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ity. NIMH staff informs me that, in the scientific community, there is a high level
of interest in submitting proposals relevant to the development of the TV profile.
One piece of needed research is already underway involving an analysis of prime-
time network television drama, including the extent of some of the characteristics
of violent actions. _

" Upon development of the profile, it would be disseminated periodically to the
Congress, the Federal Communications Commission, this Department, and other
interested organizations, thus helping government and industry to fuifill their
responsibilities to.the American people

With best regards, .
Sincerely,
ELrioT L. RICHARDSON,
Secretary.
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INTRODUCTION

This is the fourth in a zeries of reports on_televised dramatic violence,
The continuing research from which this report is drawn has investigated the
extent, nature, and symbolié functions of viclence in network television drama
since 1967. -

The research was initiated under contract with the National Commission on
the Causes and Prevention of Violence. The 1967-68 findings were published in
the report of the Commission's Mass Media Task Force (Violence and the Media by
Robert K., Baker and Sandra J. Ball, U.S8, Government Printing Office, Washiﬁgton,
D, C., 1969), The 1969 and 1970 reseafch was conducted under ;he sponsorship of
the Surgeon General's Scientific Advisory Committee on Television and Social
Behavior, The 1967-69 findings, including a discussion of the symbolic functions
of television violence in demonstrating the structure of soclal power, appeared

under the ticle "dicience iu Television Diaia: Trends and Symbolic Pumctions™ in

Volume 1 of the report to that Committee {Television and Social Behavior; Media
Content and Contrel, edited by George A. Comstock and Eli A. Rubinstein, U, 8.
Govermment Printing Office, Washington, D.GC., 1972), The "Violence Index"
combiniﬁg several dimensions of viclent repregentatioms in a single measure

was developed for and first appeared in that report,

In Marc§,1§72 we released a report including the findings of meagures of
televised dramatic violemce through 1970. The preseut report contains the
annual results thruugﬁ 1971.

The title oflthe report has been changed to "Violence Profile" in order to
emphasize the greater range of measures and dimensions reflected in it. Although
we shall continue to report the summary Viclence Index (based on terms described

in the Appendix and assumptions discussed in the Comstock and Rubinstein volume),

we want to stress that any single "rating" necessarily oversimplifies and
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potentially distorts the lnman and social significance of a complex activity
guch as violence., The Index should not be treated as a gtatistical finding

but as & convenient illustrater facilitating certain gross cémparisons. In

making such comparisons, the behavior of the individual component indicators
should also be observed.

Future reports in this series will increasingly rely.on a variety of meagures
in order to place the trends in the amount of TV violence in a meaningful per-
spective, The f;équency of violent actg is, of c&urse, not without significance.
The amount of repetitive, ritualigtic, standardized video violence can be .
measured by tracking its prevalence, rate, and roles. The Surgeon General's report
has provided reason and evidence for considering such mass-mediated mayhem a
public health problem. But the nature and functions of violence in cultivating
conceptions about life and society may be more closely related to the symbolic
context of violence than to its sheer frequency. Whé does.what to whom and with
what effects are agpects of symbolic violence that canmot be separated from the
how often" without losing some of the significance of the lessons it demonstrates,
Illustrating these'structural aspects of violence in this report are findings
that deal with the distributions of those inflicting and suffering violence. Ratios
of victimization help delineate the relative powers of men and women and of whites

and nonwhites in the world of television drama,

. The definition of dramatic vielence in this study was "the overt expression
of physical force, compelling action against ome's will on pain of being hurt
or killed, or actually hurting or killing."

A summary of the findings, and the account of measures of viclence and
.of selected indicators of its social structure follow, The Appendix contains

cedures and the terms used in the Violence Index.

an explanation of analytica
The tabular and graphic tation of the measures and indicators composing
the Index Ey program t; ,» networks, and other categories from 1967 through

1971 concludes the report.
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SUMMARY OF THE 1971 FINDINGS

The 4-year trend toward lower levels and less lethal violence was reversed
in 1971, Only cartoons continued to moderate what is still the highest dose
of viplence on television. CBS programs, traditicnally the least violent,
became the most v?olent of the three major networks, and ABC the least violent,
Feature films and new programs in 1971 spearheaded the trend toward more lethal
violence by depicting‘record high proportions of sereen killers.

The social structure of dramatic violemce continued to demonstrate the
unequal distribution of power in the fictional world of televi#ion; The dis-
proportionate victimization of women characters inereased in time. The differentisl

calculus of dramatic risks also favored whites over nonvhites,
Measures of Violence

The Violence Index rose slightly for the first time gince 1967 when the
measurement of television violence began on a systematic a;d continuous basis.
The overall rise was due mostly to the increase of violence in TV plays (still
the least violent dramatic fare) above 1969 levels, _Viclent characterizations
fell to abou%lﬁ out of every 10 major characters from their previous high of about
7 out of 10:4‘The proportion of killers, however, rose to nearly 9 percent of
maj?r‘éharacters, more than double the 1969 figure,

Cartoons and feature filwms, still the most violent dramatic material on
television, drOpped in violence in 1971. 1In a sharp reversal of historic standings,
C35 emerged .as the most violent network with an Index of 194.5. NBC was second

with 189.1 and ABC the least violent with 141.7. Both ABC and NBC reduced




458

dramatic violence from their 1970 figures, while violence on CBS increased

to the highest level for thai: network,

ABC's overall mayhem was down, especially in cartooms, but killing rose above
the 1969 level. CBS boosted violence in all categories, including cartoéna, and
its killings rose sharply to an ali-time high, involving 16 percent of major
characters as killers or killed, or both., NBC's t'eductior;s affected most categories
of viblem:e, especially cartoons, and included a substantial cut in killers and
killed, ' o

New non-cartoon programs were, on the whole, more violent than programs
continved frem the previous season. The boost was especially marked in what

became the characteristic new feature of the 1971 season ~- the increase in

dramatic killers on the TV screen.

Selected Indicators of Symbolic Structure

Viulgnce-virctim Tatiges.

I1f we take all those who are shown to inflict injury or death (violent
and all those who are shown abgorbing some such punishment (victims) we get
largely but not completely overlapping proups of dramatic cha;:acters. Qut of
all 762 leading characters analyzed frém 1967 to 1969, 383 were violents and
452 were victims. (Only 322 were in both groups.) 1If we divide the larger
number (victims) by the smaller (violents), we get a power ratio of 1,18:1 for
the years 1967 to 1969, That means that for every violent there were 1,18 victims.
The ability to absorb punishwent may indicate different individval power
positions, depending upon who strikes the fimal blow. But im a general semse
the group which has fewer victims per violent (or more violents per victim) can
be considered as endowed with greater powers of violent initiative or resistance,

or both.

For every white violent,
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The violence-victim ratio for all major characters indicates a slight decline

of power imbalance:

For every viclent, there were 1.18 victims 1067-89
1.21 victims in 1969
1.09 victims in 1970

1.10 vietims in 1971

If, however, we compare male and female characters, we find that the power
imbalance among females has not declined, and, with the exception of 1970, the

ratio wag favorable to males:

For every male violent, For every female vielent,

there were 1._}.7 male victims 1967-69 there were 1.24 female victims 1967-6%
1.17 male victims in 1969 1.45 female victims in 1969
1.12 male victims in 1970 1.98 female victims in 1970

1.06 male victims in 1971 1.43 female vickimg in 1971

In ‘1971 the men of the dramatic population provided only slightly more victims
than violents, while the women sufferedl almost 1% victims for every violent, r;md,
if anything, the imbalance has incréased in time,

. e
The rsymbolic balance of power between the white population of the world of

televition drama and the other characters of that world shows a similar inequity:

For every nonwhite violent,
there were 1.15 white victims 1967-69 there were 1l.24 nonwhite victims 1967-69
1.19 white vietims in 1969 1.26 nonwhite victims in 1969
1.10 white victims in 1970 1.07 nonwhite victims in 1970

1,08 white victimg in 1971 1,17 nonwhite victims in 1971

Again with the exception of 1970, nonwhites paid a higher price for violence

in terms of the vickimization of their numbers, Although sex breakdowns are not
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ghown here, the relative power status of males and females within both white and

nonvhite groups followed closely that of all characters.

The killer-killed ratic
A morbid but telling indicator of power is the ratio of killed to killers.
The figuras show that the imbalance of killers and killed dipped and then rose

‘with the increase in male killers:

For every character killed, For every male character killed,

there were 2.03 killers 1967-69 ‘ there were 2.11 male killers 1967-69
1,75 killers in 1969 2,00 male killers in 1969
1.44 killers in 1970 2,00 male killers in 1970

2,75 killers in 1971 3,00 male killers in 1971

Lyl

We can see that the male killer-killed ratic was consisieuily wore "favorukl
(to killers) than the all-character ratio. The number of females involved in
killing is too low to compute by year. The overall ratios for the two time
pericds, however, show not only the lethal power imbalance favoring the males,
but a striking increase in the fatal victimization of females. For every gﬂlg.
character killed, there wére 2.11 male killers 1967-69, and 2.35 male killers
1869-71, Tor every female character killed, there were 1.50 female killers
1967-69, But in 1969-71, there were 5 females killed for only I female killer,
Women reversed the ratio and were portrayed as fatal victims of asgault five times
as often as they were shown to inflict lethal punishment.

The pattern of lethal power among nonwhite major characters shows them
deprived if we consider all years studied. With a prand total of only 23 nonwhite
major characters inveolved in fatal violence, the findings are inconclusive. For
the years 1967-71, for every white killed there were 2.1 white killers, but for

every nonwhite killed there were only 1.5 nonwhite killers.
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APPENDIX

ANALYTICAL PROCEDURES

Sampling

The analysis was performed on annual sample-weeks of network dramatic programs
broadcast in évening prime-time and Saturday daytime in the fall of each year since
1967. In 1967 and 1968, the hours included ﬁere 7:30 to 10 p.m. Monday through
Saturday, 7 to 10 p.m. Sunday, and children's programs 8 a.tm. tolnoan Saturday.

Beginning in 1969, however, these hours were expanded until 11 p.m. each evening

“and from 7 a.m. to 2:30 p.m, Saturday. To allow comparisons under this sampling

departure, figures for the transitionai year 1969 are presented separately for
(1) that porg?on of the 1969 week that conforms with the 1967-68 sampleg, and
{2) the entire 1969 week commensurate with the enlarged samples,

" The solid-week sample has been demonstrated to be at leagt as generalizagle
to a year's programming as larger randomly-selected samples. In a sampling
expe?iment executed in conmection with the 1967-68 study, a sample of 365 programs
was constructed along the same time intervals as the project’s 1967-68 samples,
except that it was.drawn according to a one-program-per~day random selection
precedure; Eor a calendar year that approximately bridged the interval between

tﬂg 1667 and 1968 samples. (See Michael F. Eleey, "Wariations in Generalizability
Resulting from Sampling Characteristics of ConténF Analysis Data: A Case Study,"
The Annenberg School of Communications, University of Pennsylvania, 1969,) There
proved to be no significant differences in proportions along the dimensions of

program style, format, type and tone between the experimental and solid-week samples.
Data Collection

Each year a group of coders is recruited and trained in the use of the coding

instrument. They are pretested for reliability by a statistical analysis of
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inter-coder agreement, (See Klaus Krippendorif, "Bivariate Agreement Coefficients
for Reliability of Data,” in E. F. Borgatta and G. W. Bohrnstedt, eds., Sociolopical
Mekthodology: 1970, San Francisco: Jossey-Bass,'Inc., 1970,)

All analysis is done by monitoring the videotaped programs as many times as
necessary, and piaying back gelected portions as needed, In the final gathering
of date, coders work in Independent pairs, and all programs are coded by two
guch pairs. This set of double~coded data is then subjected to a fimal re}iability
analysis, On the basis of the reliabilitj findings, a final set of codings 1s
selected from the reliable coder pairs, and reliability results are tabulated by
variable to guide the final interpretations.

Variables failing to achieve a

_ final reliaﬁility coefficient ahove .66 are eliminated from further analysis.

Recording Units

The tecording units on which these findings are based are of three main
types: (1) the television program as a whole (i.e. a dramatic plot-entity);
(2> indifidual violent actions appearing in the programs; and (3) the dramatic
characters appearing in the programs, The latter unit is further divided inte
two sub-types; major characters, representing the principal character-types
essential to the plot. of the program, and minor characters, comprising ali other
gpeaking characters. The figures on role and charactexization in this report
are based on the major characters oﬁly. The analysis of minor characters for

those years for which they were recorded (1969, 1970, 1971) is in process.

Measures and Indicatorg Composing the Violence Index

The amount of violence in TV drama is measured in several ways. Some of
these ways show the extent to which there was any violence in the program samples.

Others note the frequency of vielence. Still others show the proportion of leading
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characters involved in violence. These meaéuree we shall call prevalence, rate,
and roie, respectively,

The prevalence of violence in the program samples is expressed as the percent

of plays, program hours, or boﬁh, containing any violence at all. This shews the

. likelihood of encountering (or chances of avoiding) violence in the course of

non-selective viewing.

The rates of violence express the frequency and concentration of violent
action in the semples. They are based on scenes of violence between the same

opponents, called vicolent episodes, The mumber of violent episodes divided by

the total number of plays (whether vioclent or not) yields the rate per all programs;
the game mumber divided by the total number of program hours gives the rate per

all hours,

Roles related “o violence are those of leading characters committing violence,

falling victim to it, or both. Each of these roles is separately computed,

as 18 the percent of those involved in lethal violence. and fatal

victimization,

These measures of violence are based directly on analysts' observations.
They are combined to form indicators expressing several of the qualities measured
in single summafﬁ-figures. They are not statistical findings in themselves,
and shouléfnﬁt be treated as such. Rather they serve as convenient illustrators
of the ﬁasic findings and facilitate gross comparisons,

We will use three kinds of indicators, Two are based on selected measures
showing qualities of programs and of characterizations, respectively, 'The

third and most general index is the sum of thé first two.

The two intermediate indicators. are called scores, Prevalence, rate per play,

and rate per hour are reflected in the program scote (PS). This is computed as follows:

PS=(%P)+2 (R/P)+2(R/H)
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In this formula, (%F) is the percent of programs containing violence, (R/P) 1s
the rate of violent eﬁisodes éer play, and (RfH) is the rate per hour. The rates
are doubled in order to raise their relatively low numerical value to the importance
that the éoncepta of frequency and saturation deserve. The rate per hour is
included to reflect the concentration or diffusion of violent action in time.

The formula, then, gives the greatest weight to the extent to which violence
prevalls at all in the programs. Secondary but substantial weight is given to
the frequency of violence and the saturation of the programs with violent action.

Roles involving characters in some violence, weighted by roles involved

in killing, are expressed in the character score (C5). The formula

C8={%V)+(7%K)
represents the percent of all leading characters committing violence, suffering
violence or both {%V), with added weight given to the percent of those invelved

in killing either as killers or as victims,or both (%K).

Finally, the violence index is obtained by adding thé program score to.

the character score. Prevalence, rate, and role are thus reflected in the
index, with program information weighing usually slightly more heavily in

the balance than Information derived from character analysis. Of course, all

these indices are additive: if all components change in the same direction, the

index accumulates the changes; 4if they go counter to one athher, the index

balaﬁces them ocut.
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TABLES AND FIGURES

TABIE Lt MEASURES AND INDICALORS:

ALL NETWORKS, ALL PROCRAMS

One week's prime time sand Saturday morning programs in

SAMPLES (100%}

Programs (playe) analyzed
Progran hours analyzed

Leading characters #nalyzed

MEASURRS OF VIOLENCE

Prevalence
(%P) Programs containing violence
Program hours containing violence
Rate
Number of. violent episcdes
(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays)

(R/H) Rate per all hours

Roles (% of leading cheracters)

violents (committing violence)
Victims (subjected to violence)

(%V) ~ All those involved in viclence
elther as vielents or as victims
or both

Killers (committing fatal violence)

Kil!ed'(victims of lethal violence)

411 those involved in killing
Jelther as killers or ag killed
or both

()

INDICATCRE OF VIOLENWCE

Proegram score: PS={%P)42 (R/P)+2 (R/H)
- » Character score: G5 = () +H(ER)
violence index: VI = PSHCS

1967
N

96
62,00
240

8l.2
83.2

478

5.0 .

7.7
%

55.8
64,6

73.3
12.5
7.1

18.8

106.6
92.1
198.7

1968

N

87

58,50
215

%
81.6
87.0

4.5
6.7

%

49.3
55.8

65.1
1.7

3.7

11.6

104.G
76,7

¢ 180,7

1969
N

93
61,75
307

%

80,6
82.0

483
4.9
7.8

46,5
57.7

6.2
3.3
2.0
5.3

106,0
69.5

175.5

_ Enlarged gample

1969 .
N

121

7L.75

a7 -

83.5
83,2

630
5.2
8.8

48.5
38.9

66.3

3.7
2.1

5.5

111.5
71.8
183.3

1970
N

111
67.17
156

77.5
78.3

498
4.5
7.4

52.0
56.6

62.8

6.6
4.6

8.7

10E.3
71.5
172.8

1971
N

103
70.29
252

*

80,6
87.2

483
4.7
6.9

%

46,0
50.8

61.5

8.7
3.2

103.7
1.4
175.1
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TABLE 2. MEASURES AND INDIGCATORS: GARTOONS, ALL NETWORKS

FIGURE 1: MEASURES AND INDICATORS
ALL NETWORKS, ALL PROGRAMS

* One week's prime time’ and ‘Seturday morning programs in

) Enlarged sample
1967 1968 1969 1969 1970 1971
N

SAMPIES (100%) N W N N N
Programs {plays) analyzed 32 25 38 53 50 33
Program hours analyzed 7.00 6.92 8.67 12,17 13.17 11,04
Leading characters @nalyzed . 62 47 102 146 63 64

MEASURES OF VIOLENCE

Prevalence - ' 4 L% ’ Lo 2 7 '/.',
(%P} Programs containing violence ' 93.7 96.0 9.4 gg1 95.0 93,9
- } Program hours centalning violence %4.3 92,8 96.1 g7.2 95.6 97.9
Tor7 . ‘ Rate N | T on N N ®
r —— e o ’ .Munber of violent episedes 151 162 254 370 296 216
A]’\ID.ﬁ(');LE?sLED 1807 1833 (R/P) Rate per 21l programs (plays} 4.7 6.5 6.7 7.0 5,9 6.6
KILLED . . H) Rat 11 hours - 21, 25,4 20,3 30.4 22.5
ALLED 1| r.....\1'15;5 : 1728 175 VIOLENCE (R/H) Rate per a : ours 2.6 . 9 : 19.6
] . INDEX Roles (% of leadips characterg) S % - % z % %
VIOLENT ] . Violents (commitiing violenca) 72.6 66.0 70,6  67.1 79 4 67.2
KULES: { VIOLENTS ' Victing (subjected to violence) 83.9 76,6 853 8.1  82.5 73.4
% OF LEADING AND/OR VICTIMS (&) A:ihthose é,rv;lvted in violincf ’
. . e exr &g olents or as victims
CHARACTERS or both y 90.3 78.7 90,2 87.0 93.7 844
Killers (commicting fatal violemce) 4.8 4.3 - 0,0 0.7 12 Le
. — PROGRAM . Killed (victims of lethal violence) 9.7 0.0 1.0 1.4 1.6 1.6
bvaced g ~ {1 bt
( RATE OF VIOLENT -~ SCORE (%K)  All those involved in killing :
= either as kiliers or as killed.
EPISODES-PER HOUR| | I . T .| . ot both .5 43 L0 2.1 32 L6
PER PROGRAM || bt
S [ S— — .
] INDICATORS -OF VIOLENCE )
VIOLENT PERCENT OF ‘ Progrem score: BS=(BOM2(I/PM2(R/M) 146,3  155.8  169.4 172.8  153.0 146.2
PROGRAMS PROGRAMS . " - Character score: €8 = (WV)H(ZX) - 104.8 83.0 91,2 89,1 9.9  gs.9
CONTAINING ‘Vielence index: VI = PS+0S 251.1  238.B  260.6 . 262.0  249.9 232,3
VIOLENCE
\

1967 &8 69 &9 70 n
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FIGURE 2: MEASURES AND INDICATCRS
CARTOONS, ALL NETWORKS

([ KIERS T Nggpq .
ann/on auieg | | 3% ‘ 324 vioLEncE

INDEX

VIOLENT

ROLES:
% OF LEADING VIOLENTS
CHARACTERS |AND/OR VICTIMS

- : ~~.|_|_PROGRAM
? 1" score
RATE OF VIOLENT
EPISODES

PER HOUR L

PER PROGRAM | | || | =]

VIOLENT y
PROGRAMS

PERCENT OF
PROGRAMS

CONTAINING
VIOLENCE

1967 68 69 69 7 7

TABLE 3:
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MEASURES AND 1NDICATORS: TV PLAYS, ALL NETWORKS

* - vOne-week's piine tide end Saturday morning programs in

SAMPLES (100%)

- Prng}ams (plays) anaiyzcd

- Program hours analyzed

Leading characters analyzed

MEASURES OF VIOLEHCE

Prevalenee

(§42)

Rate

(R/P}
(R/m

Roles

V)

(zx)‘

Programs containing violence
5

Program hours containing violence

Number of violent episodes
Rate per all proprams (plays)

Rata par all hanrs

(% of leading characters)

Violents (committing violence}
NVictims (subjected to violence)
411 those imvolved in violence
elther as violents or as victims

or both

Killers {cunmj.tting fatal violenge)
Xilled (victims of lethal violence)

. A1l those involved in killing

either as killers or as killed
or both

.

INDICATORS”OF VIOLENCE

.;brogram score: PE=(UF)4+2(R/P)+2(R/H)
- Character score: €S = CEVI-H(ZR)

Violence index: VI = P34Cs

1967
¥

58
42,50
159

4.1

8l.2

298
5.1
7.0

R

49.7
59,1

. 67,3

15.7
6.3

20.7
98.3

88.0
186.3

" T9cs
N

55
36.58
145

40,7
46,9

572

11,0
4.1

12.4

88.1
69.5
157,7

1969
N

52
36,58
176

67,3
76.8

187
3.6
5.1

3

34.7
42,8

50.0

5.1
2,3

¢ T
B4 7

57.4
-142,1

Enlarged sample

1969
N

60

43,08
202

70.0
77.0

218
3.6
5.1

c %
37.1
44,5

52.5

3.9
2.5

7.9

87.4
60.4
147.8

1570

N
55

41,50

119

58.2
66.3

145
2.6
3.5

33.6
39.5

42,9

6.7
5.0

70.4
52,1
122.5

1971
N

59
41,00
155

%

65.5
78.7

182
3.1
4.4

%

36.1
40.0

50.3

8.4

84,5
38.7
143,2
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FIGURE 3: MEASURES AND INDICATORS
TV PLAYS, ALL NETWORKS
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TABLE 4: MEASURES AND INDICATORS:

471

FEATURE FIIMS, ALL RETWORKS

One week's prime time and Saturday morning programs in

SAMPLES (100%)

Programs (plays) analyzed
Program hours analyzed

Leading characters analyzed

HEASURES OF VICLENCE

Prevalence
(%P} Programs containing violence
Progran hours containing vicolence
Rate
Number of violent episcdes
{R/P) Rate per all programs (plays)
(R/M) Rate per all hours
Roles (% of leading characters)
Violents {(committing viclence}
Victims (subjected to violence)
{%V)  Al1l those involved im vidlence
either as violents ox as vietims
or both -
 Killers (committing fatal violence)
Killed (viceims of lethal viclemce)
All those invelved in killing o

(%K)

gither as killers or as killed
or both , -

1

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Program score: PS=(%P)-+2(R/F)+2(R/H)
Character score: €5 = (LV)H(%X)
Vviolence index: VI = PS4LS, .

1967
7

6
12,50
19

%
83.3
84,0

29

4.8

2.3

32,6
7.4

68.4

10.5
5.3

15.8

97.5
84,2

181.7

"1968

N
7

15.00

23

% -

100.0

_ 100.0

64
9.1
4.3

69.6
69.6

87,0

21,7
8.7

217

126.8
108,7

T 235.5

1969

N
]

" 16,50

29

" 87.5

B6.4

42
‘5.3

2.5

34,5
51.7

' 58.6

1.4
3.4

. 6,9
103.1

65,5
168.6

Enlarged sample

1969
N
g
16.50
29

87.5
6.4

42
5.3
2.5

3

34.5
51.7

8.6 -

3.4
3.4

6.9

103.1

63.5
168.6

1970

[
12,50
14

4

100.0
100.0

N

57
9.5
4.6

85.7
85.7

92.9

21.4

14.3 -

28.6

128.1
121.5
249.6

1971
N

11
18.25
33

%

100,0
100,0

¥

83
7.7
b7

%

51.5
57.6

27.3
9.1

33.3

124.8

103.0
227.8
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FIGURE 4: MEASURES AND INDICATORS
FEATURE FILMS, ALL NETWORKS
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TABLE 5: MEASURES AND INDICATORS:

1967 1968 1969 1969 1976 1971
SEMPIES (100%) N - N N N N W
Programs (plays) analyzed 64 54 63 82 43 59
Prograu hours analyzed 46,25 30,07 33,25 40.25 33,30 45,39
Leading characters analyzed 164 135 199 248 80 145
MEASURES OF VIOLENCE
Prevalence % A % % F1 %
4] Programs' containing violence 5.3 98.2 .96.8 87.6 95.4 9.9
Program hours c¢ontaining violence 94,5 98.7 56,5 97.1 96.2 97.5
Rate N N N i " N
Number of violent episodes 419 341 418 559 ¢ 260 397
(R/F) Rate per all programs (plays) 6.6 . 6.3 6.6 . 6.8 6.1  g.7
{R/H) Rate per all hours . 8.5 8.7 12,6 . 13.9 7.8 8.8
Roles (% of leading characters) B % % % i 4 P %
Violents {committing violence) 72,6 65.9 64,2 63.7 1.2 62,1
Victima (subjected to violence) 80,5 73.3 77.4 75.4 81.2 67,6
(4V)  All those involved in violence
either as violents or as victims .
or both 89,0 82.2 85,3 84,3 86.2 77.9
Rillers (committing fatal violence} 18,3 16.3° 4.7 5.2 11.2 13,1
Killed (victims of lethal violence} 9.8 5.2 3.2 3.z 5.0 4,1
(%K)  All those involved in killing
either as killers or as killed “
or both 26,8 17,8 7.9 8.1 13.7 14,5 -
INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE
-l’;'ogrsm scorer PS=(%4P)42(R/PY+2(R/H} 127.3 128,2 1352 139.0 123.1 125,9
- Character score: 05 = (%V)+(%K) 115.8  100,0 93,2 92.4 99.9 92,4
Violence index: VI = PS4CS 243.1 - 228.1 228.4 231.4 223.0 218.3

473

CRIME, WESTERN, ACTION-ADVENTURE
One week's priwe time and Saturday morning programs in

Enlarged sample
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FIGURE 5: MEASURES AND 'NDICATORS TATLY 6: HEASURES AND INDICATORS: COMEDY, ALL NETWORKS
CRIME, WESTERN, ACTION-ADVENTURE,
ALL NETWORKS

One week's prime time and Saturday morning programs in

Enlarged sample

1967 1968 1869 1969 100 1971
SAMPIES (100%) M- N N N N N
Programs (plays) analyzned 44 42 48 60 60 43
Program hours analyzed 21,75 18.75 19.07 22,32 20.80 17,17
Leading characters analyzed 107 81 82 10 ) 7% 61
2431 MEASURES OF VIOILENCE
e ————————— ——
KILLERS 2281 2284 2&4 Prevalence ’ ] .o o % % %
AND/OR KILLED 2230 : s .
" - —4 T 2183 VIOLENCE (X¥)  Programs containing violence 65.9 66,7 70.8 76,7 81.7 76,7
[ ) INDEX ~ Program hours containing vielence 57.8 64.9 55.0 . 61.5 74,4 78,2
VIOLENT o | Rate : : N N TN i H N
ROLES: ' . .
% OF LEADING ) Number of viclent episodes 121 134 216 307 277 186
CHARACTERS { VIOLENTS . (R/P} Rate per 2ll programs (plays) 2.8 3.2 T 4.5 5.1 4.6 4.3
‘ AND/BR VICTIMS (R/) Rete per all hours - ’ 5.6 7.2 1.3 | 13,8 13.3  10.8
Reles (%4 of leud_i‘g‘é, characlers) - % % . % % " % %
Violents {committing violence) 374 38.3 40,2 - 47,8 63.5  50.8
o Victins (subjocted to violence) _ . 46.7 ' 43,27 6L.0  68.3 66.2 55,7
e . "PROGRAM (%V) A1l those iavelved in violence o
>-HATEU VIGLERT AN g e either as vielents or as victims :
. 1 SCORE . . . .
EPISODES or both . 5.5‘1 53.1 ‘ 63,4 70.3 75.7 63.9
PERHOUR | | — | — | Killers (comitting fatal violence) 3.7 &.9 - 0.0 0.0 2.7 L6
. PER PROGRAM - || ' - Killed (victins of Jethal vislence) 0.9 0.0 0.6 . 0.0 Lo 0.0
- T (%K)  All those involved in killing
. elther as killers or as killed. : . .
or both . 4,7 . 4,9 .00 0.0 2.7 1.6
VIOLENT PERCENT OF o .
PROGRAMS 1 PROGRAMS INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE
CONTAINING b '
VIOLENCE ’ . ) T Program score: PS=(%P}+2 (/E)Z(R/N) B2.5 87.3 102.5 114.4 117.5 107.1
© Character score: €5 = (TV)H(UK) 59.8 58.0 63.4  70.3 78.4 65.6
Violence index: VI = PSHCS 42,3 15,3 1659 184.7 1959 1727
L

1967 68 69 9 70 7N
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FlGuRE ﬁ.: MEASURES AND ‘ND'CATOHS ] - TABLE 7@ MEASURES AND INDICATORS:. !\B(.:', ALL PROGRAMS - : . .

- One week's prime time and Séturday morning programs in

COMEDY, ALL NETWORKS : Enlarged sample

. 1967 1963 1969 196% 1970 1971
SAMPLES (100%) ’ : A N N N ¥ N
Programs {plays) analyzed s L 22 34 39 41 31
Program hours enalyned 22,00 17.50 0,00 22,50 21.17 22,42
leading characters analyzed 1) 63 " 109 127 7% a8 -
MEASURES OF VIOLENCE
Prevalénce ’ ' % % % z % %
(ZP)  Prograws containing violence 88,6 - $0,9 76,5, 76,9 3.2 11,0
7 ‘Program hours containing violence 90.9 94,3 71,3 70.0 53,.1 . 81.3
Rate . ¥ N N N n o
1959 - - Number of violent cpisodes © g5 el 168 173 113
- (R/P) Rate per all programs {plays) 5.6 5.0 4.7 4.3 4.2 3.6
1%7/ (R/M} Rate per all hours : 8.9 6,3 8.1 7.5 8.2 5.0
1659 72.7 VIpLENCE Roles (% 55 lesdiag ob, % 2 y % % g
-1 . INDEX " violents (conmitting violence) 62,8 55,6 44,0 41.7 47,46 an1
/ Victims (subjected to violence) 72,1 57.1 . 53.2  48.8 52.6 40,9
1453 .
1423 . (%) Ali those fnvolved in violence
KILLERS ™ . edther as violents or ag vietims
N © or both BZ6 66,7 615 575 5.2 46,6
VIDI':ESI;\IT VIOLENTS Killers (committing Eatal violence)  14.0 12,7 3.7 3.1 3.9 5.7
ROLES: .
=1 : T . N . . .
% OF LEADING j AND/OR VICTIMS . PROGRAM  Killed {victims of lethal violence) 8.1 1.6 2.7 2.4 1.3 2.3
CHARACTERS - \ SEORE (%) ALl those involved in killing
A ’ : either as killers or as killed
/ or both . 22,1 12,7 6.4 5.5 3.9 6.8
/ | ] .
o = N .
(RATE OF VIDTERT - — __l BN = INDICATORS OF YEOLENGE
EF{\SGDES-PEB HOUR brd | i *
PER PROGRAIM L | Program score: PS=(AE)+2(R/PIH2(R/N) 1I7.6 3,5 102.1 100.5 | 98.0 gg.3
_ Character score: €3 = (WV)4+(%K) 04,7 79,4 67.9  63.0 63.1 53,4
VIOLENT PERCENT OF ' *" Violance index: VI = Pg+cs 2223 192,09 1700 163.5 161.1 141,7
PROGRAMS ¢ PROGRAMIS )
CONTAINING
VIOLENCE
Vs,

1967 68 69 69 70 7N
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FIGURE 7: MEASURES AND INDICATORS
ABC, ALL PROGRAMS
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TABLE 8&: SELECTED MFASURES, ANG CARTOONS
One week's prime time and Saturday morning programs in
‘ Enlarged sample
. . 1967 1968 1969 1969 1 19
SAMPLER (100%) : - X N o N N 9;0 :71
Prograns (plays)_analyzed. 13 4 16 . 18 20 6
Program hours analyzed 3,00 1.50 3,50 4.00 A.67 2,67
Prevalence % Ex % b4 H %
(%P) . Programs containing violence 100,0 100,0 100.0  100.0 95.0 100,0
Program hours contalning violence 100.0 100,05 100.0 100.0 94,6 100.0
Rate K N . % - N N N N
Number of violent episodes 70 26 85 99 114 35
(BR/P) Rate per all programs (plays) 5.4 . 6.5 5.9 5.5 5,7 5.8
(R/8) Rate per all hours o . 23.3 7.3 27.1 24.8 25,4 13,1

155.3 137.9

Program gefre  PS=(APY(R/PM2(R/I) 1574 147.6  166.0  160.6
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FIGURE 8: SELECTED WMEASURES
ABC CARTOONS

] 1960 1ens
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TABLE 9: SELECTED MEASURES, ABC NON-CARTOON PROGRAMS
ne week's prime time and Saturday worning programs in
. Enlarged sample
. ) . . 1957 1968 1969 1969 1970 1971
SAMPLES (100%) ' N H b N N N
Piograms (plays) enalyzed 2z 1 18 21 21 25
Program hours analyzed 19.00 16,00 16,50 18.50 16,50 19.75
Prevalence - : % % % % % %
_(KP) - Programs containing violence 81.8 88.9 55.6 57.1 52.4 64,0
Program hours containing violence 89,5 93.8 65.2 63.5 0.6 BL.0
Bate . ¥ n N N R
. Bumber of violent episodes : 125 85 66 69 59 78
(®/F) Rate per all programs (plays) 5.7 - 4,7 3.7 3.3 2.8 3.1
(R/1) Rate per all hours - 6.6 5.3° 4.0 3.7 3.6 4,0
Program scove.  PS=(ZF)+2(R/PI2LR/I) 106.4 . 108.9 7L.0 71.1 §5.2  78.1
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FIGURE 9: SELECTED MEASURES

TABLE 10: SELECTED MEASURRS, Al’;&: CRIME, WESTERN, ACTICH-ADVENTURE
. One week's prime time and Saturday morning programs in
A B c Nn N"CARTUUN, Al.l- PRUGRAMS Enlarged sample
) . 1967° 1968 - 1969 1969 1970 le7l
SAMPLES (100%) N N N N N N
Pro.grﬂms (plays) aualyzed 25 ° 6. 24 25 z1 14
Program hours analyzed 18.25 12.50 12.25 12,75 10.80 12,92
Prevalence . ’ % % % 2 % %
(%P) . Programs contalaing violence 100,90 100.0 100.0 100.0 95.2 92,9
' Program hours containing violence 100,90 100,¢ 100,0 100.0 97.7 ' 96.1
Rate : ' N N 2} o ¥ N
Number of violent episoder; 170 99 154 158 . 119 97
{R/P) Rate per all programs (plays) 6.3 6.2 G.d 6.1 5.7 6.9
(R/H) Rate per all hours 2.3 7.9 12.6 12.4 11.¢ 7.5
Program score  PS=(%P)2(R/P}+2(R/H} 132.2  128.2  138.0 137.0 128.6  121.7
1064 1989
[ RATE OF VIOLENT \
EPISDIES - PER HOUR S \\
_PER PROGRAM ‘{ \
by . 78) PROGRAM .
.0 7. 1" "$PORE o
1 e
VIOLENT PERCENT OF | 4 ey ] .
PROGRAMS PROGRAMS ] N
CONTAINING i . ™
VIDLENCE

1967 68 69 69 70 71
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FIGURE 10: SELECTED MEASUHES TABLE 11: SELVCTED HEASURES, ARG COMEDY ' <. .. ’
AB C, CR]ME. WESTERN, ACTIUN-ADVEI\!TURE ‘ ' ) . One week's prime time and satfrd;zlzigzgﬁgssriﬁ:am in

: - ) . 1967 1958 1969 1969 1970 1971

. SAMPLES (10OW) ’ N N R N N N

Programs (plays) analyzed 13 s -+ 16 18 21 1o
Program hours analyzed - - ) 4,00 6.00 7.85 8.85 6.97 3.92

. Provalence : ) . l % ‘?'. ) % % E %
(%?) - Programs containing violence ' 76.9 100,0 62.5 66.7 81.0 70.0
Program hours containing violence 62.5 100.0 39,5 46.3 1.3 74,5

Rate ' . A N LI

Rumber of viclent episodeé . 45 32 57 60 101 28
(R/T) Rate per all programs (plays) L5 . 5.3 3.6 3.3 4.8 2.8
(R/E) Rate per all hours -1z 5.3° 7.3 6.8 14,5 7.2
opram score PS=(LP)+2 (R/P) 12 (RA) 106.4  121.3 Bh.3 86.9 119.6 89.9

1380 1370
1322 1282, 1285
 {(maTE oF VioLENT T 1217 pRoGRAM
EPISODES-PER HOUR 1" $CORE
PER PROGRAM —
peed  pd et —
VIOLENT : o
PROGRAMS PERCENT 0OF 4
ﬁ PROGRAMS -
CONTAINING
VIOLENEE

1967 68 69 69 70 71
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11: SELECTED MEASURES
ABC, COMEDY

VIOLENT

EPISODES
PER HOUR

PERCENT OF
PROGRAMS
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’
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12y MEASURES AND INDICATORS: CBS, ALL PROGEAMS

One week's prime time and Saturdsy morning programs in

SAHPTES (100%)

Frograms (plays) analyzed
- Program hours analyzed

Leading characters analyzed

MEASUKRES OF VIOLEHCE

Prevalence
(%)  Programs containing violence
: Program hours contaiaing violence

Rate
Kumber of violent episodes

(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays)

(R/H) Rate per all hours

Roles (% ¢f leadins characters)
Violents (committing violence)-
Victims (subjected to violence)

(V)  All those invelved in violence
elther as violents or as victims
or both
Killers (committing fatal violence)
Killed (victims of lethal violence)
All those involved in killing

(%K)

either as killers or as killed
or both

3

INDICATORS OF VIOLENGE

15967

N

32
19.50
73

%
65.6
70.5

111
3.5
5.7

%

9.7
46,6

53.4

B.2
6.8

)

Progron score: PS=(IP}42(R/P)42(R/H) 84.0

" Character score: €5 = (%V)+(%K)
Violence index: VI = P3+CS

67.0

151.0

' 1968

N

35
20,00
79

77.1
80,0

137
3.9
6.9

40.5
51.9

59.5

7.6
3.8

8.9

98.7
68.4
167.1

1969

N

29
18.00
93

72.4

78.7

113
3.9

T 6.3

38,7
47.3

52.7

1.1
.2,2

92.8
55.9
148.7

Enlarged sampla

1969
N

54
24,00

- 135

81.8
84.0

232
5.3
9.7

49.6
57.8

65.2

3.7
3.0

5,9

111,8
71.1
132.9

1970
N

41
24.00
63

54,0
54.0

60.3

4.8
3.2

7.9

93.2
68.2
161.4

1971
.o

37
25,47

Bl

8.4
86.8

209
5.6
8.5

%

54,3 -
61.7

71.6
14.8
4,9

16.0
106.8

87.7"
194.5
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FIGURE 12: MEASURES AND INDICATORS TABLE 13;  SEIECTED MEASURES, CUS CARTOONS '
c B s, ALL PH UG RAMS . . - - One wee_k'a prime time and ‘Saturday morning programs in

Enlarged sample .

1967 1968 1969 1969 1970 1971
SAMPLES (100%) ’ . N i N H N N
Programs (plays) znalyzed 10 .13 9‘ ) 20 17 LU
Pregram hours analyzed - 2,00 3.60 3,00 5,50 5.00 3,97
Prevalence ' ' % ¥ % z S 1
(ZP) . Programs containing violence' 90,0 100,09 . 88.9 95.0 94.1 85.7
Program hours containing violence 90,0 100.0 88.7 94.9 93.3 94,1
Rate . ¥ N W N L
Number of violent epis;ndcs; 44 77 66 160 92 92
'(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays) 4.4 5.9 7.3 8.0 5.4 6.6
' 1945 y)oLENCE (R/H)} Rate per all hours . 2.0 25,7 22,0 29.1 18.4 23.2
1829 TNBEX . . ‘
m— Program score  PS=(UP)+2(R/P:+2(R/ID 142,8 163.2 147.% 169,2 141.7 145,2
167.1 \ . ‘ '
151.0/ r'“\._..".3;., ||
1 KILLEAS =
AND/OR KII.I.ED
VIOLENCE
o, .TGLES: VIDLENTS
% OF LEADING § AND/OR VICTIMS - PROSRAM
CHARACTERS | NE¥ SCORE
AT \ 4
/ =] T T —
e W -
RATE UF VIOLENT - aumy S W S [
EPISODES-PERHOUR | | | ]
PER PRGGRAM oy . a
PERCENT OF ' K
VIOLENT FRUGHAM_S ’ . - -
- PROGRAMS ﬁ CONTAINING
VIOLENGE
‘v

1967 &8 69 69 70 71
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FIGURE 13: SELECTED MMEASHRES TABLE 24 SELECTED MEASURES, CPS MON-CARTOON PEOGRANS
' . - . - One week's prime time and Saturday wmorning programs in
c B s , CAR TO@NS . . . . Enlarged sample K
’ . . : . - T 1967 - 1968 1969 1969 197 1971
: . SAMPLES (100%) * NN N N 9“0 © N
Prograws (plays) analyzed 22 a2 20 24 2% 23
Program hours analyzed 17.50  17.00  15.00  18.50 19.00  20.50
[ Prevalence : ‘ % v % % % 2
[ . - .
(%) - Programs containing violence 54,5 63.6° 65.0 70.8 58.3 72,9
Program hours containing violence 68.6 76.5 76,7 . 81,1 71.0 85.4
Rate - A I ¥ N "
“Wumber of violcnt episodes 67 6 4y 72 0
(&/P) Rate per all programs (plays) 3.0 -2,7 2.4 3.0 2.8 5.1
(R/1} Rate per all hours 3.8 3.5 ° 3.1 3.9 3.2 5.7
P)z‘ogram sepre  TS=(AP)2(R/T)+2(R/H) 68.1 ) 76.0_ 76,0 84,6 69.6 95.5
169.2
1632 1
A \
T N\azs |
¢ \i47
128/ s \iarz 1452 procram
~ At e . (e oy SCURE
RATE OF VIOLENT
EPISGDES
PER HOUR
~ VIOLENT . J PER PROGRAM 2 B e
PROGRAMS < B —
PERCENT OF
PROGRAMS s
CONTAIMING o
VIBLENCE
.

1967 68. 69 69 70 71




FIGURE 14: SELECTED MEASURES
CBS. NON-CARTOON PROGRAMS

VIOLENT
PROGRAMS
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TABLE 15: SELECTED MEASURES, CBS CRIME, WRSTERN, ACTION-ADVENTURE

SAMPIES (100%)

' Frograms (plays} analyzed

Frogram lours analyzed

FPrevalence

(%P} .

(R/P)
(R/T)

Progrems containing violence

Program hours containing violence

Rumber of violent episodes
Rate per all programs (plays)
Rate per all hours

Program scire ?S=(?QP)+2(R/'P}+2(R/H)

95.5_PROGRAM

846
760 760 N [
RATE OF VIOLENT 681 {1777 L
(EPISODES-PER RGUR - ] -
PER PROGRETL_ [ |
PERCENT OF
PROGRAMS
CONTAINING
VIOLENCE
- .
1967 68 &9 9 70

SCORE

493

1967
N -

18
110,00

%
9.4
97.5

-

N

99
5.5
9.0

125,2

1968
N

18

%.00

%

94.4
94.4

|

107

5.9
11.9-

130.1

1959
N

L2
5.50

%

21.6
B7.8
R
76
6.3
-13.8

131.8

1969
R

27
11,50

96.3
94.2

N

135

7.2
17.0

144.7

1970
N

9
8.67

100.0
100.0

58
6.4
6.7

126.3

One week's prime time and Saturday morning programs in
Enlarged sample
1971

N

21
15.35

%
90.5
96.0

IN
166

7.9
10,8

127.9
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FIGURE 15: SELECTED MEASURES
C BS. CRIME, WESTERN, ACTION-ADVENTURE

1447
a1 .
A
L \1263 1279 ppogeay
J Y SCORE
("RATE UF VIOLENT
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PERHOUR | | { | | | [
PER PROGRAM | | | | — [
VIOLENT
PROGRAMS
PERCENT OF
PROGRAMS
CONTA INING
VIDLENCE
.
1967 68 69 6 70 7
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TABLE 16: SELECTED MEASURES, CRBS GOMEDY
One week"
- 7 . 1967
SAMPIES (100%) : N
Programs (plays) analyzed 13
Program hours analyzed 8.00
Provalence %
(%P} - Programs containing viclence 43.8
Program hours_containing' violence 37.5
Rate N :

. Number of vialent episodes 16
(R/P} Rato per all programs (plays) 1.0
(R/H)  Rate per all hours . - 2.0

"Program score. PS=(ZLP)42{R/ D312 (R/ 1)

49.8

8 prime time and Saturday morning programs in
’ ' Enlarged sample

1958 1969 1969’ 1970 1971
N N oM N
Lan 17 26 26 17
7.92 7.50 9.50 9.50 6,52
% % % % %
6.9 4.7 75,9 76.9 70.5
49,5 62.7 70.2 70.2 3.4
A N N ‘N
[ 66 143 95 76
< 2.y 3.9 5.5 3.7 4.5
7.7 8.8 15.0 0.0 11.7
83,1 S0.1  118.¢ 104.3  107.8
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FIGUHE 16’ SELECTED MEASURES TABLE 17:  MEASURES AND INDICATORS: NBG, ALL PROGRAMS
CBS, COMEDY

One week's prime time and Saturday morning programs in
Enlarged s:ample

1967 1968 1969 1969 1970 1971

SAMPLES (!00%) . ' N N N N N o

Programs (plays) analyzed 29 30 35 38 i 35
Program hours analyzed ) 20,50 21.00 " 23.75 25.25% 22.00 23,40

Leading characters ana lyzed 81 73 105 115 57 83

MEASURES OF VIOLENCE

Prevalence

Prevalence T % T oz 2 %
(%F)  Programs containing violence 89,7 80.0  91.4 . 92.1  go.7 91.4
Program hours containing violence 87.0 87,7 93.7 941 - 90.9 91.4
Rate N N N ) N N
Number of violent episodes 172 146 209 230 173 161
(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays) 5.9 4,9 ‘6.0 6.1 8.0 4.6
(R/H) Rate per all hours . 8.4 7.0 8.8 9.1 1.9 659
Roles (% of leading characters) % A % % % %
Violents (comnitting violence) 63.0 il b 56,2 54.8 56.1 50,6
Vietims (subjected to vielence) 72.8 58.9 7.4 71.3 64.9 50.6

(%V) ALl those involved ir violence - . .
elther as violents or as victima i

1180 ) or both 81,5 69.9 7.1 7.4 70.2 67.5
— 1\ )
\1043 102.8 PROGRAM  Killers (committing fatal violence) 14,8 12,3 4.8 4.3 12.3 6.0
. 3 - SCORE - KRilled (victims of lethal violence) 6.2 5.5 1,0 0.9 10.5 2.4
204 (¥K) Al those fnvolved fn killing
831 A e . either as killers or as killed .
— 1 or both . 198 1.7 57 5.2 158 4.
/ NEE P :
] N THDICATORS GF VIOLENCE . .
ATE OF VIOLENT A e
R EPISGDES 49.8/ . Frogram score: PS=(LPM2(R/P)42(R/H) 113.3 3.8 21,0 122.5 117.3 1144
PEEEII}R]B%UEAM - "~ Character score: €5 = (%V)+(%K) 101.3 83.5 82.8 8.6 86.0 Th7
VIOLENT Vielence Index: VI = Pg4cs i 219.6 - 187,3 203.8  205.1 203.3 189.1
PROGRAMS
CONTAINING
VIOLENGE .

1967 68 &9 9 7 N
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F lGURE 17: M EASURES AND IND[CATOHS . TABLE 18: .- SELECYED MEASURES, NBC CARTUONS )
! One week's prime time and Saturday morning programs in
N B c M AI.L PROGHAMS ’ . ’ . Enlarged samp.lé
- ) 1967 1968 1969
SAMPIES (1007%) ’ N N ¥ 1939 19;0 19:11
Brograms (plays) analyzed g 8 . 13 15 13 13
Program houts analyzed : 2,00 2.42 2,17 2,67 3.5¢0 4,40
Erevalence ‘ % % Y % z %
{Zp) | Proéra-.ns containing violence 88.9 87.5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0
Program hours contailning violerce 90,0 79,2 100,0 100.0 .100.0 100.0
. Rate : N8 oWy N “y
. 2:3_6 . Number of violent episode:; 37 o 59 93 111 90 f:1:]
KILLERS 2038 . 2951 2033 . (R/E) Rate per all programs (plays) . 4.1 7.4 7.2 1.4 6.9 6.8
ANIVOR KILLED L — T (R/H) Rate per all hours - ] 18.5 24,4 42,9 41.6 25.7 20,2
| Yoz _J J891 v)oLence ‘ ,
VIOLENT — . INDEX Propram score  PS=(%P)-F2(R/P)42(R/H) 134,1 1511  200,2 198.0 165.3  154,2
ROLES: . . . :
®% OF LEADING 4 VIOLENTS . |
CHARACTERS ANO/OR VICTIMS .
" —_—] | T~ PROGRAM
RATE OF VIOLENT | [N\ | |/ II 11 score
EPISODES-PER HOUR N - |
PER PROGRAM E
—— ] mae B
VIOLENT ] ,
PROGRAN -
. PROGRAMS ¢ PERCENT OF ’
PROGRAMS -,
CONTAINING -
VIOLENCE

1967 68 &9 &9 70 71
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FIGURE 18: SFLECTED MEASURES : TABLE 19:  SELECTED MEASURES, NIC NON~CARTODN PROGRAMS )
' . . ' : ' N One week's prime time and Satyrday moﬁing programs ir;
N B [:, CARTODNS .o : ’ Enlarged sample
- . . 1967 1968 1969 1969 1970 1571
SAMPLES (100%) ' N M o ¥ N N -
Programs (plays) analyzed 20 22 - 22 23 16 22
Program hours analyzed - 18.50 18,58 ©  21.58 22.58 18.5 1¢.00
Prevalemce - ‘ o oy % % Z % %
{%P) - ' Programs containing viclence T, 90,0 77.3 86.4  87.0 81.2 86.4
Program hours containing violence  86.5 88.8 93,0. 93.4 89.2 89.5
Rate N R N N N
Rumber of violent episodes 135 87 116 119 83 o 72
(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays) 6.8 - 4,0 5.3 5.2 5.2 3.3
2002 1980 (R/H) Ratc per all hours . 7.3 4.7 5 5.3 4.5 1.8 .
/ Y Proprap seore | PS=(UPM2(R/EM2(RAID . 18,2 947  lo7,8  108.0  100.6 1005
\ .
! ' k
, 1653
g F“\
1500 1542 prosram
L T T Yy
1 SCORE
134.1/
(RATE OF VIOLENT
EPISODES
PER HOUR — -] e

PER PROGRAN | |

-
VIOLENT ] '
PROGRAMS ﬁ PERCENT OF
PROGRAMS
CONTAINING
VIOLENCE
-

1967 68 69 69 70 71



502

FIGURE 19: SELECTED MEASURES
‘NBC, NON-CARTOON PROGRAMS

VIOLENT
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TABLE 20; SELECTED fIEAS[jRFIS, WBC CRIME, WESTERN, ACTIQN-ADWIN'!‘URE

One week's prime time and Saturday morning programs in
) Enlarged gample

o 1967 1958 1969 1969 1970 1971
SAMPIES (100%) ’ ’ R B N N ¥ N
. Programs (plays) amelyzed 21 .20 ;. 290 13 24
Program hours analyzed 16,00 17,67 15.50  16.00 13.83 17,12
Prevalence ' % % % % % %
(ZF) ~ Programs containing violence 50,5 100,0 . 95,3 96.5 92.3 . 100.0
Program hours containing violence 86,5 100,0 97.0 97.0 92.8 '100,6
Rate . ¥ C L N, N N X
Rumber of viclent epigodes 150 . 135 188 206 83 134
(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays) 7.1 6.8 7.0 7.1 6.4 5.6
(R/H) Rate per all hours ' 9.4 7.6 12,1 - 12.9 6.0 7.8 -
. Program score  PS=(APMR(R/PIH2(R/M) . 123,5 128.8  130.5  136.5

117.1 i26.8
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F IGURE 20: SELECTED MEASURES TA?LE . SELE?TED e, e Cmmwﬂne week's prime t:.lme. and Saturday m-oming programs :'.:;
NBC, CRIME, WESTERN, ACTION-ADVENTURE

Enlarged sample

— _ : © 1967 -1968 1969 1969 1970 1971
SAMPLES (100%) ' I R | N N R
Programs (plays) analyzed 5 15 15 18 13 16
Program hours analyzed . 9,75 4.83 3.7z - 3.97_ 4.33 6.73
Prevalence : e % % % % L %
(%P) - Programs contzining violence 80.0 60.0°  .86.0 87.5 92.3 87.5
. ° Program hours containing violence 72.6 46,6 72.9 74.8 8a.s 85.2
Rate N T N ) N N N N
- Humber of violent episodes 60 41 . 93 - 104 8L 82
(R/F} Rate per all programs (plays) 4.0 . 2,7 6.2 6.5 6.2 5.1
(R/H) Rate per all hours . 6.2 8,5  25.0 26.2 8.7 12,2
Eropram score  PS=(LP)32(R/P)+2 (R/H) 100.3 - 82.4 . 148.4 152.9 142.2 12#;1

1345 1365
1235 228 N 1268 ppogram
r e 171,77 scone
. { RATE OF VIOLENT 17
EPISODES-PER HOUR I . -
PER PROGRAM 1 — | [
VIBLENT PERCENT OF =
FROGRAMS § PROGRAMS v
CONTAINING ;
VIOLENCE

1967 68 69 . &9 70 71




FIGURE 21: SELECTED MEASURES

VIOLENT
~ PROGRAMS
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TABLE 22:  MEASURES AND IXDICATORS:

SAMPLES ({1007)
Programs (plays) analyzed
Program hours analyzed
. Leading characters analyzed

MEASURES OF VIOLENCE

Prevalence

{ZP) Programs containing violence

Progrem heurs containing
violence

Vumber of violent episodes
(R/P}Rate per all Programs (plays)
(R.HYRate per all hours

Roles (X of leading characters)

Violents {coamitting violence)

Victims (subjected to violence)
(ZV) All those involved in violence

either as vioclents or as

victims or both

Killers (committing fatal
violence)

"Killed (vietims of lethal
violence) .-

(ZK) A1) those invelved in killing
elther as killers or as killed
or both

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

507

PROGRAMS CONTINUED FROM THE PREVIOUS YEAR .

One week's prime time end Saturday morning programs in
Enlarged sample

1967
N

64
44.00
164

306
4.8
7.0

32.4
60.4

70.1

16.5

Program scove: PS=(ZP)+2(R/P)+2(R/H) 103,2

Character score: CS={ZV)+(UK)

Violence index: VI;PS+CS

86.6

189.8

- 1968

N

39
22,50

97

744

71.8

62.9

10.3

3.1

11.3

94.5

74.2

168.7

1969
N

31
43,50
170

4.6
5.4

44.1
52.4
59.4
4.7
2.9

1.6

96.3
67.0.
163.3

1969
¥

65
49.00

208

81,5
84.5

348
5.4

49.0
57.2

65.4

6.4
74.1
180.5

1970
N

67

1971
N

61

43.67 37,72

1is8

76.1

80.0

266
4.0
6.1

47,5

53.4

57.6

6.8

4.2

9.3

96.3

65.9
163.2

148

"73.8

81,5

31

8.1
160.5
66,2
166,7
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"FIGURE 22: MEASURES AND INDICATORS

ALL PROGRAMS CONTINUED
FROM THE PREVIOUS YEAR
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TABLE 23: SELECTED MEASURES: CARTOON PROGRAMS CONTINUED FROM THE PREVIOUS YEAR

One week's prime time and Ssturday morning programs in-

l SAMPLES (1602) : l 1916\17
Programs (plays) analyzed 20
Program hours analyzed . 4.00

Prevalence T
(XF) Programs containing vislence 95.0

" Program hours containing violence 95.8

Rate N
Humber of violent episodes 83
(.RIP)RaI:e per all programs (plays) 4.2
(RJH)Rate per all hourg 20.8
144.8

Program score

1968
N

20,0

140.0

1963
N

137.3

Enlarged sample ’

1969 1970 1971
] N ]
20 25 23
5.17 5.67 6,47
k4 z %
95.0 96.0 " g1,3
'93.5 5.6 86,4
N N oW
144 128 164
7.2 5.1 71
27.9 22,6 25,4
185.1 1514 156.3
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FIGURE 23: SELECTED MEASURES
CARTOON PROGRAMS, CONTINUED

FROM THE PREVIOUS YEAR
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TABLE 24:  SELECTED MEASURES: NON~CARTOON PROGRAMS CONTINUED FROM THE PREVIONS Ym

SAMPLES {l00%)
Programe (plays) analyzed
Program hours analyzed
Prevalence
[£13] Prngra;ns containing violence
Program hours containing viclence
Rate
Numberv of violent episodes
(R!P)Rate per a:‘l.l prograns - {plays)

{R/H}Rate per all hours

Program Score PS=(ZP)+2(R/P)+2(R/H)

One week's prime time and Saturday morning programs in
Enlarged gample

1967 1968 1969 196¢ 1970 1971
N " N L} u N
44 i 42 45 42 38
40.00 20.00 40.83 43.83 38.00 31.25
b4 z z % z %
72.7 70.0 738 75.6 4.3 63.2
80.0 77.5 82.2 83.5 77.6 78.4
N N N N N N,
223 . 94 183 204 138 147
5.1 3.1 4.4 4.5 3.3 3.9
5.6 4,7 4.5 4.6 3.6 4.7
94.0 85.7 91.5 93.9 78.1 80,3
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CREOACTEON ADVENTURE PROGRAMS FROM 01

FIGURE 24: SE LECTED MEASURES : TABLE -25: SEXECTED MEASURES . . -;‘( S"“:{‘R
NON‘GARTODN PROGRAMS CﬂNTlNUED - One weok's prime timn and Saturday wmorning programs in

Enlarged sampla
1967 196 1969 1969 1970 1971
FRGRH THE PREVIDUS YEAR SAMPLES (1002) : N N !; ::‘ ¥

Programs {plays) analyzed (13 23 28 42 25 a5

I'rogr_;m;s hours analyzed . 31.25 14,50 22.50 28.00 23.50 ~ 24,10

MEASURES oF vIoLEyok

Frevalence & z % z x % B
(%) Programs containing viclence - 5.1 95.6 92.9 95.2 96.0 91.4
Prosram lhours containing violence 93.1 95,6 96.3 . 927.0¢ 98.9 ‘95.4
Rata N v N N N N
Nusber of violent episades 256 123 179 294 157 274
{R/P)Rate per 211 vrograms (plays) 6.2 5.4 6.4 7.0 6.3 7.8
(RfH)Eate per aty neurs ‘ g7 A.5 ' 8.0 10,5 6.7 11,4

IBBICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Program score: PE=(ZPY (R Py 4R/ 124.0 123,3 121,6 130,2 121,9 129.8

94.0 857 215 93[_*?
ATE OF VIDTERT [, 857 @ .— A :
rEFBISG%ES-PEEB_QUiLr— Mt \ 781 ’393 PROGRAM '
PER PROGRAM L [ ] N SCORE -

VIOLENT PERCENT OF ) r- -

PROGBAMSJ PROGRAMS - '

CONTAINING
VIOLENCE

1967 68 69 6 70 71




FIGURE 25: SELECTED MEASURES
CRIME, WESTERN, ACTION-ADVENTURE PROGRAMS

VIOLENT
PROGRAMS
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CONTINUED FROM THE PREVIOUS YEAR

1298 prognam

1302
1240 1233 j3)4 [N 1219
-{ RATE OF VIOLENT T
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e ——— e frosem—t e
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CONTAIRING
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TABLE 26+ SELECTED MEASURES:

SNIPLES (100%)
Programs (plays) analyzed
Progeam hours analyzed
IEASURES OF VIOLENCE
“revalence
(5P} Proarams Eontaining violence
Program hours containing violence
tate

Humber of violent episodes

-+ (R/P)Rate per all programs (plays}

{R/H)Rate per all hours

Program scora: PS=(ZP)+2(R/P)+2(R/H)

515

COMEDY PROGRAMS RO PREVIOUS YEAR

One week's prime time and Saturday morning programs in

1967 1968
N H
34 19
16.50 8.25
z K4
67.4 57.9
56.6 51.;
N N
‘106 45
3.1 2.4
6.4 5.4
86.7 73,5

19569
N

20

10,58

Enlarged sample

1969
N

28

12.08

G4.3

45.5

122
[N
10.1

93.2

1970
N

30

10.50

80.0

1.4

109
3.6

10.4

108.0

1971
N

29

10.27

79.3

83.1

147
5.1
14,3

118.1
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FIGURE 2.6: SELECTED MEASURES
COMEDY PROGRAMS, CONTINUED

FROM THE PREVIOUS YEAR
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TABLE 27: MEASURES AND INDICATORS:  NEW PROCRAME

1967 68

69

One week's prima time and Saturday morning programs in

1967
SAMPLES (100%) L
Programs {plays)} analyzed 32
Program hours analyzed ' 18.00
Leading characters analyzed 76
MEASURES OF VIOLENCE
- Prevalence X
{*P) Programe containing violence B84.4
Prng¥am hours containing violence 87.5
'}Eéiﬁ N
Number of violent episodes 172
(RlP)kate per all programs (plays) 5.4
(R{H}Rate ner all hours 9.6
Roles (2 of leading characters) %
Violents (committing viclence)} §3.2
Victims (subjected to violence) 73.7
U oA L i vl
1080/ SCORE © ot both 80.3
932 //T Killers {committing fatal violence) ) 13.8
— 1 . am] ) Killed (victims of lethal viclence) 13.2
——t ‘ (%K) A1l thoSe_u{e;uea in killing
et either ad killers or as killed or both 23.7
1 INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE ‘
Program score: PS=(ZP}+2(R/P)+2(R/H)} 114.2
Character scove: bs=(iv)+(2x) 104.0
‘Violence index: VI=PS+(S 218.2
69 70 71

1568
N

48
36.00
118

87.5

92.8

© 250

5.2
6.9

50.8 .

56.8

66.9
11.0
4.2

11.9

111.8

78.8

190.6

1969
b4

47
18.25
137

85.1

80.8

250

5.3

13.7

49.6
64.2

70.1

‘1.5 .

a.7

123.1
7.3
193.4

Enlarged sample

1969 1870 1971
N N N
56 44 42
22,75 23.50 32,57
169 8 104
z z 2
85.7 79.6 ‘ 90.5
80.2 75.2 53.9
N N . N
282 232 172
5.0 5.3 4,1
12.4 9.9 5.3
% % %
47.9 59.0 45,2
60.9 61.5 54,8
67.5 0.5 663
1.2 6.4 115
0.6 5.1 3.8
1.8 7.7 12.5
120.6 109.8  109,2 |
62.3 78.2  7B.E
189.9 188.0 188.0
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FIGURE 27: MEASURES AND INDICATORS
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TABLE 28: SELECTED MEASURES: NEW CARTOON PROGRAMS

SAMPLES {100%)
Pi‘ogmms {plays) onalyzed
Beogram hovrs .am'a.l_vzed
Fravalence
{ZP) Programs containing violence
Progran hours centaintng viclence
Rata
Number of violent episodes
{R/P)Rate pax 21l prograus (plays).
(R/u)Rate per all bours

Prozram Seote PS=(IP)H2(R/PIZ(R/H)

519

One waek’s prime time and Saturday wornfng programe fn '

" 1967

N
12
.0

X

9t.7

9.7

68
5.7
2237

148.3

. 1968
K

16
4.42

106.0

100.0

nz -

7.0
25.4
164.7

196%
N

29

6.00

100.0
100.0

204
1.0
34.0
152.1

178.3

T S
! n
2 25
'7.00 7.50
P B
100.0 96.0
100.0 95.6
N N
226 168
5.8 6.7
12.3 22.4
154,2

le
RL

N

10

4,51

100,0

. 100,0

K.

52

o2
A4

-133.2



520 921

TABLE 29: SELECTED MEASURES: NEw NON-CARZOON PROGRAMS

FIGURE 28: SELECTED MEASURES

GRAMS ‘ One week's prime time and Saturday norning programg 1.11
MEW CA BTBGN PRG -Enlarged sample
. 1967 1968 1969 1969 1970 ° 197
. . ’ SAMPLES (100%) N ‘N N N N N
Programs (plays) analyzed ) .o 32 ht: 23 19 32
Program hours analyzed - 15.00 31.58 12.25 15.75 16.00 28,00
Prevalence ) _ % z % b4 4 ‘%
(%P} Programs containing violence . 80.0 81,2 61,1 65.2 57.9 87,5
Program hours containtng violence 86.7 91.8 7L.4 1.4 &5.6 92,9
Rate N x N’ ¥ N N
Number of violent episodes 104 138 " 46 56 64 120
(R/P}Rate per gl11 Programs (plays) 5.2 4.3 2.8 2.4 3.4 3.8
(R/H)Rate per all hours 6.9 4.4 3.8 3.6 4.0 4,3
1821 33 Program geora PS:(ZP)+2(R/P)+2(R/H) 104.3 98.6 73.7 77.2 2.6 103,86
P e
g \
1647’ \
A 53z
’ B
1483 \
4332 procrAm
RATE OF VIDLENT 1 " §00RE
EPISODES "
PER HOUR .
FER PROGRAM ]
VIQLERCE . s
PROGRAMS _
PERCENT OF . .
PROGRAMS
CONTAINING *
VIGLENEE

1967 68 69 6 70 7
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FIGURE 29: SELECTED MEASURES s e, e o
NEW NOR-CARTOON PROGRAWMS .

Y Enlarged gample
1967 1968 1969 1969 1976 1971

SANPLES (100%) ' ¥ ] N TR NN
Program (plays) analyzed : 23 31 35 40 18 24
Program hours analyzed 13.00 24,67 10.75 12.25 2.80 21.29

MEASURES QF VIOLENCE -

Prevalence . 4 4 % 4 % %

(XP)Proprams containing violence 95.6 ) 100:0 100.0 100.0 94.4 100.0
Program hours containing violence 98.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 89.8 1bo.o0

Rate N ¥ N W N ¥

. Number of violent episodas 163 218 239 265 103 123

(R/E)Rate per a1l prograns (plays) 7.1 7.0 6.8 6.6 5.7 5.1

(R/B)Rate per all hours 12,5 8.8 22,2 .6 - 10,5 5.8
Program score: PS=(IP)42(R/P}+2{R/H) 134.9 131.7 158.1 156.5 126.9  121.8

6
1043 1036 ppogRAM

{" RATE OF VIOLERT bt / SCORE
EPiSODES-PER HOUR B ;

s /
PER PROGRAM a7 772 gy

]

—

PERCENT OF )
PRUGRAMS

CONTAINING
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FIGURE 30: SELECTED MEASURES
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TABLE 31:  SELECTED MEASURKS

SAMPLES (100%)
Programs (plays} analyzed
Program hours analyzed
MEASURES OF VIQLENCE
Prevalence
(ZP)Programs coﬁtaining violence
Program hours containing violence
Rate
Humber of violent episodes
tR/P)Rate per all programs
{R/H}Rate per all hours

Program score: PS={2P)+2(R/P)+2(R/H)

925

COMEDY, NEW PROGRANS

One week's prime time and Saturday morning programs in

1967
N

10
5.25

60,0

61.9

15

2.9
68.7

1968
N

23

10.50

73.9

75.4

a3
3.9
8.5

98.6

1969
N

28
8.48

Enlarged sémple

1969 1970 1571
N i) ¥
2 30 14
10.23 10.3 6.90
% % %
V 87.5 83.3 71.4
80.5 77.4 71.0
N ) N N
185 268 29
5.8 5.6 2.8
18.1 16.3 - 5.
135.2 127.2 88.3
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FIGURE 31: SELECTED MEASURES
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