly, heavy viewers in the New Jersey sample are ' 2 LR [ - e | B sz 8% ;‘,‘ E '
- generally more likely to overestimate how many people commit serious crimes, g _ ‘ g ' S ' : 2 .g §§ g E g
The relationship is the strongest among females and occasional newspaper read— '3 fe.fml E L R ¥s bs khka B R R 358F
i ers.. - Eiﬁ‘ﬁ 5 @ 4R YRR " 4 }é%;%é%%
Most of the New Jersey students (about 80 percent) feel that it is dangerous o E g’ 5 g % | 5 5 ao ne :1 v e m . E g § g2 5 S
i to walk alone in a city at mg‘nt {(see Table 6). Yet within every comparison E 3% 2 8 % ¥ %% §% BRF WY 35:% TE2 g
.- group, heavy viewers are more likely than light viewers to express this opinion, .~ - “:"’ : E 8512 feng 83 :“é 3o S5
- This pattern is most evident among girls, occasional newspaper readers, and in- 2 _E.g £ ; § gy 9 8% K& K% B3RS R& ?? §§% ;‘Tiog .
_frequent viewers of network news. Although most consider it dangerous, there is ' E ' "Iz o i~ 2 M ; = iéé '
a fair degree of variation in who is afraid to walk alone in a city at night. The ' O 11
- New Jersey students are more afraid than the New York students; in both sam- _ _ : g T § §3 5: ke
ples and again, especially in New Jersey, the females are considerably more- . -~ - " . L o : 5 gl "53EzE gg; 5
afraid. Within évery group, however, heavy viewers are more likely than are o & 3l o B 25388 38 ‘g
light viewers to express this fear. This pattern is not as consistent in the New w o g ‘3 ¢ § ¢ é a 8 '% 3 E £3 g ‘:’—,—: '
York sample, although it persists notably for females, those of lower SES, low 3 § 2E5338 s 5 § 2g 8 CAFSF§E 5 g
5 2 'u-=-.E°9§§ ®» Tigo. ¢ ags Evwasl
achuevers and those who have not been victims of crime. CEE RSP =T i I D g B

" 3 the New. ]erse)} sample ]fght viewers are those who watch less than four hours of television
& day; in the New York sample light viewers watch less than two hours of television a day. The lev-
- els ol v:ewmg are determmed by a medlan spht of the sarhples ) :

5 o
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Responses to a question about one’s willingness to walk alone at night in
one’s own neighborhood show a strong and consistent relationship between the
amount of viewing and being afraid. Fermnales and young students are more
_afraid overall; these two groups also show the strongest. relationship between
‘amount of television viewing and expressmg the fear of walkmg alone at night

_ T;b!e 6: Summary of cultivation a'nalyses'focusing_upon the .démger of walking alone at night -

-

. N E 3 = be . 2 ol

E =y ] 3 & R& BT {8 e £88 41§ in one’s own neighborhood. :

%‘ fs_’fs" % b 2 me o nikoen na o Television viewing also seems to contnbute to adoIescents 1rnages and as- -

é#r:g gl oo ® T+ Y+ 7 4+ % ¥F¥3_ %% o .~ sumptions about law enforcement procedures and activities. Among the New

5_: 2703z 8 o _ i Jersey students, more heavy than light viewers ifi every subgroup believe that

z § (13 %5 238 9y o 288 g3 - . police must often use force and violence at a scene of violence (see Table 7).
>Z - E Among the New York students, there is a consistent . positive relationship be-
P g ) :g Y oxh te sk i sod s _ . . ‘tweenamount o.f viewing and the pe_rception of how many timf:g. a day a po}i_pf;— _. .

IE | ' P AR . i man pulls out his gun. Adolescents in %\’ew Jersey show a positive relationship - 7
T2z 2l n e e en ae e ow ¥ (. across the board between amount of viewing and the tendency to believe that " -

Eez &l O+ 4+ Ry owy 4% A 44 § : policemen who shoot at running persons actually hit them.

g g 2 :;: £ & 8 i Finally, adolescent heavy viewers also tend to express mistrust in people and

€5 |2 gg_; R £3 2z ue ge 25 ne H - to express the belief that people are selfish (see Table 8). Although the differ- -

e £ ences are ot as pronounced as they are for violence- and fear-related questions,
_ k5 o = g ; the patterns are stable across most groups. Those who watch more television re- :
5 g o ouE . o 23 . -g s S ' main more likely to say that people “are mostly just looking out for themselves”
_E P F LE 5 5E _:f E 28383 5—’;, i+ (rather than trying to be helpful) and that one “can’t be too careful in dealing
HE ;g Exlecol2ss 5E ssfssyee £ {,  with people” (rather than that they can be trusted). :
LR - | é FROFEES g [ These findings provide considerable support for the conclusion that heavy

%. & '%‘ E l:% : 3:3 PR ) . ‘E . television viewers perceive social reality differently from light television view-

3 : %" 1 & 288 e 48y L3 g ers, even when other factors are held constant, There is consxderable variation
=83 i L e en B ee wc §. between groups in the scope and magnitude of these patterns: the extent of tele-
Seg|Sl o ¥ 47 §F OFT FTH OG5 s % i vision’s contribution is mediated, enhanced, or diminished by powerful per-- -
ERBIST_. _ : - £ :é | .- sonal, social, and cultural variables, as well as by other information sources. Yet .-
£ T|E®8V 0 ex em re vee  wn z ] the relationships remain positive in almost every case. The amount of viewing

RS ¥4 _ T - S makes a consistent difference in the responses of these adolescents, even the -

, 5 g o mk ome nbons . %E i i‘i % 1 “more sophisticated,” “less impressionable” New Yorkers.

. |5 &8 & FR 87 %% 4 A 33 = Bk E £ - Parallel results were also found for a slightly younger age group, In a survey -
E;ﬁ £z : LS % f ~ of 2200 seven- to eleven-year-old children anid their parents conducted by the

28z |E| & % T8 YT 38 582 s gE §;§ g . ' Foundation for Child Development, a significant relationship was found be-

g $5(3]. < 553%% E ; ‘tween amount of television viewing and violence-related fears even with con-
= 3| &8 5 £ TN 283 83 mNus - \g% fe P - trols for age, sex, ethnic background, vocabt_ﬂary, and the child’s own reports of

Zlegz oon R8% &R H gé—? 528 [ victimization (7). We may conclude, then, that heavy viewers' expressions of
, g 3 3 £3 g | fear and interpersonal mistrust, assumptions about the chances of encountering.
g ] E 2 g é’ of . violence, and images of police activities can be traced in part to television’ por—
C e g R i LT ;- tayals |
20 g 155 ¢ H 53 35558 ' Given these findings that heavy TV viewing cu]tlvates fear of violence, why
s Luiessl g g 2 o as g%g . is the most vocal concern about TV-incited violence? The. privileges of power
SIS 2EeRZolEBiIEs fig, of £7882 ‘most jealously guarded are those of violence and sex. In the public realm it is
8i8 #:'[ I il e (L ' ‘ - government that claims the legal prerogative to commit violence (in defense of

law, order, and national security), and to regulate the commission arid depiction
of sexual acts (in’ defense of “decency”). In the private realm parents assert the -
- same prerogatwes over their chnldren—the power to determme the range of
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police

.

Table 7: Summary of cultivation analyses focusing upon aciivities of tﬁe

Percent averestimating

Percent overestimating

Percent overestimating
how often police shoot
fleeing suspects®

how often police tind ix
fecessary {0 use force®

number of times police

- draws guns on average day*

New Jersey (N =~ 419)¢

New York City (N = 129)f

New Jersey (N = 423)°

% Light

% Light
viewers®
(N=4)

% Light

viewersd

viewers?
(N=82)

CD*  gamma

cD*

gamma

co*

gamma

(N =97y

A0

. cAL

220

+ 5 .
+17

+11

53
59
&

215
Ry
28

+11
+5
+15

45

Femaie

cantrolling for:
Male -

Owerall
- Sex. -

1.00*
]

52

+12
+10
+13

i+
13

controlling for:

Sex

Overali .
Male
Female

Table 8 :Sum_mary of cultivation analyses _foéusing_upou mistrust and aiien:gtion
. " Percent saying that you' Percent saying that
_.must be careful in people are selfish L~
'dealing with people® ©rather than helpful®
- New Jersey (N = 420)¢ . New Jersey {N = 413)°
K - % Light s Tight . -
AR 2% 84 =gn 5 % viewers®  CDY = gamma - viewers® CDY gamma '’
- (N=97) S (N=10%) .
TTO8R g% exe w2 Overall 52 40 . .21% 56 48 . a7
Iy : O Cm— : . T P
ot +,+- e ¥ ¥ . controlling for: | L
R%. 88 £5  #sy 99 g : %a!e y 56 0 n 62 42 05
n . [ ©OHY " . . . } D v
' R  Female 8. sz ar s0. w3 e
R $a g : . . : . . R .
. v = 2 el Grade in school . N
AR ORR RE wed B 53§ 7th ' A8 we s 306
' A ¢33 Bth - o 54 w5 a0 6. +13 28
. G z ; B S . - S
Mo “wN o ® E & Ethnic group . ' ) N o
4+ +% +F ';:33 E: E; £ Ethnic. . 62 —-2—03 60 +; :g
g% P  Non-ethnic 80 w4 e 5370 4 9
cm R > . 3 . A )
L. Newspaper reading o - a . T
¥ 8% ¥ ower wr ER @ Every day 49 416 - 31 59 44 .0
5 g : ;’ Sometimes 5 . 46 . .12 .. 54 - +10 .20
Tun £ Network news : : T
g H H f'!.n : watching - L i L
. g E:‘E '2 Almost daily 8 413 26 §7 00 ‘__—.oo,
3 3 _“% g ® ?-‘i; g " Once in a while 53 + 8 .6 5 11; ) ..:-:;:. .
’ g H ki K} . - L
] ol ¥5.52 %‘5;:;33,5 ;EE §- ; ~ Hardly ever 48 +13 26 52 18
c ] u‘-; L Ee ysevgles 8 g £ : Father's education _ _ S s ‘-?0 S
E;g-#f%agggﬁgﬁ-‘gggg §§5 g No coliege 56 +12 .23 60 -+ -..06,. .
- - Cf= 4 . E = ] Lo . . . L : .
5nw§w2§£££§<02523 §§§ ; Somet:pllege _ 48 +B A7
§3f ¢ . [P 08 tau o
- » EY3, > o **p <= 01 (fau . ) 5 a
22 B .8. 98g R £ g & H § ‘: . *#Cap most people be trusted, ar do you think that you can’t be too careful in d.ealmg :
. - Q¥ ow i o - ; o
S2883 X with people?” . . : . . L
FT o@® cex am § gf § g l b #yWould you say that most of the time people try to be helpful, or thgt they-are mostly -
t+ ++ FEF OFX 5T EE3 ¢ : " just iooking out for themselves?” _ . S S
. SEfsgz § ¢ Percent of light viewers giving the television answer - o L
cw wo o @ B 8l%gEs ‘ 4 CD (Cultivation Differential) is the percent of heavy viewers minus the percent of light . :
g nEEZ w2 ; et tek " . - .o '
a g e":: 9558 : viewers giving the "television answer, -
; Eag Dty K * Total number of respondents
<REEES i : - _ _
%,ggﬁgg b : _ o . . 0
2 BEoZcs ) permissible and forbidden behavior. It would stand to reason, therefore, that the
[ - . - . o .
B f % 36 s g ég 2 ] - representatives of established order would be more worried about television vio- ..
= 5 N> oo : . . P :
2s E 5oz & 25 £3 & 3 5 ? lence as a threat to their monopoly over physical coercion, however limited that
e ] AU g H . . e . Lo : g
sizg (E E f VgE zg in3 E . threat might be, than about insecurities that drive people to seek protection and
%ggég'@'i g§§-2$° AR | to accept control
BVORSTEIIZE LS Z ~ r ) . ) ) . _ .
G _..8. 2 &8 In 1776 John Adams wrote that fear is the foundation of most governments. :

: . By demonstrating the workings of a social power hierarchy, television drama
i ‘ may contribute to the cultivation of assumptions that tend to mamta;n t_hls. hxehj.
~ archy. The durable message of unequal power and victimization in television vi-
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. olence is clear. Any real-life violence that television incites may serve to rem-.'
force the fear created by symbolic violence.*

The meaning of violence is in the kinds of social relationships it presents and
the lessons of power—and fear of power—that may be derived from them. Con-
ventional wisdom and fearful people, themselves victimized by images of vio-
lence around them, might stress the one or two in a thousand who imitate vio-

~lence and threaten society. But it is just as important to look at the large

" majority of people who become more fearful, insecure, and dependent on au- -

thority, and who may grow up demanding protection and even welcoming re-

pression in the name of security. The most significant and recurring conclusion

_ of our long-range study is that one correlate-of television viewing is a height- g
; ened and unequal sense of danger and risk in 2 mean and selfish world '
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 We live near Central Park. . Jimmy Fargo has been mugged three ﬁmés-—iwice for his bicycle
and once for his money. . I ve never been mugged. Bul sooner or later I probably will be, My
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