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three essential elements, i.e. the act of violence itself, the ner-
petrator, and the victim; and unless the relevant demographic data
include much more sociologically sophisticated variables than those
emploved at present, which relate only to sex, age, marital status
and, in some countries, ethnic origin.-

Demographic studies in crimes of violence in the old style
were dependent upon groupings of crime and criminals according to
legally defined categories of law-breaking behaviour with little con-
sideration given to the social features of the violent act or to the
offender, and none at all to the victim. Official criminal statistics
on violence have therefore heen found rather sterile if not totally
valuele-- by those attempting either to understand the nature of violent
crime c¢. o establish a fruitful and reliable basis for discussing
criminal or penal policy. It iIs true that in most countries in the
Western World one can ascertain the trends in homicides, rape, robbery,
wounding and other kinds of violence as recorded annually by the police,
and likewise establish that the majority of offenders convicted of acts
of criminal violence are voung in age and male in sex - with the small
proportion of violent voung female offenders increasing significantly in
the scventies.

This restricted old-fashioned type of demography of crime has
tended, by the abstract nature of its contents closely patterned on
legal classifications, to vield little to the research worker and to
conceal a great deal. Statistical studies of the phenomenon of criminal
violence from the viewpoint of political economy have sometimes hcen
discarded for the wrong reasons. 1 would suggest that it is not because
such studies are per se useless or even misleading, but hecause the
wrong kinds of mcasurements were calculated, and are still frequently
being so made.

Our present demographic data on criminal violence lead to a
variety of speculations as to what the real problems are: and in such
a situation individual prejudices can dominate penal policv, and the
mass media can re-enforce, if not crecate, mvths and can distort images
and stereotvpes of violent offenders and their c¢riminal acts.

If, for example, we are investigating the nature of the recent
increases in known cases of robhery with violence, or homicide, the
current demographic studies based on official records are largely void
of relevant facts. Furthermore we can search the official returns in
vain for material on such issues as youth drunkenness and violence,
violence and ethnic minorities in urban communities, vouth and violent
sex crime, destructive violence against public property, spectator
sport and violence, public protest and violence, or terrorism. This
dearth of factual data is to be deplored and 1 suggest that we can move
towards a new and more sophisticated form of demography that is inform-
ative and provides a firmer basis for other kinds of research into
violence as well as for the development of rational programmes of prevention
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violence  bhut if the notion of violence in the communityv is taken as
the starting point in ' “ic discussion it is necessary to cons '’

the area of legitimate as distinct from illegal, or criminal viuvieuce.
On the ~tate level there is the legitimate use of violence, in
specific circumstances, by the police and the army to protect life and
prorrcty and to maintain law and order. To decide when violence can be
legit 1 v1tely used by the organs of the State is in itself no simple
mati.r. Without recourse to extreme crises as in Northern Ireland, we
can cite -rudent and other public demonstrations for evidence of this.
But if we restrict ourselves to what mav be termed personal violence,
it is clear that the range of conduct covered by the term is so wide
~= to make generalization virtually impossible: i.e. from homicide
—... i-hbery with violence to legitimate violence in sport (boxing,
wrestiing, rugby, or football), or from aggression manifested by fists
and weapons to that manifested in verbal altercations.

To concentrate attention solely on criminal violence is also
insufficient to delimit the field with any real precision. Levels of
acceptability and therefore group concepts of legality are often a
matter of social and cultural tradition. What would be regarded as
a normal angry response or physical boisterousness among young people
in the streets of a working-class environment could be viewed as a
criminal assault in a middle-class suburb. 1In this sense, what is
regarded as criminal violence is socially as well as legally defined.
1 suggest that if one is to deal properly with the demographic aspects
of the problem of violence it is impossible to treat the one without
cons ~° ring the other.

Furthermore, the question of unreported, or "hidden'" criminal
violence, 1s not just an actuarial question of how many crimes are
not reported, i.e. how reliable a demographic study of violence is,
hased on official statistics, but relates, on the one hand, to the
nature of the criminal violence and the social situation within which
it occurred, and, on the other, to the view taken by those involved as
to the criminal justice system and the possibility of alternative non-
legal social controls in the social, medical, educational and economic
spheres. For example, what amounts in law to robbery with violence of
one pupil by another on school premises might very well be dealt with
by the school staff as part of the process of social control under the
educational system, or even simply ignored and therefore not reported
to the police. 1In one set of circumstances therefore unreported violence
among vouth can he seen as a result of the functioning of the legal as
well as other control systems, both formal and informal. When we have
a registered increase in criminal violence in the school, as in Britain
and the U.S.A. today, this could be due to a breakdown in the non-legal
forms of social control or it could indicate a genuine increase in
violent conduct.

Over the last fifteen vears I have been involved in various
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individual motive or reason is explicit or can be inferred. It is,
however, this class of violence which is so frequently highlighted in
discussions as a new form of violence among the young. Public concern
for this kind of viclence is found in urban areas throughout the
world: in East.rn zs well as Western European countries, in Asia as

w "7 as th: Americas. Destructive violence may comprise isolated acts
by solitarv individuals - as in some instances of arson - or concerted
vandalism .nl violence of adolescent groups or gangs roving the neigh-

bourheerd in nearch of excitement. As indicated earlier, destructive
violence may be not infrequently a result of deeper problems, whether
of an individual or social kind. While an acknowledgement of such
problems does not make the behaviour more acceptable it s help to
differentiate the issues so as to identify more preciseiy the approp-
riate methods of prevention and control.

These descriptions of criminal violence show that, at the
level of social reality, the legal definitions are inadequate as a
means of understanding the nature of the phenomenon. They also indi-
cate how extremely heterogeneous criminal violence is as a social
phenomenon.

The main sub-classes of this classification are set out

below:?
"Ideal-type" classification®
I. Instrumental violence:
{(a) Violence in furtherance of property crime
(robbery, etc.);
(b} Violence in furtherance of some forms of
sexual coercion (rape, and indecent assault);
(¢) Violence to avoid individual arrest.
IT. Interpersonal violence:
(a) Prior personal relationship of permanence or
of some duration;
(b} Prior personal relationship of a casual or
transitory nature.
IIT. Destructive and sensational violence:
(a) Local community level;
(b) National and international levels
IV. Ideological and political violence:

(a) Local community level;




practical level, 1NIOTMATION wWllil NOT always be avallabpie Or even
obtainable so as to place every criminal event in its appropriate sub-
class. The purpose of this classification is to isolate the main
situational clusters of violence, rather than to obtain a uni-dimension-
al and exhaustive classification. The fifth class, dealing with dis-
orderly conduct, can be described as a 'threshold'" class in that the
elements of anti-social behaviour are not ignored but are mainly minor
in character. Not to include this class would unduly limit a discuss-
ion on the phenomenon of criminal violence. To some extent it can he
regarded as the ''grev' area between rccorded criminal violence and the
"dark figure' of crime.

This classification gives the basis for the study of offender
and victim relationships - or the victimology of violence - in a precise
and meaningful way. Furthermore this classification takes into account
not only certain aspects of the social circumstances in which the
criminal event occurred, but also something of the broad motivational
features behind the act. For the purpose of those responsible for the
control system, the intention might be known, inferred or assumed; from
the research point of view it provides a framework for the study and
investigation, not onlv of those involved in the criminal event, but
also of those operating the control system.

In studies carried out in Great Britain it was found that
basic data readily accessible in records were insufficiently compre-
hensive to suit this Ideal-type of classification; as a result there-
fore a descriptive classification had to be adopted based on inform-
ation available to the police. It has to be recognized that an overall
view of the phenomenon of criminal violence is dependent upon data
provided from the activities of law enforcement and the criminal justice
process. Apart from a few ad hoc research enquiries our knowledge of
various aspects of criminal violence cannot be independent of the system
of crime control and it is important therefore to bhe aware of the
lr—-*ion of the source of such information in relation to the total
sysiem of control. An outline of a crime control system is given in
Chart A. It is obvious that a study of a particular category of violence,
e.g. violent sex crime, will be based on a different range of cases if
located at point 2 rather than, let us sav, at point 20 of the chart.







Summary Descriptive Classification

A. Personal violence in the course or furtherance of theft (mainly robbery)

1. Robbery of persons who, as part of their employment, havc charge
of money or goods;

2. Robbery in the open after sudden attack;
3. Robbery on private premises;

4. Robbery after preliminary association of short duration
between victim and offender;

5. Robbery in cases of association of some duration between
victim and offender.

B. Crimes of violence against the person (without theft)
1. Attacks in order to perpetrate a sexual offence;

2. Attacks on police officers, or civilians, intervening to
prevent crime or to apprchend an offender;

3. Attacks arising from domestic disputes, quarrels between
neighbours or between persons working together.

4. Attacks in and around public houses, cafes and other places
of refreshwent or centertainment;

5. Attacks in thoroughfares and other public places;

6. Attacks in special circumstances, including attacks on
prison officers, injury resulting from criminal negligence and
attacks by persons of insanc mind.

The extended descriptive classification of criminal violence,
according to the circumstances in which the offences occurred, covers no
less than onc hundred and twenty sub-classes (sce Appendix A). The
eleven groups contained within the two main categories of the summary
classification afford only a general indication of the situations in
which the acts of violence occurred.

In this paper it is only possible to select a few examples of
the way in which this contextual analysis of violence forms the basis for
a more informed demogruphic appraisal of the phenomenon.

Diagram 1 shows that in the Creater London Area (population
8 million) there was a substantial increase in robberies from 1960 to



i)

e

1970, and that while planned robberies (Class 1) incrcased substantially
during that period the greatest increase occurred in attacks on ordinary
citi in the open, including the so-called "mugging' offences.

Diagram [

Classification of indictable crimes of robbery
shown according to circunistances in wiich they occurred
(London, urban area, 1920 and 1970 estimates)
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The relationship of age and sex in thesc various situational
groups of violence are obviously complex; but, as can be seen from Diagram
111, in which only two age groups are distinguished (juveniles under 17
vears, and adults, aged 17 and over), this type of analysis adds sub-
stantially to the significance of the demographic analysis of violence
over that which is usuallyv given in relation to the bare legal catcgories
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Classificat’on of indicthle erinies of robbery and svinlence
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When crime data on violence are recorded merely according to
legal categories of crime, it is difficult to do more than speculate about
its real social and demographic significance.” This can be gathered from
the data presented in Table 1. It is true that some information can be
deduced as to the magnitude of the increase in the four selected legal
categories of criminal violence in England and Wales from 1950 onwards,
and that the increases are substantial even in recent vears is manifest;
but from such data no idea of the circumstances and gravity of the crime
can be gained.

Table 1: England and Wales: Number and proportion of indictable offences
against the person and robbery in 1950, 1971 and 1974 distinguishing
between sclected crimes of violence (I) and other crimes against
the person (II).*

1950 1971 1974 Change
Class of Offence 1974/
No. % No. % No. % 1971

Homicide §&

attempts 531 2.6 918 1.2 1,102 1.1 +20.0
Woundings 5,258 25.7 45,165 57.8 61,878 63.7 +37.0
Rape 314 1.5 784 1.0 1,052 1.1 +34.2
Robbery 1,021 5.0 7,465 9.5 8,666 8.9 +16.1
1. Total:

Selected

Violence 7,124 34.8 54,332 69.5 72,698 74.8 +33.8
Heterosexual Off. 7,927 38.8 18,184 23.3 17,968 18.5 -1.2
Homosexual Off. 4,416 21.6 4,509 5.8 5,479 5.6 +21.5
Other Off.

against the 998 4.8 1,097 1.4 1,000 1.0 -8.8

person
IT. Total

Sexual Off. etc. 13,331 65.2 23,790 30.5 24,447 25.2 +2.8
GRAND TOTAL 20,455 100.0 78,122 100.0 97,145 100.C +24.3

*Based on data obtained from Criminal Statistics England and Wales, 1950
and 1971-1974.




pects of homicide, in relation to the issue, for example, of capital
punishment, remain obscure,although it can be seen from Table 1A that,
although the incidence of homicides has been increasing, the proportion
of homicides to the total number of fatal and serious assaults has
actually decreased since 1957. Any attempt to ascertain the reason for
this requires, of course, more elaborate social and demographic approaches
suggested in this paper.7

Table 1A: England and Wales: Increase in homicides related to increase
in attempted murder and serious woundings (1957-1974).

Years Homicides  Attempted murder Total of fatal % of homicides
and serious and serious to total
woundings assaults (1)/(5)
No. Rate No. Rate No. Rate
(@ (3) 4) (5) (6) (7
1957-59 288 100 1,741 100 2,029 100 14.2
1960-62 283 98 2,057 118 2,340 115 12.1
1963-65 311 108 2,261 130 2,572 127 12.1
1966-68 401 139 2,697 155 3,098 153 12.9
1969-71 417 145 3,333 191 3,750 185 11.1
1972-74 515 178 4,234 243 4,749 234 10.8

Where the homicides are considered according to the situational
classification of the offence it immediately becomes apparent that more
than half of the homicides in London in 1970 resulted from domestic
disputes (80 out of 148; scec Table 2) and that the percentage of homi-
cides within the category of domestic disputes (2.3 percent) was more
than twiﬁf that of homicides amongst cases of violence generally (1.0
percent).
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Table 2: English Survey: Number and proportion of homicides according to
the situational classification of the offences (1970).

Indictable crimes of violence ToFal Homicides
Crimes
No. No. %
A. 7 " -umental violence
~s1 rObberies etc. 3,218 12 0.4
B. Conflict violence etc.
1. mt sex crime 915 14 1.5
2. Attacks on police etc. 646 0 0.0
3. Domestic disputes etc. 3,414 80 2.3
4-6. Other classes of violence 6,699 42 0.6
GRAND TOTAL 14,892 148 1.0

Another example of the limitations of a demographic analysis
based exclusively on legal criteria is the difficulty that arises in
interpreting statistics of violent sexual crime. On strict legal
rape and attempted rape are outstanding instances within such a catcyguiy,
but under English law the offences of indecent assault on males or fe-
males | either be acts involving physical violence or a threat of
violence, or may be acts so classified on the ground that, while there
was de facto consent the victim being under the age of sixteen or he or
she could not de jure give such consent. In the English survey it was
found that the vast majogity of victims of recorded sexual assaults were
in this latter category. On the other hand, under such legal headings
as murder, indictable woundings, aggravated burglaries, are included
violent crimes which have a strong sexual element not legally recogni:zed.
Furthermore the class of homosexual offences, such as buggery, covers
s-  offences definitely violent in character. To ascertain the incidence
0. violent sexual crime when distributed under legal classification is a
fairly complex process. This can be illustrated from the English survey
(Table 3) where many thousands of crime reports had to be scrutinized in
order to determine the factual information for identifying the violent
heterosexual and homosexual crimes.







victims.

- Conflict All Selected
Robberies . .
Violence Violence
Number of Assailants
and Victims No. % No. % No. %
(1) (2) (3) 4) (5) (6)
a) Attacks by one offender
against one victim:
male against male 519 16.4 4,682 44.5 5,201 38.0
male against female 277 8.8 2,514 23.9 2,791 20.4
female against male 2 n.1 217 2.0 220 1.6
female against female 5 0.1 339 3.2 344 2.5
" -Total (a) 804 25.4 7,752 73.6 8,556 62.5
b) Group attacks against
one victim:
against a male 1,801 56.9 1,829 17.4 3,630 26.5
against a female 237 7.5 221 2.1 458 3.3
Sub-Total (b) 2,038 64 .4 2,050 19.5 4,088 25.8
c) One assallant against 2
or more victims 26 0.8 300 2.8 326 2.4
d) Attacks or fights involving
2 or more persons on each
side 299 9.4 431 4.1 730 5.3
GRAND TOTAL* 3,167 100.0 10,533 100.0 13,700 100.0

*

Excluding victimless crimes and a small
are insufficient data to classify.

number of cases where there













It is often assumed in discussion on crimes of violence that the
vast majority of offences are committed by assailants not prcviously known
to their victims; and in fact that is truc of 88 percent of the robberies,
although according to the English Survey some ten percent cf victims had
had some sort of earlier contact with their robbers. In the case of con-
flict violence, however, there was a prior association in almost half of the
cases (see Table 9).

Table 9: English Survey, 1970: Number and proportion of selected crimes
violence shown according to whether or not the persons involveu
were acquainted prior to the offence.

Conflict All Selected
Robberies Violence Violence
Previous relationships
No. % No. % No. %
Husband/wife 3 0.1 984 8.4 987 6.6.
Cohabitation 1 - 496 4.2 497 3.4
Living in lodgings, etc. 7 0.2 173 1.5 180 1.2
Sweethearts 11 0.3 183 1.6 194 1.3
Prostitution 16 0.5 12 0.1 28 0.2
Business and work 56 1.8 1,299 11.1 1,355 9.1
Club members 3 0.1 42 0.4 45 0.3
Friends 11 0.3 335 2.9 346 2.3
Neighbours 8 0.3 563 4.8 571 3.8
Acquaintances 141 4.4 714 6.1 855 5.8
Casual association 131 4.1 871 7.5 1,002 6.7

No previous association
known 2,830

[e-]
~1
w
[e))
(=
(]
EN

51.4 8,834 59.

[#3]

TOTAL 3,218 100.0 11,676 100.0 14,894 100.0

In the incidents of conflict violence, there was a familial or
domestic relationship between the parties in some 16 percent of the cases,
a business or employment relationship in 11 percent, and in a further 14
percent the persons involved had been friends, neighbours or acquaintances.







Table 11: English Survey, 1970: Previous criminal records of convicted
offenders

Robberies Conflict Violence
Previous
Record of Young
Convictions All Offenders [Adults All Offenders| Adults
No. % % % No % % %

None 357 27.3 54.8 12.7 2,669 39.8 40.6 39.3
Non-violence

only 582 14.4 45.8 41.7 2,337 34.8 40.9 31.1
Sub-Total No

Violence 939 71.7 80.6 54.5 5,006 74.6 81.6 70.4
Violence and

non-violence 344 26.3 17.4 43.3 1,458 21.7 15.7 25.4
Violence only 27 2.0 2.0 2.2 243 3.6 2.7 4.2
Sub-Total

Violence 371 28.3 19.4 15.5 1,701 25.4 18.4 29.6
GRAND TOTAL 1,310 100.0 100.0 100.0 6,707 100.0 100.0 100.0
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essential in giving insight and in suggesting ways in which data may be
conceptualised and dealt with; they are also important in suggesting re-
sponses at the community or structural level. But precise hypotheses
capable of empirical validation are dependent on the careful evaluation

of information about the wide range of violent behaviour actually occurring
in the various situations which I have described. And a more elaborate
demography of violence will provide a basis for this.

This point is of some relevance to penological research as well
as to criminology and sociology. Research into the ecffectiveness of
various methods of dealing with offenders has all too often relicd cither
on general categories of '"violent offenders" or else on the more precise
but perhaps even more misleading legal classification of convicted offenders.
Our proposed sociological categorisation of violence should lay a base for
research into control or treatment for various types of offender, though it
must be remembered that in the case of many recidivists criminal violence is
only one facet of a more general pattern of criminal behaviour.

Three suggestions, I think, should be made.1!  The first is that
the lawyer wishing to modify or change the civil law on violence needs
more than criminal statistics based on legal definitions if existing systems
are to be properly assessed; that there is some evidence to prove that the
present system based upon a precise legal analysis of intention and outcome
is less than wholly realistic, and that the emphasis in legal change should
be on the identification of the typical in social terms rather than on the
problems of the borderline cases. The second is that the penologist and
medical practitioner in decaling with the violent offender should not ig-
nore the dangers of relying too much on assessing the effectiveness of
treatrment methods on individuals without considering the broader influences
of the social and neighbourhood conditions from which the offender comes,
as well as the wider impact of community attitudes to law enforcement,
judicial process and the penal system. And the third is that the socio-
logical theorist should take advantage of demographic and social data,
collected on a continuing basis, and supplemented by more detailed social
surveys, to develop or modify his hypothesis cxplaining criminally violent
behaviour.













(i) Attack on civilian intervening (includes police in plain clothes
not known to be police): *

(@)
(b

(©)
(@)

(6]
)]
©
(h)

0]

on civilian intervening in violent or disorderly offence;

on civilian intervening in a property offence (including
robbery);

on civilian remonstrating at rowdyism or disorderly conduct;
on civilian intervening in any other offence (including sex
offences, damage offences ctc.);

any other intervention by a civilian;

prison officers attacked in the course of their duty:

traffic wardens attacked in the course of their duty—over
parking;

traffic wardens attacked in the course of their duty—for
other reasons;

other attacks on traffic wardens, prison officers or customs
officers.

3. Anacks  arising  from domestic disputes, quarrels between
neighbours or between persons working together:

(i) Family altercations and conflicts (wherever they occur):

(@)
®)
©)

()
(e)

V)]

(&)
)

)
O]

between husband and wife;

betwcen persons who are or have been cohabiting over a
period (i.e. not casual relationships) (may include disputes
relating to the relationship after its termination);

parents against children 3 years old

and over includes step-
children against parents children

parents against children of 2 years | and parents;

and under

disputes between brothers and/or sisters—includes step-
brothers and/or sisters;

disputes involving people related by marriage (in-laws):
disputes iavolving distant relations (cousins, aunts, uncles,
grandparents etc.);

spouse against spouse and/or children and/or other rela-
tions (i.c. one offender against two or more victims);
between relatives (not known how related).

Note: Offences involving people related as above will fall in this
main category wherever they actually take place (e¢.g. at work, in a
public home or ¢lsewhere; though if a sexual offence is involved,
category 1 takes priority over a familial relationship).

L. This muin category includes cases where the intervener is acting
beyond his own immediate interests—ic. does nof include neighbours
protesting at nearby noisy purty, workmen intervening in fight at work,
barmen intervening in pub fight or passenger protesting at rowdyism on
train or bus on which travelling.












Digcussion

Professor McClintock's paper provoked a fairly diverse discuss-
ion. Professor Greenland wanted to know how we should deal with types
of violence, such as pollution, which are on the borderline of being
criminal. In reply, Professor McClintock emphasized the point that
stretching the definition of violence to include almost everything con-
sidered equally serious was not helpful. Instead we must have clear-cut
boundaries around what is defined as violence while recognizing that
other areas of social concern, such as pollution, are just as important.

Professor Willett then raised two points. One was the use of
olence in crime control situations as with the British Army in Northern

ireland. However, Professor McClintock said that the Irish situation
needed a special analvsis different from the evaluation of interpersonal
and instrumental violence although he did note that much of the violence
in Northern Ireland which might be categorirzed as political/ideological
overlaps somewhat with interpersonal and instrumental violence as in the
settling of personal scores and even in robbery.

Professor Willett's second point related to the measurement of
the effects of violence; i.e., have innovations in surgery, telephones,
ambulances, etc. cut down on the adverse effects of violence? Proressor
McClintock replied that with no systematic comparative data from the past,
it is almost impossible to answer that question, but people now are
beginning to collect data which will provide a basis for dealing with
that particular kind of question in the future.

Concluding the discussion, Mr. Marchand, asked to what extent
the increases in the incidence of crime are explicable in terms of
changes in the age composition of the population? Specifically, if we
now have a larger percentage of young people in the population than
previously, is that reflected in the rising crime rate and will the
crime rate then drop as the age composition of the population changes?
Professor McClintock said research in that area conflicted. For instance,
Professor Wolfgang, writing recently about the increase of urban violence
in the U.S., suggested that a substantial part of the increase can be
accounted for by changes in age composition of the population. However,
his own testing of the data on the U.K. indicated that increases in the
crime rate cannot be accounted for in this way; in (reat Britain, grow-
ing longevity of the population is accompanied by a substantial increase
in violence. At the same time, the population changes have been so small
in the last 15 years and age changes so small in relation to the total
population, that they can be taken, more or less, as constant when con-
sidering crime rates.
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"Victims of Violence"

Fazat A. Fattan

Dorartment of Criminolou
Sirmev Froger rivercity

Typologies of offenders are quite coumon in <1
there arc very few tyrologies of crime victims. My inter
not to claborate a comprechensive tymology of victims of vi
rather to discuss some types. Tiese types are not mutual!
and a potential victim can belong to two or more tynes.

1) The vulnerable or the violence-pronc victin

On the basis of the available data, it secms ¢
of violence do not rerrecsent a totally unbilascd cross-sect
ulation. Because of certain characteristics, attributes,
qualities, certain individuals or grouns of individuals sc
disposed and more vulnerable to violent victimization thar

A Finnish survey of victimization to violence
showed tihat the majority of respondents did not report one
of violent victimization. In contrast, a small top risk
be victimized to violence of one kind or another (mostly,
mild forms of violence) almost incessantly. Thus, it seer
individuals have ver: dJifferent rishks of victinization to

For many yvears now, insurance companies have
studyving and calculatinz the risks of accidents, death, st
categories of the rorulation, and dressing up a profile of
prone' and the "suicide-nrone” individual. Unfortunately
little interest in criminology in studving the differentic

victinization for various categoriecs of the nopulation, In cavaaiisne oo
different characteristics of crime victims in an attemnt to identify those
who are most or least vulnerable, and to draw a profile of violence-prone

victims.










"If there are born criminals, it is evident that
there are born victims, self-harming and self-
destroying through the medium of a pliable out-
sider."

Aldous Huxley once wrote that:

"There are born victims, born to have their throats
cut, as the cut-throats are born to be hanged. You
can see it in their faces. There is a victim tyne,
as well as a criminal type."”

While the existence of the ''born victim", like that of the "born
criminal’, is more than questionable, it is more than likely that some
people are more predisposed to become victims of violence than others.
The nature of this rredisposition, and whether it is biological. nsychological
or social, or a combination of all three, needs to be established.

Though some victims of viclence mayv be victimized by mere
chance, or by rurely chance encounters, others tend cither by reason of
nersonality or way of life, to get themselves involved in situations
likely to lead to violent victimization. Still others may invite, pro-
voke or precinitate acts of violence against themsclves.

Age

Age seems to be onc of the factors -redismosing nconle to violent
victimization. Infants, children and senile peorle are rarticularly vul-
nerable to acts of violence committed against them. The lack of physical
durability which varies from the helplessness of the newborn to the incar-
ability of offering any effective resistence because of old age, is one
among other factors associated with age that lead to such vulnerability.
Infanticide is a tvnical example of violence committed against a vulnerable
victim.

The battered child syndrome

Child abuse scems to be widespread. thouch the darh figure is
very high. Only a few cases arc ever rerorted or come to the attention
of the authorities. In spite of increasing awareness ol the battered child
nroblen, rescarch is needed to determine the incidence of the nhenomcnon,
to find the right exnlanations, to develop strategivs of intervention and
means of rrediction and of nrevention.

Studies of child abusc show that thce "battered child syndrome"
was most common in children under three vears of age, with sone authors
claiming the preriod of utmost vulnerability to be the first six months
(Resnich, 1969; Bennie and Sclare, 1969: Gil, 1971 Kempe, 1965: Gladstone,
19657 .




Explanations of the battered child syndron
the imnrressionistic stage. Some authors point out 1
create for his narents by his birth. Others stress
fant is not capable of much meaningful social inter:
create a good deal of frustration for the parent, wi
act with the child. This is, no doubt, a fertile a:

Sex

Variations in the rates of victimization t
degrec of vulnerability to violence is not the same
that the two sexes are not equally prone to become 1
types of violent offences.

While women arc the only victims of rape |
modified their criminal legislation to extend it to
men seem to be more vulnerable to victimization in ¢
assault and robbery.

Occupation

The risk of violent victimization seems to be higher for neonle
exercising certain occupations than for others. Taxi drivers, peorle re-
sponsible for large sums of money, such as cashiers, bank emrloyees, ctc.,
seem to run a much higher risk of being violently victimized than reorle
in other occupations.

Studies by Insurance companies have tentatively established the
probabilities of death, iniury and suicide for the members of certain
occupations. What is needed in criminology are studics of the differential
risks of violent attack against neonrle working in certain jobs.

Studies of one narticular group, the rolice, resulted in shaking
the widely held belief that the occurational hazards for the rolice are
cextremely high and disproportionately above the risks in other occupations.,
Robin (1963) found that in any given year, rolicemen in the U.S.A. are
approximately six times more likely to kill than to be killed in the course
of their duty, while the rrobability of cither event occurring is very
small. The risk for the nrison wuard of becoming a victim of homicide while
on duty secms to be even lower. It was found that in certain countries
(such as the U.S.A.), the ordinary city resident has a hicher victimization
rate than do prison guards (Buffum, 1975).

Political leaders and heads of government are more visible and
much more exposed to the nublic eve than ordinary citizens. Such visibility
and such exnosure lead to more vulnerability, and to a higher rish of
violent victimization.

In recent years, the members of vet another occunational groun
(foreign dirlomats) have become ponular targets {or kidnanring and killine.
Aircraft pilots, on the other hand, run the risk of hecoming victims to
skyjachers.










"...in cases of unreasonable self-protective behavior

in handling money or goods. Some victims are “'careless"
and imprudent, and create ''temptation-opportunity"
situations."

The Frequency of Victim-Precipitation in Violent Crimes

Criminal homicide

Using the above-mentioned definition of victim-precipitation in
cases of criminal homicide, Wolfgang (1958) found that 26 percent of the
Philadelphia cases involved victim-precipitation.

. Voss and Herburn (1968) found that 38 percent of the Chicago
homicides they investigated involved victim-precipitation. The higher

percentage may be due (though this is not quite clear) to their giving

the concept a wider definition than that of Wolfgang.

In the study of crimes of violence in 17 American cities,
carried out for the National Commission on the Causes and Prevention of
Violence (196€9), the same definition as that of Wolfgang was used, and 22.0
percent of the cases were classified as victim-precipitation, while in 33.8
percent of the cases, no victim-precinitation was found. The percentage
of 22.0 should, however, be considered as a minimum, since in 44.2 nercent
of the cases, the information was not available.

Aggravated assault

In the study of 17 American cities, the concent of victim-
precipitation was somewhat more broadly defined than for criminal homicide.
Aggravated assault was considered to be victim-precipitated when the
victim was first to usc either physical force or insinuating language,
gesturcs, etc., against his attacker. In mere than half of the cases
(51.0 rercent), the situation was unknown. Victim-precipitation accounted
for 14.4 percent, and in 34.6 percent there was no victim precipitation.

A Finnish study of aggravated assault (Aromaa et al., 1972)
concluded that completely "innocent” people are quite uncommon among the
victims of aggravated assaults. Usually, the victim had intentionally
provoked the perretrator in one way or another; the nrovocation was both
more common and more rude if the victim was drunk, than if he was sober.
Provocation was excertionally common if victim and rerretrator were
casual acquaintances.







members of the in-group 1s strongly condemned. The normative system 1n
those societies or groups designates memnbers of the out-group as legitimate
and appropriate targets for violent and physical aggression. In every
society there are typical victims or targets of violence; that is, persons
or groups against whom the use of violence is tolerated or condoned. By
stigmatizing certain individuals or groups, society, in fact, culturally
legitimizes their victimization.

People find it easier to accept harm to victims who occupy disvalued
social roles. A national survev of attitudes toward violence in the U.S.A.
found that "excluding people from groups to which one feels related can scrve
as a rationalization justifyving violence toward them', or make violence
inflicted on such people more ecasily acceptable (see Conklin, 1975 and
Blumenthal et al. 1972).

The use of violence against punils in schools for misconduct or
misbehaviour, tne use of violence to discipline or to control the behaviour
of inmates in nenal institutions, the flogging of offenders guilty of certain
crimes, are all forms of violence accerted by a large number of nreople. who
see these victims as culturally appropriate targets.

The use of violence against an aggressor in self-defense is
permitted by the law within certain limits. The aggressor is seen as a
legitimate victim.

In our socicty, having sexual intercourse by force with one's wife
Jdoes not constitute the crime of forcible rape. If a wife is raped by her
husband, she is culturally defined as a legitimate victim. In fact, certain
authors claim that in a male-dominated society, all women are culturally
legitimate targets for rare.

Weiss and Borges (1973) point out that socialization and, especially,
sex-role learning, exploit both males and females, and rroduce both victims
and offenders. A male-dominated society, with almost all nositions of power
and influence occuried by men, tends to establisii and nerpetuate the woman
as a legitimate object for victimization.

""Social processes rreparc the weman for her role
as a potential victinm and provide the procedures
to make her a socially approved or legitimate
victim ror rape."

Family members as culturally legitimate victims

Straus (1975) roints out the existence of cultural norms which
actually permit, or in some cases, require, the usc of violence within the
family. These social norms seem to imply the right of family members to
strike each other, and therefore legitimize intrafamily assaults, at least
under certain conditions.
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in particular, in cases where the situation lasts for some days. Not

long ago, in a case of bank emplovees held hostages for a few days in
Stockholm, a love relationshir develored between one of the female hostages
and the hold-up man. And, in a recent case in the British Columbia
Penitentiary, where three immates held many nenitentiary employees hostages
for nearly three days, it was reported that during the ordeal, one of the
female hostages became emotionally and sexually involved with one of the
inmates.

5) The collectivelv-victimized victim

In cases of rarme, a distinction can be made between the victim
of collective rape, and the victim of an individual ramist. In cases of
assault, one can also differentiatc between the victim who has becn assaulted
by an individual and the victim who has been attacked or beaten by a group.

Studies of this rarticular tvne of victim can examine and compare
the characteristics and behaviour of the victims of individual and collective
victimization before, during and after the attack, as well as the catamnestic
cffects of both tyres of victimization on the victim.

6) The conditional victin

Like the concent of the nrecipitating victim, the concept of the
conditional victim 1is a dynamic concert. The conditional victim is a
victim placed in a situation in which its attitude and reaction to the
initial gesture of the offender become the determinants of the final out-
come of the attack. In many cases, the final denouement derends largely,
or solely, on the attitude and behaviour of the victim. This attitude
and behaviour will determine not onlv whether a crime is to be committed
or not. but also the degree of violence to be emploved durin: the commission
of that crime. In such cases, a different attitude or reaction on the
rart of the victim would have rrevented any nhysical violence from taking
rlace, or would have substantially reduced the degree of violence involved.
Thus., if the victim vields to the demands of the aggressor, no physical
violence will be emploved, whereas if the victim resists, such resistance
may aggravate the situation, and increase the likelihood of the use of
rhysical violence against him/her. 1In all such cases, the reaction of the
victim, largelv influenced by his/her rersonality, and by the circumstances,
determines the final outcome.

Forcible rape is a conditional crime. The reaction of the victin
to the initial advances of the rotential rarist determine whether a ''rape"
or a 'consensual intercourse” will take place, whether phy'sical violence
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he emploved to overcome the resistance of the victim
does not pose any resistance, the act will in all
without the use of phyvsical violence.

If the threatened victim, in the case of a
hands out the money to the attacker, it will, in neal
being subjected to nhysical violence. But, refusal t
increases the chances of the victim being killed or :
to the circumstances. In cases of skyjacking and kic
is largely similar.

The concenrt of the conditional victim stre:
victim in conditioning or influencing the final outcc
question of passing a moral judgement on the desirabi
riateness or resistance in such cases. It is a quest
which types of rersonality are likely to react in suc
when placed in a victimogenic situation, and why, in
some individuals arc more likely to be subjected to 7
varying degrees, than others. People do not react ir
are face to face with a burglar, a thief, a hold-up n
a rapist, etc. He who, in his bed at night, hears t}
can escape violence by nretending that he is sound ac
himself to the fact that some of his belongings willl
can also decide to vigorously defend his material goc
being assaulted or even killed by a burglar in a stat
from the surprise.

In their study of murder, !lorris and Coorel

""Some householders or the other hand, esr
attemnt to defend their nroperty with qui
ional vigour, frequently screaming loudl:
haviour is likely to trigger off a violer
to silence the victim on the part of the
who himsclf is tense and fearful, and the
of such ranic recaction may well result ir

This is, again, an unexrlored field of stuc
needed to link certuain personality tyres to different
in victimogenic situations. Rescarch can also asses:
use of physical violence, of assault or murder in the
of certain crimes, such as burglary, robbery, hold-uj
jacking, etc. Through the findings of such research.
work out guidelines for the use of potential victims.
of the risks of physical violence associated with the
reaction in victimogenic situations.




7) The recidivist victim

Not only are there violence-rrone victims who are more vulnerable
and more likely to be victimized than others, but there are also recidivist
victims who are victimized not just once, but several times. Police officers
are not unfamiliar with those persons who become victims of violence over and
over again.

As mentioned above, the Finnish survey on victimization (Aromaa,
1973) revealed that violent victimization to one event increases the risk
of a second victimization and so on.

Whilc studies of the recidivist offender are quitc common in
criminology, to my knowledge, only one study has addrcssed itsclf to exam-
ining the concent of the recidivist victim. The data in the study showed
that a recidivist victim exists. In a population sample of assault victims,
recidivist victims comprised 2¢ percent of the total. (Johnson et al., 1973).

8) he accidental victim

Though resecarch is lacking, it does seem that there are not many
accidental victims among victims of violent crimes. The accidental victim
is the individual who is victimized through pure chance, he is not actually
intended, but just happens to be there. The typical examnle is of course
the innocent, uninvolved bystander who gets hit or shot bya hold-up man
escaping the scene of the crime, or by a sniper shooting indiscriminately
from his hiding place.

Victim-Offenders Relationshins in Crimes of Violence

1} The interpersonal character of violent crimes

Most crimes of violence, in particular, homicides and assaults,
are highly interpersonal. They involve different types of relationships
between victims and offenders. A smecial German term has been coined to
designate the interpersonal character of such crimes: thev are called
"Beziehungs Verbrechen."

The tyrical context in which criminal homicide or assault occurs
is the context of a quarrel or altercation where insult or jealousy is
clearly present. A very large provortion of these crimes take place within
or near the home, and occur between peonle well-known to each other, bound
by interpersonal relationships, in particular, family, friendship or affective
ties.












14 murder convictions in India (1946-1956)
Homogeneous homicides accc “ed for
) istribution was as follows: So.. percent
Hindus killing Hindus, 5.6 percent Muslims killing “uslims, and in 0.65 per
cent a Sikh killed another Sikh.

Aggravated assault

The study of crimes of violence in 17 American cities reports
that about one-gquarter of all assaults (23.9 percent) were betwoom whites,
two-thirds (65.9 percent) werc between blacks, 8.4 percent invo...d blacks
attacking whites, and 1.8 percent whites attacking blacks. Thus, intra-
racial assaults accounted for 90.0 percent of the total.

Studying the patterns of aggravated assault in St. Louis during
1961, Pittman and Handy (1964} found that 228 cases out of 238 involved
intraracial violence.

Rape

In his study of rape in Philadelphia, Amir (1971) found 953.0 per
cent of the cases to be intraracial (76.9 percent were black/black, and
16.1 percent white/white) while 7.0 percent were interracial (4.3 per
cent white victim/black offender, and 2.7 percent black victim/white
offender) .

The studv commissioned by the U.S. National Commission ~~ the
Causcs and Prevention of Violence found that 90.0 percent of the ..,es
where race was determined, were intraracial (30.0 perc were e, T,
and 60.0 percent were black/black), 10 percent involvea black rapists anda
white victims, and a negligible percent involved whites attacking black
victims.

Hayvman et al. (1971) found that in a study of rape in the District
of Columbia (July 1969-December 197C), 9.0 vercent were intraracial (76.0
rercent black/black and 3.0 rercent white/white), 21.0 percent werc committed
by black males on white females, and a negligible percentage (0.4) were
committed by a white male on a black female. This study, however, was con-
cerned only with persons who reported to a hospital for treatment, a sample
that represented only about half of the cases in the District of Columbia
(sce Agopian, Chamnpell and Geis, 1972

On the other hand, Agoplan et al. (1972) have studied rares re-
rorted to the »~lice durinz 1971 in the citv of Oakland, California, and
report 0v.0 percent to be intraracial (40.0 rercent black/black, 19.0
percent white/white, and 7.0 nercent Indian-Mexican/Indian-Mexican).

The int€rracial rares involved a much larger nercentage of blacks raping
white victins (33.0 rercent) than those reported in other studies. A smull
number (2.0 rercent) of cases involved white males raping blach females.
The same authors, cxamining interracial rapes in Oakland, found that this
type of rape overwhelmingly involves persons who are strangers to each
other.
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Aggravated Assault

In cases of aggravated assault the same pattern emerges as for
that of criminal homicide. '“hen sex was known, 57.0 percent of all inter-
actions werc male/male, and 7.0 percent were female/female; nine percent
of the cases of aggravated assaults involved females attacking males, and
27.0 perc involved 1 's attacking females. The main exception to the
general sumilarity to nomicide was a male(offender)/female(victim) assault
frequency much higher than the female/male frequency (Mulvihill et al., 1969).

In their study of patterns in criminal aggravated assault in
St. Louis, Pittman and Handy (1961) found that 60.5 percent of the cases
were intrasexual, while 39.5 percent werc intcrsexual.

Armed Robbery

The U.S. Violence Commission study found that male/male interactions
arc the most frequent in armed robbery (84.0 percent) - females rarely
robbed other females (1.0 percent), or other males(4.0 percent), but males
occasionally robbed females (10.0 percent). Thus, it seems that while
armed robbery is not as strongly intraracial as homicide, assault or
rape, it is much more intrasexual than homicide or assault.

Unarmed robbery

Arproximately 69.0 percent of unarmed robbery interactions in
the above study were male/male, while only 3.0 percent were female/female;
26.0 involved males robbing females, and only 2.0 percent involved females
robbing males. The male/male pattern therefore retained its dominance
in both armed and unarmed robbery although a noticeably higher frequency
of males robbed women in the latter.

Alcohol and Violent Victimization

Studies of the role of alcohol as a criminogenic factor arc
abundant in the criminological literature, but there arec very few studics
of alcohol as a victimogenic factor, which may be due to certain method-
ological problems. Except in the cases of criminal homicide, where the
body of the victim is available for testing, there is usually no record
of the amount of alcohol in the blood of the victim. In the studies of
Wolfgang, Amir, Normandeau, Fattah, the information regarding alcohol
consumption by the victim prior to the attack was absent in a large number
of cases.

One of the first studies that stressed the importance of alcohol
as a victimogenic factor in violent crimewas the study by Verrko in Finland
(1951}, which revealed that nearly half of the victims of non-negligent
manslaughter (49.5 percent) during the vears 1920-29 were intoxicated at
the moment of the crime.



























"'Some Social Psyvchological Aspects of Violence and Aggression'*

by
Erendan frail Rule
Departmens of Psychology
Iniversity of Alberta

and

Andrey R, Nesdale
Iniversity of Manitoba

Within the past five vears the (Canadian press has given
considerable attention to reported increases in aggression and
violence. The public has been appraised of less crime overall,
but more crimes of murder, robberyv and rape in Canada (Grescoe,
1973). In addition, Hopper (1973) has written that ''Canadians
may be in danger of becoming a nation of guntoters.'" Whether
or not the statistics do reflect actual increases in aggressive
outbursts and violent behavior, there is a legitimate concern
about the existence and prevalence of aggression. Because of
this concern, psychologists have intensified their efforts to
discover the factors contributing to the display of aggression,
including the personality and bhiological bases of the aggressive
behavior. However, the focus of this presentation is on social
psychological analvses which elucidate the situational and inter-
personal bases of aggression.

Until very recently, the main thrust of the work under-
taken by social psychologists was dominated by those who have
emphasized a learning approach. This approach generated interest
in the cffects on aggression of such factors as observing someonc
commit an aggressive act (Bandura, 1973} and the presence of
aggressive cues such as weapons or violent films (Berkowitz,
1971). Although it has heen found that under certain conditions
these factors do exert an influence on the expression of aggress-
ion, the theoretical perspective has emphasized learning rather
than cognitive and normative influences on aggression.

*The senior author's research reviewed in this paper was supported
partially by a Canada Council grant and the preparation of the
paper was facilitated by a Canada Council Doctoral Fellowship to
the sccond author. The authors thank Michael Encle and .Jerrv Leger
for comments on an earlier version of the paper.










instrumental) is viewed more unfavourably than socially motivated
aggression. We have found support for Feshbach's idea in a series
of studies (Nesdale § Rule, 1974; Nesdale, Rule & McAra, in press;
Rule, Dyck, McAra § Nesdale, 1975). In these experiments high
school and university students read of an incident in which one
person physically assaulted another person after they had jointly
found a wallet. The aggressor attacked the victim in order to
hurt him (hostile aggression), to heep the wallet for himself
(personal-instrumental), or to return the wallet to its rightful
owner (prosocial aggression). The results of this series of
studies have disclosed that although the aggressive behavior was
identical in all conditions, aggression for prosocial reasons is
viewed as more right and as less deserving of punishment than is
aggressing for personal reasons (hostile and personal-instrumental}.

At what age do these differentiations occur? Although this
question has received little theoretical and empirical attention in
the field, one theorist (Piaget, 1965) has commented extensively on
the development of moral judgments in children. He suggested that
children in the stage of moral realism (usually under the age of
about ten) do not rely on inferences about intentions but rely
instead on other features of the situation to form their judgments.
In particular, Piaget stressed that younger children use the out-
come or consequence of a behavior as the basis for inferences and
it is only later that intentions become important. In accord
with this view, we (Rule & Duker, 1973) predicted that only boys
older than ten vears of age would respond differentially to the
intentions underlying an aggressive act. Instead we found that
both eight and twelve vear-old bovs evaluated an aggressor as worse
when his intentions were hostile rather than prosocial. Moreover,
in two later studies with Drew Nesdale and ‘larilynn ‘lcAra (Rule,
Nesdale & McAra, 1974), using kindergarten, second and fifth grade
girls, and first, third and sixth grade boys, we found that regard-
less of age, the children viewed the personal reasons for aggress-
ing as more wrong than the prosocial reasons for aggressing. Thus,
girls as voung as five vears of age and boys as voung as six vears
do distinguish the different bases for aggression in their judgments.
Information about intentions is apparently more important at an
earlier age than has been suggested. However, although these find-
ings suggest that children employ the complex infterential processes
postulated by Piaget to be operative at higher stages of cognitive
development, it seems likely that thev result from adults emphasizing
the difference between personally and socially motivated aggression
in the training of even very voung children. Moreover, the children
in these studies have been provided typically with unambiguous
information about the intentions underlving the act. It is not known
whether children actually make inferences about intentions when that
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information is not explicitly given.

Considered together, the studies have indicated that
people varying in age from preschool to university students, view
the personal reasons for aggressing as more wrong than the pro-
social reasons for aggressing. Thus, people do differentiate
varying types of aggression. Some aggression is seen as wrong
whereas other aggression is seen as right. Although in our
studies prosocial aggression is defined within the context of
minor physical assault or verbal abuse, aggressive acts of a
much more serious nature are tolerated for prosocial purposes.
For example, Kahn's survey (1972) revealed that extreme forms
of police violence were seen as justified by some people,
although as not justified by others; and Tomlinson (1970)
revealed that comments about participation in ghetto riots
reflected the assumption that violence serves a good end. Recent
surveys in the United States revealed that Lt. Calley's involve-
ment in the My Lai massacre was actually approved by a sizable
segment of the U.S. population (Kelman & Lawrence, 1972). As we
have suggested elsewhere (Rule § Nesdale, in press), tolerance
for extreme violence may be rooted in tolerance for minor aggress-
ive incidents.

It should be emphasized that our research program has not
been concerned with ethical questions relating to whether or not
aggression should be judged as right; this is a question which
has to be resolved by the broader society. Illowever, our research
does indicate that if there is agreement that attitudes toward
prosocial aggression should be changed, it would have to be
accomplished at a very early age.

The Role of Functional Differences in the Expression of Aggression

Even though observers differentiate types of aggressive
response, 1s there a reason to differentiate aggressive behaviors
when considering the expression rather than evaluation of aggress-
ion? The question relates to whether one form of aggression sub-
stitutes for another. Will the conditions leading to aggression
which serves one goal, enhance aggression which serves another
goal? The notion of substitution has figured prominently among
laymen and in the writings of clinical and some social psycho-
logists. We have conducted several expcriments addressed to some
aspects of these questions. They were designed to have maximum
control over conditions so that our answers can be as unambiguous
as possible. In these experiments, participants were asked to take
the part of a teacher who is ostensibly to punish a learner's errors




In an early experiment in our laboratory, Lynn Hewitt and T

(Rule & Hewitt, 1971) expected to find that as the teacher's
frustration increased, aggression would increase correspondingly.
Frustration in this study was manipulated by the teacher's

previous success at a task (low frustration), failure (moderate
frustration), and failure accompanied by insult (high frustration).
Our results did not support our hypothesis. Instead they revealed
that teachers subsequently set the highest shock levels for the
learner's errors following high and low frustration conditions.
Although the supplementary data revealed that the shocks were
delivered to hurt physically an insulting partner in the high
frustration conditions, they were delivered apparently in the

other conditions to promote learning if learning seemed feasible

on the basis of the subject's past cxperience. Thus the low
frustrated subjects delivered a relatively high number of shocks,
similar in number to those in the high frustration condition,
apparently assuming that the shocks would facilitate the other
person’s goal achievement. On the other hand, moderately frustrated
subjects using previous failure as a comparison, apparently assumed
that punishment would contribute little to the other's goal
achievement and hence delivered fewer shocks. We inferred that the
salient function of shock delivery was determined by the context in
which they occurred. The context apparently provided a set which
made one of the conflicting goals dominant, therebhy reducing the
conflict.

In an attempt to demonstrate more unambiguously that differ-
ent antecedent conditions precipitate aggression serving different
goals, another experiment was conducted by myself and a colleague,
Andrew Nesdale (Rule & Nesdale, 1974). In this experiment a
situation which maximized the functional value of the aggressive
response by unconfounding the hostile and prosocial value of the
aggressive act. Participants were told that increasing shock
either helped (prosocial) or hindered (hostile) learning. The
results indicated, as expected, that subjects administered shock
levels according to both the value of aggression and their
partner's insult. When shocks presumably facilitated learning,
the subjects delivered more shocks when they had not been previously
insulted and less shocks when they had been previously provoked
and less shocks when they had not heen provoked. These results
were subsequently confirmed in another experiment conducted by
Gerry Leger (Rule & Leger, 1975). It is clear from these results
that different antecedent conditions precede the use of aggression
expressed for one rather than the other reason.







on the expression of aggression, and finally (3) the role of
normative and cognitive factors in the expression of aggression.

With regard to the first general issue, factors other
than those reviewed in this paper are known to affect judgments.
In addition to factors usually considered as relevant in forming
moral judgments, such as the aggressor's intentions, other factors
which are generally considered as more irrelevant have been
identified as actually contributing to judgments. It has been
shown, for example, that an aggressor's physical (Dion, 1972)
and personal attractiveness (Landy § Aronson, 1969; Nesdale & Rule,
1974; Rule & Nesdale, in press:; Rule, Dyck, McAra § Nesdale, 1975;
Shepherd & Bagley, 1970), as well as the physical attractiveness
of the victim (Jones & Aronson, 1973; Landy § Aronson, 1969) hias
the judgments and recommended penalties for a transgression.
Favourable impressions have been created by varying marital status
(married vs. divorced), previous criminal record and foreigner's
attitude toward the observer's country. These favorability
manipulations have affected ratings of both serious acts even-
tuating in death and less serious acts of physical aggression.

For example, a more attractive aggressor and a more attractive
victim are likely to be evaluated more favorably than their less
attractive counterparts. However, evaluations of the attractive
aggressor may depend on the crime. It has been found (Sigall §&
Ostrove, 1975) that harsher evaluations were given to attractive
offenders when their crime was related to their attractiveness.
Moreover, we have found that although these factors are important
when judgments are made anonymously, the influence of such
factors are diminished when the person judging is aware that he
must explain his judgments (Nesdale & Rule, 1974). The impli-
cations of this finding is that persons in judgment situations
should be aware of possible bias on their part. Future rescarch
should be addressed to whether judgments are biased by aggressor
or victim characteristics when the observer is in a position to
actually administer sanctions (i.e., jurors, teachers).

A second issue pertains to the impact of witnessed
aggression and subsequent judgment on the instigation or inhibit-
ion of actual aggression. Will awareness of the motivation under-
lying observed violence instigate or disinhibit aggression?
Although we have confined our own research questions to consider-
ing how such factors influence judgments, some recent work by
others has indicated that the actual ecxpression of aggression is
affected by the observer's awareness of the aggressor's goals.

In these experiments, angered subjects express more aggression
toward a partner who has provoked them after viewing a film in
which violence occurs for vengeful rather than other purposes

such as filling the professional role of a fighter (Geen § Stonner,
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fer ° number, seem to indicate that knowledge of the intentions
Unueiaying aggression affects not only moral judgments of the act,
but also the expression of aggression.

Finally, the thrust of this research has been toward
elaborating the importance of the person's interpretation of the
situation, as well as how differing standards for aggression
affect the expression of aggression. To date we know a great deal
about learning processes in the form of classicial and instrumental
conditioning which underlie aggression, especially of an impulsive
nature. We know that rewarding a person for aggressing increases
his aggressiveness and may be most responsible for the development
of an aggressive personality (Bandura, 1973). However, our results
on the expression of aggression have documented the importance of
the person's perception and interpretation of what is potentially
a provocation, findings which encourage the development of theory
and research on the cognitive processes underlying aggression.
Although we know that much aggression is impulsive, it is apparently
the case that much aggression is generated by interpretations of
both the provocation situation, and the function of the response,
factors which have now been overlooked too long in social psychology,
but appear relevant to a more complete understanding of aggressive
behavior.
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Discussion

Professor T.C. Willett felt that the origins of violence
and __, 2ssion and their manifestation among school children had long
been a neglected subject. He described a survey he conducted among
100 children from Kingston schools to see whether the rules of fighting
had changed among school children in Canadian society. He found
interestingly that the rules of 'fair fight" seemed to have changed
very little since his own childhood. When asked where they learned
these rules from, an overwhelming majority said, "From the kids." Only
five per cent of them mentioned the media. Professor Rulc commented
that more work of this nature is required, particularly with regard
to the development of very young children.

Professor Cyril Greenland asked whether Professor Rule
had any data on the male and female differences in the very young
age group and if she would like to speculate on the meaning of these
differences. Professor Rule replied that although she had expected
to find sex differences, in all her studies in the judgemental work,
she had found no difference between males and females. This was the
case cven with high school and university students.

Professor Harold Kalant mentioned the limitations of the
experimental set-up described by Professor Rule in which all the sub-
jects were aware that the shock administration was for a socially
approved purpose. He wondered whether this fact would limit the ability
of the technique to explore the factors which governed the expression
of aggressiveness in other types of situations. Professor Rule admitted
that they were well aware of these limitations and had tried to corroborate
results by putting the subjects in different kinds of experimental
situations. Bandura, she noted, had discussed this in his book by
pointing out that many acts of aggression did occur within some kind
of socially sanctioned framework. In her own experiments, they tried
to minimize the legitimate asprect of the aggression by emphasizing
that shocks were known to hinder learning and performance.

Professor Ronald Price was intrigued by the point brought up
in the presentation concerning the extent to which judgcments altered when
onc was required to give the recasons. He cited situations in the judicial
and correctional systems where the reasons given are often pro forma.
He asked Professor Rule if she knew of any parallel in the literature.
Professor Rule pointed out that in the judgement situation, the people
were not going to administer the sanction themselves. This would be a
limitation in terms of extrapolating this result to judges and correctional
officers who might be actually administering the sanction. In relationship
to other data in the field outside the moral judgement area, many of her
experiments on aggression show a reduction of aggression when people
expected to have to answer to someone else.







neglected in favour of further research into the social psychology of im-
pulsive aggression, premissed on the idea that a causal relationship be-
tween media-violence and violent behaviour has already been established.

Second, diagnoses of the problem of violence in society which
> derived from the latter kind of social enquiry, provide spurious and
aeceptively simple solutions to a highly complex problem. Causal mechanisms
such as 'disinhibition™ and 'contagion'' can be got at by controlling the
media. Scarcity, inequality, racism and hierarchy are less easily played
upon.

Third, it tends to help perpetuate ways of doing research in
which data quality considerations are treated as less important than
researcher's theoretical expectations which help generate the data.?
Such an approach tends to produce results that are more equivocal than
need be. If one takes the view that policy recommendations with real
life consequences should, ethical considerations aside, be based upon
the most reliable and valid knowledge one can obtain, within given cost
and time parameters, then minimally, two conditions should prevail:

(a) Researchers engaged in different studies, but of a similar type and
with similar subjects, should be studying the same relationships. This

is the replication criterion; (b) Subjective mecanings and definitions of
major concepts, held by research subjects themselves should enter, in
important ways, into measurement and therefore theoretical, considerations.
This is the validity criterion.

In the context of these observations and on the basis of the
evidence presented, I want to suggest that the view, 'televised violence
makes viewers significantly more aggressive” is far from compelling. This
conclusion stands without prejudice to the possibility that the media do
influence the level of violence in society in ways other than thosc
suggested by social psychologists whose work is taken as paradigmatic. I
shall attempt to provide a convincing account of these other media-
societal violence relationships.

Before embarking on this task, one caveat is in order. First,
I am going to assume that the violence Canadians are concerned about may
be defined in the following wav: The application (or threat thereof) in
real life settings, of high magnitude, physically harmful stimull to the
person or property of another person (or group) with the intention of
inflicting harm. This definition excludes from consideration experimental
laboratory studies because, no matter how many times such studies confirm
predictions from this or that theory, from a social policy prospective,
one remains interested in the application of such theories of real life
settings. So, I shall confine my attention to studies measuring aggressive
behaviour in naturalistic settings.







In relation to the evidence they present, two points may be raised.
First, the increase in violent crimes muy have occurred primarily because
of police reactions to each of these incidents. The actual level of violent
offences may have changed very little. Consider the following possibility.
The police react to the stimulus 'shocking crimes-with-massive-media-
coverage', by trving to increase the severity of legal punishments for
assailants. They do this by using the more serious classification for
crimes in which they have discretionary power. Thus, "assaults", non-
Index violent crimes, are more likely to be classified as "aggravated
assaults™, an Index violent crime. As Berkowitz and Macaulay took violent
Index crimes as their dependent variable, it is quite possible that a
change in the classification changes described here, could show up as an
"increase in serious violent crime'" without there being any real change
in the amount of serious (Index) violent crime. If this is so, crimes
for which the police have least leeway to exercise discretion, crimes
in which somcone is killed, will show the smallest increase in these
areas. An analvsis of the violent crime statistics (Index crimes) will
reveal this to be the case. Homicide and manslaughter increased least.

Secondly, why were similar increases in violent crimes not ob-
served in Canada, where exposure to these events via the media, was almost
as great as it was in the United States (Canadian Crime Statistics, 1963
and 1966).

Third, other attempts to test the Berkowit:z-Macaulay hypothesis
have vicided disconfirmatory results. In the Clark and Blankenberg study
(1971), the dependent variable was the rate of serious (Index) violent
crimes (murder, forcible rape, robbery and aggravated assault) as reported
by the police in Uniform Crime Reports, 1933 and 1968. The independent
variable was defined as 'physical acts or the threat of physical acts by
humans designed to inflict physical injury to persons or damage to property'
(1971: 195). Sources of data werc direet viewing of programmes and coding
of svnopsis of shows in the T.V. guide. Having cstablished that the
synopsis would arrive at a similar judgement, contact analvsis was applied
to a sample of T.V. guides published between 1953 and 1969. The two sets
of data were then examined. ©On the basis of their study, Clark and Blankenberg
concluded that there was no rclationship between media violence and violent
crime (1-71: 199-200:.

Fourth, while Becrkowitz and Macaulay emphasized the instigating
aspects of media porirayals of violence, their explanatory model also
suggests that such portravals might decrease violent behaviour if they
arouse "strong inhibitions' among viewers. Dominick's (1973: 241-250)
analysis indicates that the television programmes shown during the carly
part of the 1970's might have increased the strength of instigation to
inhibit violent behaviour among viewers. First, he found that, "T.V.
crime is almost always unsuccessful’ (1973: 245). Second, Gerbner's
data indicate that criminals are becoming less violent but more vulnerable
to violent attack by law officers (1971). Thus, either because there was
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violently (Mulvihill and Tumin, 1964). There is no evidence which in-
dicates that exposure to televised violence should be included among the
major causes of extant patterns in the social distribution of violent
crime. More worthy candidates for inclusion in this list would be social
processes (racism, discrimination, inequality} which decrease the "stake”
~“1t such persons have in society, processes which reduce the "costs" of
informal (community, family,peer) and formal (police, truant officers)
sanctions and which simultaneously narrow the availability of non-violent
means of satisfying psychic and material wants (Mulvihill and Tumin,
1964; Brian and Piliavin, 1965).

In sum, we tend to get the violence in the 'streets" and the
violence in the '‘suites' that we deserve. This conclusion applies not
only to the fact that television reflects regnant societal values and
norms relating to violence, social contrel and so on, nor to the fact
that the inequality we create and maintain causes society's "bottom dogs"
to rely on violent methods of redistributing income, power, status and so
on, but also to the fact that we, as citizens, have not insisted ou the
creation of an agency, with no vested intcrest in the 'production of violent
crime rates', to present and interpret crime information to us and to put
the "violent crime' problem in perspective.

Structural ecological studies using aggregate violent data, lend
very little credence to the view that exposure to w2dia violunce directly
decreases or increases the level of aggressive behaviour among viewers and
readers. Would the same conclusion be supported by (survey) studies using
data on individuals?

Correlational (Survey) Studies

Taken together, sociological surveys provide no clear answer to
this question. More precisely perhaps, the answer to the question will

vary with the measures being used. If one is intecrested in the real
life effects of television, then one ought, in my opinion, to measure the
'net effects' of television. That is to say, as a stimulus, television

may instigate, facilitate and/or inhibit aggressive behaviour in various
ways {Bryvan and Walbeck, 1970; Dominick, 1973; Stein and Brvan, 1972),
and the most valid measure, is one that gets at the outcome of the inter-
action between these three sets of variables. From this perspective,
"television viewing" (and the meaning it has for viewers) may be the most
valid measure of the net effects on aggressive bechaviour of exposure to
television.

Studies showing this measure show no association, in one case
(Leftowitz et al.. 1971), and weak positive associations in another
(McLeod et al., 1971). Two earlier studies, Schram, Lyle and Parker in
Canada and Himmelweit, Oppenheim and Vince in England (1962), also found
no association between rather indirect measures of exposure to television
(availability of a television set) and self-reports of aggression. The







samples. Incidentally, they also discovered that the probability of ob-
taining "statistically significant' results varies with the sample size.
As the total sample is broken down into sub-groups (sex and school typc)
the number of statistically significant relationships decrease. What can
we conclude from all this?

First, on the criterion of thec consistency of results, the
evidence in favour of the view that television and televised violence
markedly increases aggressive behaviour is not compelling. Of the 13
relationships presented in Table 1, four are moderately positive and
three arc low positive associations. In the remaining six relationships,
televised violence has virtually no effect on aggressive behaviour and
attitude.

Second, those studies using similar measures of both independent
and dependent variables on roughly similar students (McIntyre and Teevan,
Leftowitz et al., and Chaffce and MclLeod, Robinson and Bachman) vield
different results. Thus, all four used the "preference' measure and used
sclf and/or peer reports of aggressive bechaviour and viclded the following
correlations between these two measures. No association (McIntyre and
Teevan), no association (Chaffee and MclLeod), virtually no association
(Robinson and Bachman), and no association for grade eight students_and a
correlation of 0.31 for grade thirteen students for Leftowitz et al?

Third, in the two studies (Leftowitz et al. and McLeod et al.)
in which a moderately strong positive association was found, no evidence
is presented which would invalidate the contention that, for all but a
few "extreme' subjects, therc was no relationship between exposure to
televised violence and violent bhehaviour. In the case of the Leftowit:
et al. study, this conclusion can be derived from an examination of the
"'scatter plot’" around each of the correlation coefficients. In the case
of Mcleod et al., individual data are not available and one cannot be
absolutely sure about what is going on. 10 In the absence of such data,
suspicion that the association holds for only a few subjects would vary
with the size of the correlation coefficient. Had the coefficient been
somewhat higher than 0.32 one would be more casily led to abandon the
“outlier" conclusion.

Fourth, if the criterion of variance explained is usecd to assess
the importance of the cffects of televised aggression upon aggressive be-
haviour, then it is difficult to sustain the conclusion that exposure to

televised violence is a "major factor' in influencing the level of aggressive
behaviour in society. The strongest association as measured by the correlation

cocefficient (0.32) explains less than eleven percent of the total variation
in the dependent variable, aggressive behaviour. This leaves almost ninety
percent of the variation unexplained. Of course, the fact that televised
violence explains only a small proportion of the variance in the aggressive
behaviour among viewers, does not mean that these two variables are not
causally related. According to Liebert et al. (1973: 78-82) the findings
of Leftowitz et al. and McLeod et al. provide the basis for inferring that










In this connection, it is pertinent to note that when the grade
eight boys themselves are asked about their television preferences, there
is virtually no association between their preferences and their subsequent
behaviour when they are in grade thirteen ( r = -0.019). If the possibility
mentioned earlier is correct, the aggressive bchaviour being measured at
grade thirtecn might also have occuric. prior to grade eight, then the
finding of, (a) no association between grade eight tclevision preferences
and past aggression among grade thirteen students, and (b) of a weak neg-
ative association (r = -0.171) between present aggression in grade eight
and television preferences of the students themselves at grade thirteen,
suggests respectively that the two variables vary independently and that
aggressive bchaviour causes a slight decreasc in preference for violent
programmesk®

It seems then, that the evidence for inferring a causal relation
between preferring violent shows on television and aggressive behaviour may
not be as valid as one may wish. When mothers' reports are used to measure
the former variable and the measurement of the latter variable covers a
period of time that pieceded the time at which television preferences were
measured, onc obtains supporting evidence. This evidence is suspect pre-
cisely because of the way the dependent variable was measured and the
possible influence of high aggressive children on their mothers' answers
to reach questions. In the case where the latter source of bias is
removed (self-report, grade eight measures of television preferences)
these preferences are not associated with aggressive behaviour as mecasured
by peer reports in grade thirteen. What the data do indicate, is that
aggressive behaviour in grade three is associated with later aggressive
behaviour (grade three aggression is correlated with itself and with
grade eight aggression, v = -.480, and aggression in the latter grade is
correlated with itself and with grade thirteen aggression, r = 0.650).

These findings of the studies rcviewed here may be subjected to
three interpretations. First, exposure to televiscd violence causes
aggressive behaviour. Second, televised violence and aggressive bchaviour
arc causced by some third variable. Third, televised violence and aggressive
behaviour are functionally reclated to different sets of variables. Of
these interpretations, the first mentioned is, in my opinion, least con-
sistent with the data. However, the more relevant conclusion is that,
because of design and measurement problems, none of these interpretations
can be regarded as providing a clear scientific rationale for implementing
policy decisions based upon them. Perhaps a clearer rationale based on
unambiguous causal references will emerge from studies focusing on real
life aggression as these did, but which actually control and manipulate
television content, as these studies did not.




Field Experimental Studies

As reasons for their belief and/or to confirm preexisting be-
liefs, critics of televised violence, point to the results of three ex-
perimental studies conducted in naturalistic settings. Steuer et al.
(1971: 442-447) and Stein et al. (1971) worked in a preschool setting and
Levens et al. (1975: 212-257) carried out their research in a reformatory
(voung persons prison) setting. DPerusal of these studies yield conclusions
somewhat at variance with those of the critics and the researchers them-
selves. For example, on the basis of the results of the Steuer et al.
studyv, I concluded that therc was no (main effect) association between
televised violence and aggressive behaviour. This conclusion was based on
one fact and one possibility. The fact is that a marked increase in
aggressive behaviour, following exposure to televised violence, occurred
among only one of five children cxposed to this stimulus. The possibility
exists that this child (experimental subject in pair number four) was
simply retaliating for aggressive acts directed against him by the sub-
jects (pairs one and three) whose aggressive behaviour was increasing
prior to their exposure to televised violence. 16

Turning now to the other two studies, one discovers that they
are more difficult to evaluate preciscly and in grubby detail, because
unlike Steur et al., they did not provide data on individuals, much
less longitudinal data on individuals in graphic form. With these
qualifications in mind a perusal of the Stein and Frederich and Levens
et al. studies indicates that, on the grounds of both facts and alternative
possibilities the results do not support their interpretation, viz.,
that exposure to televised and/or filmed violence causes an increase in
the lecvel of aggressive behaviour among those with preexisting high levels
of aggressive beha  ar. Specifically, these studies do not convince
reader, (a) that mucn of the behaviour being recorded was not rough pia,
behaviour from which the '"intention to injure” was absent, (b) that
children were responding to 'violent televised material' (c¢) that changes
in the behaviour defined as aggressive by the rescarchers only, were not
caused by experimenter and/or theoretical demands for the findings re-
porte.. What was actually being observed changing and what caused these
changes? Thesc are the two questions under which the specific points may
be subsumed. What follows is an attempt to answer them.

Participant Models, Observer Models and Media Effects on Behaviour

Granted that the changes described above did occur, the specific
questions to be considered here, are what actually increased and what
exactly preceded the increasecs. Answers to these questions tend to vary
with whor you ask, the researchers or the subjects. Of course, it might be
better if the persons doing the research themselves asked the subjects
these questions and then attempted to integrate their observers models
with participant models of social process. In neither case were the two










being hit and does rot hit back and/or subjects are allowed to vary the
amount of shocks they deliver but are not allowed to decide whether or
not they want to shock anyone. Alternatively, or in addition, if subjects
feel theyv are being evaluated and expect their behaviour to elicit dis-
approval by the experimenter, they may try to please him by tending to
behave in ways that confirm his theoretical expectations (Orne, 1969).
The same considerations apply with regard to strategically located re-
scarch assistants who, because they know '"the theory' and/or are de-
pendent in some way upon the principal investigator(s), unwittingly
produce results that will confirm what thecir professors already "know"
or suspect.

In both the Stein et al. and Levens et al. studies, we cannot
be surc that the observers who recorded ° ges in the amount of
aggressive behaviour werc not students Wi _weTe dependent upon and/or
influcnced by the principal invcstigators."1 llaving established initially
(baseline observations) who the morc aggressive subjects were, possibly
believing that these were the children/inmates who earlier in their lives
and/or at home, were most exposed to televiscd violence and crime, the
observers then confirm their expectations by 'secing' incrcases in the
level of aggressive behaviour among subjects folliowing exposure to that
experimental condition which 'theory'" and their professors, say is most
likely to cause such increases. Thus, an interaction effect (initial
level of aggressionjvs. exposure to televised violence) is conf :d,
but artifactually.~~

There 1is, in the Levens et al. study, another way in which this
interaction cffect hypothesis could be confirmed. This has to do with
the inhibition of aggressive behaviour contingent upon the differential
presence of social control agents (counsellors) in the two aggressive
cottages during baselinc and post treatment conditions.

Situational-Social Control Versus Media Instigating Effects

In the prison studied by Leyens et al., counsellors were social
control agents. They did control important contingencies. They could and
presumably did differentially reward, punish and ignore behaviours they
evaluated as requiring one or other of these reactions. Physical aggressio
is punished in this prison. So, onc would expect inmates to be less likely
to behave aggressively when counsellors arc present than when they arc ab-
sent. Inmates who are most likely to take advantage of the absence of
counsellors are those for whom aggressive behaviour in the past, in this
setting, had the greatest and/or most reliable desired pav-off. Inmates
in the less aggressive cottages are less likely to become more aggressive
during counsellor absences because for them, non-aggressive means have,
in the past, constituted a more reliable and successful way of getting
what one wanted and/or of avoiding unpleasant experiences.













Given the relative absence of power sharing, of direct involvemen
by prisoners in the decision-nuking process, third party intervention may
be sought by getting the media to describe their condition.24 Collective
violence, in their experience, seems to be more successful in obtaining
media attention than other things they could do. So long as media attentio
contingent upon collective violence gets inmates some of the things they
want which hitherto had been denicd them, the strategic use of collgctive
violence for the purposes of securing such attention will continue.~

Summary

To the victim, it probably makes little difference if he is attac
impulsively or for instrumental rcasons. However, given scarce societal
resources, it would seem to make sense, if only on a cost-benefit basis,
to usec available resources for the study of more rather than less urgent
social problems. Given that the two types of violence are likely to be
equally severe in the harm they can inflict, then one criterion of emergenc
becomes the likelihood of experiencing impulsive rather than instrumente!
violence. On the basis of this criterion, the study of impulsive violer
in society allegedly caused by exposure to televised violence is less urgent
than the study of instrumental violence per se.

In the first section, I attcmpted to show that research generated
by the theories does not provide a basis for making unambiguous causal in-
ferences about the relationships being investigated.

The second section of the paper was devoted to explicating ways
in which the mass media may be implicated in the level of instrumental
violence in society. lere, both the fact and the content of the media were
rclevant. In the latter case, the content did not necessarily include
violence and the effects could not easily be derived from extant social
psychological thecories of compulsive and/or impulsive aggression. If,
political violence is going to be more likely in Metro Toronto in the near
future, thesc thcories are less likely to explain how the media instigate
facilitate and/or inhibit this phenomenon, than do theories of instrument. .
aggressive behaviour.

The more relevant observation is not that political-instrumental
violence is '"'coming to Toronto', but that it was never absent. Conflict
and instrumental violence are endemic to society, because scarcity and
hierarchy are endemic to society. It is this crucial relationship that
we should be using our scarce public resources to study, if we are going
to study violence at all.
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The reliabilities they report are 74.8 (mean percent exact agreement
among pairs of observers) and 79.0 (mean percent agrcement on general
categorics) (page 217).

Another indication of the implicitly held belief that the researchers
themselves really know what is happening, is the following observatic
"...the TV scts were turned off in each cottage for the entire week
to avoid content interferences with the films. It was felt that

this action would not be resented by the subjects' (page 349).

Other than Leyens et al., this statement will probably surprise
everyone else who has lived, worked in, and/or done research in,
vouth reformatories (prisons), including, I would guess, the
prisoners who were the subjects of their study. Morc generally,

the selective use made of the subjects' thoughts, feelings and

so on is quite worrying. They ask about the meaning of the films
shown, position in dominance hierarchy and cohesion, but not about
the dependent variable (aggressive behaviour) nor about the effects
of switching off the TV sets and the "important fight that took place
on Tuesday night' (p. 353), or even why it occurred.

The topic is discussed in some detail by Rosenthal (1966 and 1969).

In the Leyens ct al. study, inmates were used to measure pre-movi
aggression, but only the student-observers measured aggressive
behaviours in all three cxperimental conditions. The rationale for
this decision remains unclear.

Actually, becausc of design problems one modest conclusion that can
be drawn from this study is, as Leyens et al. point out, ''that

among children who were most aggressive during a period of adaptatior
to nurscry school, those who saw aggressive TV programmes, decreased
less in their interpersonal aggressive behaviours than those who
were shown ncutral programmes' (1975: 347).

The reason rcferred to is the statement that, during the post-movie
week: "The obscrvations were restricted to the noon period (12.10
to 1.30 p.m.), since some counsellors experienced the desire to
have cvenings available for other activities (p. 349).

Lipsky (1968) and Schrag (1960) develop in greater detail the major
idea being expressed here.

As the contest for collective violence is minimally, an interactional
one, an uncqual social struggle between two parties, what the other
party does is critical for the working out of the struggle. Thus
Wilsnack (1975) points out, 'for a riot to develop there must not
only be deprived and powerless inmates and attention from influential
outsiders, but also uncertain and unstable administration' (1975:
12-13). Variations in the effectiveness of social control agents

are then, among the more important 'other factors' at work in causing
riots in prisons.
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APPENDIX A Table 1: Correlations of Televised Violence Measures with Measures of

Aggressive Behaviour and Attitudes Among Samples of Children and Adolescents

Independent Variable Dependent Variable Sample Correlations Study

Measure Measure Size Total Boys Girls

Preference for violent Fighting with peers 2300 (junior - McIntyre and

programmes (self-report) and high school Trevan
students)

Average level of violence Fighting with peers Same .11

in four favourite (self-report)

programmes

Level of violence in four Aggressive 473 (junior & - Chaffee &

favourite programmes tendencies senior high McLeod

Three of four favourite
programmes

*raw and cooked--see p. 137
in review

Preference for violent

programmes at Grade 3, as
indicated by mother

Same

Same

Actual exposure to

televised violence

Actual exposure to vioclent
.elevision programmes

Self-reports of
aggresive behaviour

Peer reports of
aggressive behaviour
at Grade 3

Peer reports of
aggressive behaviour
at Grade 8

Same at Grade 13
Self-reports of aggres-

sive attitude

Self-report of aggres-
sion present and past

school S's)

1,900 boys Average 8% difference

aged 19

875 third grade 21 -
reducing to 460
students in 13th
grade
.31
434 (4th, 5th Both influenced

& 6th grader's
boys & girls

Both influenced
.30 Maryland sample
.32 Wisconsin sample

624 adolescents
male & female

Robinson &
Bachman

Lefkowitz et

Lefkowitz

Lefkowitz

Dominick &

McLeod et a:
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non-violent. In the former, the likelihood is greatest of using collective
violence to communicate to a larger audience. Thus, it is possible to see
that the instrumental usc of violence in society conflicts.

While agreeing with Professor Ellis that the actual reinforcement
or punishment of real behaviour is more important than in fantasy be-
haviour in governing how a person behaves in a real situation, Professor
Kalant wondered if the spread of acceptance, for example, of violence,
for a more condoned instrumental means throughout society changes the
norms of behaviour in such a way as to make, at a later stage, different
levels of violent behaviour more acceptable. Professor Ellis suggested
that it may do but he added that the people who live in central city
areas who are both poor and uneducated don't have to be reminded about
violence - they have enough of it among themselves and among social control
agencices in society. While no society known is against violence there
exists discrimination in the conditions and context of such - those who
have power want to leave to themselves the ability to make decisions as
to where, when and how it should take place. The primary effects of dis-
semination by the creation of these mentalities is to influence those
who wart to keep themselves even further from the people they consider a
real threot to themselves. While such disseminations of news are unlikely
to make middle class people more violent, indirectly it will make them do
things which might make it easier for violent people to behave violently.

Professor Rule suggested that there had been some studies using
bobo clown dolls and electrical shock. In general, they are not enough
studies but it is the case that there have been some studies showing that
children who use higher levels of electrical shocks in the experiment are
indeed more aggressive children in the plavground. The children who re-
sponded to the film violence with more hidden responses for the bobo
clown doll are also more verbally assaultive and physically aggressive
towards other children. It is also the case that other measures have
been used in cxumining the effects of film violence on aggressions, such
as children's tolerance for watching another child being beaten up.
Professor Rule stated that this makes it difficult to dismiss Andreas’
and Berkowitz's results as much as Professor Ellis scemed to have done.
She went on to suggest that it is also the case that both Andreas' and
Berkowitz would agree that there are other determinants of aggression -
film violence is not the only one. It might be useful to pursue it as
one of the dcterminants of aggressive behaviour but that is not to say
that we would ignore some of the other ones some of which may be more
powerful.
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children who behaved aggressively immediately after seeing a film may not
a while later if the stimulus was stopped.

Professor Ellis suggested that it would be difficult to deny
that for some children under some conditions, TV may make them a little
more aggressive - the evidence is not all one way. Would it not be
more sensible to say - look we have all this evidence presented to us
and if one could do a tightly controlled field experimental study with
naive subjects that would be most acceptable to most people involved in
the controversy. If one could do that sort of study knowing all the
variables that are supposed to be important then perhaps it would be
possible to design a study which is generally agreed upon; do it;

(a field experimental study), replicate it and then talk about the resu’
evidence, as it exists,is not clear one way or the other. He suggested
that if Professor Rule is saying that television does have some effect,
it is difficult to disagree but Professor Ellis felt that there are many
more important things going on which explain a much greater part of the
variation than does exposure to televised aggression.

The










The environment undoubtedly plays an important part in the de-
velopment of the nervous system.. The enviromment can be either internal
or external. The thalidomide episode is a good example of the internal
environment interfering with the normal development of the embryo. The
rclative aggressiveness of the male is related to hormone balance and the
effect of the androgens. Castration results in the placid ox as opposed
to the belligerent bull. There is evidence that just after birth, if the
male sex hormones are present, the nervous system develops an aggressive
potential. Female mice that have been injected with androgens in the
neo-natal period, later as adults show some of the »g_ ressive features
of normal male mice.

The external environment will build memories, social norms and
behaviour patterns into the memory of a developing individual. Because
the primitive limbic system is incorporated in the human brain, its
aggressive features will form part of human behaviour. Mover has ex-
amined various types of aggression in mammals, and while there is con-
siderable overlap, he lists eight variants:

1. Predatory - Hunting and killing for food. This form of aggression
stands apart from the others, and is seldom utilized by modern man.

2. Inter-Male Aggression: This is the aggressive behaviour that challenges
a stranger and drives him away.

3. Fear-Induced: When cornered and flight is impossible, the animal will
defend 1itself.

4. Irritable: Any animal, or even inanimate objccts will be attacked with
minimal or no provocation. The individual is angry and rages at everything.
S. Territorial Defence: Any intruder that invades will he driven off,
often regardless of sex or species.

6. Maternal Aggression: Protecting the young.

7. Instrumental Aggression: A learned responsc using tools or weapons.

8. Sexual Aggression: A variant of the normal sexual response.

Some of these may contribute to criminal vioclence: Inter-Male Aggression:
Fear-Induced Aggrescion: Irritable or Angry Aggression; Territorial Defence
and Sexual Aggres on.  ln any particular case there will be overlaps, and
it may be difficult to fit the behaviour into a single category. Fear-
Induced or sclf defence, territorial defence and maternal aggression may

be used by a defence lawver to justify violence.

In a small part of the Limbic Lobe called the Hypothalamus, arc
located the centres and pathways which control all vital functions, regulate
hormones and contain the trigger mechanisms for each of the forms of
violent behaviour. Some vf i(hcse {oigger pathways have been identified,
but because they are crowded into such a small space, it is not vet possible
to determine whether there arc separate circuits for cach form of violence,
or how much theyv have in common. It is possible to insert small electrodes
into the hypothalamic portion of the animal brain, and various areas have
been stimulated and the results observed. There are several regions in the
hypothalamus which, if stimulated, will produce a well-organized aggressive









Discussion

The first question from the floor following Dr. Scott's
presentation focused on the use of castration as a method of treat-
ment for the male sexual offender. Assuming there is a reduction
of sexual aggressiveness after castration, Professor Turk questioned
the causes of reduction. Is this a purely physiological phenomenon
or is it a reaction to the knowledge that one has been castrated?

Dr. Scott suggested that we don't really know what mechanism produces
the reduced level of sexual aggressiveness. He noted that aggressive-
ness in immature male animals can be produced by injections of antro-
gens, and the complete withdrawal of antrogens, as in the castration of
the bull to produce the ox, does produce an animal that is very differ-
ent from the normal male animal. Therefore, it would appear that the
mechanism is partly physiological, although there is certainly room for
a major psychological influence.

When asked by Professor Price about whether the use of anti-
antrogen medication is currently a subject of great interest and some
degree of experimentation in the medical field, Dr. Scott acknowledged
that it certainly was being studied but he was not fully informed as
to the results of such recent studies.

Dr. Scott was asked by Fern Jeffries what the medical model
has to tell us about female aggression in light of the increased rate
of violence and violent crime committed by women. He answered that
the female brain has a limpic system just as the male brain has,

a system which provides the inherent machinery for aggression, i.e.
for attack and defence. However, by and large, in the sub-human
species, the male is more aggressive than the female. It would appear
that, in humans, there is a basic common denominator of aggression;

if male sex hormones are added, however, a more aggressive human
individual is produced.

Professor Greenland suggested that the relationship between
younger people and violence had been alluded to previously in the
Workshop discussions. Most of us have had the experience of observing
the aggressive fighting between young males in particular. Is there
any evidence of a physiological basis for 1) this interest in aggress-
ion and 2) the practice of aggressive behaviour in various forms among
young males, and might this not have some value for the growth of the
individual? Dr. Scott commented that the play activity of kittens and
puppies certainly does have aggressive features, e.g. chasing, jumping,
etc. The human young show similar tendencies. By and large, aggress-
iveness among children is relatively minor and not harmful, and is part
of the normal growth process that is learning to control their bodies
as well as their emotional responses.
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which leads to expression of rage or aggressive behaviour. Drugs may alter
the sensitivity or reactiveness of this mechanism, but something else is
generally required to call it into play.

In recent vears there has been much medical and criminological
interest in the possible connection between criminal violence and certain
biological variables, such as XYY chromosome anomalies and plasma testosterone
concentrations. Indeed, animal experiments do suggest that raised levels
of testosterone result in greater expression of aggression and dominance
behaviour (Floody and Plaff, 1974). However, a careful study of Mendelson
and Mello (1974) showed that human volunteers, drinking about 30 ounces
of liquor daily for eleven or twelve consecutive days, tended in general
to show a fall in serum testosterone levels, and their outbursts of violent
behaviour had no consistent relation to the magnitude or direction of changes
in testosterone level.

To my knowledge, there is no evidence that any drug, purely by
its pharmacological effects, can create violence by humans in the absence
of any other stimulus to it.

(c} Removal of controls from feelings of violence. A much more
commonly proposed mechanism, and one for which there is good evidence, 1is
that a variety of drugs can in one way or another weaken the controls which
all individuals exert over the behavioural expression of their own feelings.
There are at least two different mechanisms which might result in such a
loss of control one essentially neurological and another essentially psych-
ological or social.

The neurological mechanism is related to what has been given the
rather inelegant name of "episodic dyscontrol syndrome' (Bach-y-Rita et al.,
1971; Maletzky, 1973; Marinacci and Von Hagen, 1972). This is a modern de-
scription for what was formerly called "pathological intoxication" (Banay,
1944). At the risk of oversimplification, these terms refer to episodes
of sudden, inexplicable violent behaviour which are probably behavioural
equivalents of epileptic attacks. They may occur in patients with or with-
out history of antecedent head injury or brain disease. Alcohol and various
other drugs are known to facilitate the spread of epileptic electrical waves
over the brain, and thus to trigger overt attacks. In patients whose attacks
take the form of violent outbursts followed by loss of memory for the events
(Konuma, 1969), the alcohol may be seen as having "caused" the violence.

The importance of proper diagnosis lies not only in relation to assignment
of legal responsibility for the acts, but also in the possibility of pre-
vention of recurrences by the use of diphenylhvdantoin (Maletzky, 1973),
lithium (Morrison et al., 1973) or some other form of therapy for the under-
lying condition.
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evidence showing that alcohol can modify the expression of aggressiveness
or violence when this is provoked by social interaction. A most interesting
point in their review, however, is that even under such provocation the
effect of ethanol may be modified by the subject's degree of nced for
social approval. Unfortunately, this interaction has not been sufficiently
explored to permit clear understanding of its importance.

A comparable cffect has been described for barbiturates, used
by juveniles convicted of assault (Tinklenberg and Woodrow, 1974). Cannabis,
in the form of marijuana or hashish, has also been claimed to play a role in
triggering acts of violence, at least by anecdotal accounts of specific cases
(Munch, 1966; Stringaris, 1939). However, it has been emphasized repeatedly
(CINMUD, 1972); National Commission, 1972; Tinklenberg and Woodrow, 1974)
that the common effect of cannabis, and also of opiates, is to produce
passivity and reduce the intensity of aggressive feelings. On this account,
one would expect that thesc drugs would be much less likely to facilitate
violence by weakening inhibitory controls. Unfortunately, the same could
also be predicted for alcohol and barbiturates on the basis of their
pharmacological actions as sedatives and hypnotics.

Indeed, facilitation of violence by barbiturates has been described
only by juveniles using them in a peculiar manner; the user takes 3 or 4
capsules at once, and then engages in rather frantic activity to stay awake.
This is in some ways like the once common use of intravenous barbiturate
in narcoanalysis; the subject received a large enough dose to abolish conscious
control over what he said or did, but was prevented by the analyst from going
to sleep. In this state he would reveal what was going on in the depths of
his emotions, and with enough cncouragement would even act it out. Quite
possibly, if opiates, cannabis and other depressant drugs were used in a com-
parable way they could have comparable effects on behaviour.

(d) Reaction to altered perception of reality. Another way in
which drugs can give rise to violence is through the production of
hallucinations and delusions, especially those of a paranoid nature. Drugs
such as LSD, mescaline, or very high doses of cannabis frequently cause gross
distortions of perception, even of the user's own body, which can give rise
to intense anxiety or panic. Under these circumstances other people may
appear to be threatening, and the user may assault or kill them in imagined
self-defense {Barter and Reite, 1969; Klepfisz and Racv, 1973; Sadoff, 1973;
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Stringaris, 1939). Amphetamine and related central stimulants are even

re dangerous in this regard. Large doses, especially when taken repeatedly,
orten give rise to quite bizarrc delusions of persecution, often aggravated
by auditory hallucinations, which may lead to assault or homicide against
innocent persons who have the misfortune to be woven into the drug user's
delusions (Ellinwood, 1971; Kalant, 1973; Lidberg, 1971).

Alcohol has also been implicated in similar events, although much
less commonly than by the mechanisms described earlier. The occasional case
of alcoholic hallucinosis, with violent reaction against an imagined insult
or threat (Konuma, 1969), illustrates the fact that such occurrences are
not restricted to any specific type of drug. Cocaine is able to produce
delusional states identical to those resulting from amphetamines (Maier,
1926), but viclent crime has not been attributed to it in recent years
because very little cocaine is used, relative to the amounts of other drugs.
In the early part of this century, however, when cocaine was much more widely
used as 2 principal drug of abuse, cases of violence generated by paranoid
delusions were also described (Maier, 1926).

(e) Withdrawal reactions. Up to this point I have described
mecharisms by which drug use might give rise to violence, but these did not
imply the presence of druE_Eadiction. There are a number of ways, however,
in which addiction as distinct from simple drug use may play a role. One
1s through the agitation and hyperirritability which characterize the with-
drawal syndromes precipitated by abrupt cessation of depressant drugs such
as opiates, alcohol and barbiturates. A report by the American Bar Association
(1972) cites an American writer's account of a heroin addict who, in a fit
of desperate rage, attempted to throw his three-year-old niece out the
window because she had uaccidentally spilled the heroin which he needed to
stave off withdrawal symntoms.

(f) Violence incidental to obtaining a supply of drug. The re-
lation between opiate addiction and crime 1s so well known that it scarcely
requires documentation. The cost of maintaining a heroin addiction may be
as much as $100 a day or more, and it has been estimated that the average
addict in Washington, D.C., commits crimes costing up to $50,000 a year to
obtain money for buying his drug (Dupont, 1972). Naturally the crimes are
primarily property crimes: theft. burglary and robbery. Violence enters
incidentally, in the form of muggings, the primary purpose being to obtain
money (American Bar Association, 1972). Other illicit drugs, which are
either not so expensive or not so strongly addicting, do not appear to
play a major role in this area. Introduction of large-scale methadone
maintenance programmes, which eliminated the need to buy expensive illicit
heroin, led to a 20 percent reduction in rates of violent crimes and thefts
in Washington, D.C., during a one-year period, instead of the expected
large increase (Dupont, 1972).







-136-

of 50 mg/100 ml. or more. A Finnish study of 116 homicides (Virkkunen, 1974)
revealed blood alcohol levels well above 200 mg/100 ml. in a high proportion
of both the victims and the perpetrators.

All the foregoing statistics are consistent with the suggestion
that alcohol affects not only the person who is judged legally culpable in
cases of violent behaviour, but also the victim. By impairing judgement
and response capability, it makes the victim more vulnerable to violent
attack, and this may even invite unprovoked assault. But in many cases it
also causes the victim to initiate aggression by displaying hostile or pro-
vocat’ behaviour. Professor Fattah has dealt with these matters earlier
in this workshop.

An equally striking involvement of alcohol in suicides is
documented. Australian studies (James et al., 1963; James, 1966) showed
that 62 percent of unsuccessful and 37 percent of successful suicides had
blood alcohols in excess of 50 mg/100 ml., and 28 percent and 19 percent
respectively had levels in excess of 150 mg/100 ml. Levels of 50 mg/100
ml. or more were found in 20 percent of male suicides in one Californian
series (Krieger, 1967). Goodwin (1973) has published an extensive critical
review of the subject, which draws on a large number of other, similar
Teports.

Comparable data are available for other drugs, and a single ex-
ample will suffice to illustrate them. Among 207 homicide victims in
Detroit City during an 11-week period in 1873, 30 percent had positive
tests for alcohol while 40 percent had positive or presumptive tests for
heroin or other opiates. Only 13 cases had both ethanol and opiates, so
that the two substances corresponded mainly to separate groups of victims
(Monforte and Spitz, 1975).

Such statistics, however, are of limited value in themselves.
In Canada, 85 percent of persons over the age of 15 years use alcohol
to some degree. In countries such as France and Chile, the percentage
of users is somewhat higher, and the amounts and frequencies of use are
considerably higher. It is conceivable, therefore, that, depending on
the day of the week, the time of the day, and the locale, a substantial
proportion of the population might have positive alcohol tests, regardless
of whether or not they happened to be the perpetrators or victims of violence.
What we really wish to know is whether or not people who use, or are addicted
to, alcohol or other drugs are significantly more likely to commit acts of
violence, and if so, why? T

Selective Statistics

In the field of traffic safety, important advances have been made
by use of matched samples of vehicle drivers passing the scene immediately
after an accident. There is a voluminous literature on this subject which
it is impossible to review here. It is sufficient to say that such studies






as well. However, tne non-assaultive group had a considerably heavier
record of drug use than the assaultive group, with about four times

as much use of marijuana, twice as much use of alcohol, five times as
much LSD, and so forth for practically every drug listed. In contrast,
in a similar study of adult men imprisoned for violent and non-violent
offences, Nicol et al. (1973) found a much higher proportion of
alcoholics among the violent than the non-violent group, 50 percent
versus 18 percent, respectively. The difference was most marked in
those under 30 years of age.

Such discrepancies in findings naturally raise questions about
the meaning of the association betwecen any given drug and violent
behaviour. The most useful information would be about the incidence
c¥ »iolent bchaviour among drug-using and non-using groups in otherwise
C....arable populsations. Robins et al. (1970) have reported such a
study of 222 negro males in St. Louis, whosc names were obtained from
public elementary school records and who were interviewed 20 ycars later
at an average age of 33. Of these, 76 had become drug users (other than
alcohol) during adolescence, 33 had started using drugs only as adults,
and 113 had never used them. On a wide range of measures, including
educational and employment level, marital histor)y, alcoholism and the
"violence syndrome" mentioned earlier, the adolescent drug users had
done significantly less well than their non-using counterparts, despite
being initially matched for childhood socio-economic status and presence
or absence of the father. Those who used only marijuana during adolescence
did less badly than those who also used opiates and other drugs. In a
separate report on the same group, Robins et al. had found that adolescent
use of alcohol also led to a poorer outcome, but when alcohol use was
matched the drug users still did more poorly.

These findings still do not answer the question as to whether
the drug use caused the poor social performance or whether both were causcd
by the same underlying individual and social factors. In an attempt to
test causality, others have looked at the crime and violence records of
the same offenders before and after the apparent onsct of their alcohol
or drug addiction. Weissman et al. (1974) found that opiate users whose
first drug conviction had occurred after the age of 21 showed a large
increase (four-fold) in rate of "impact crime' after the drug arrest com-
pared to before, while those whose drug use had begun before the age of
20 showed no change. Gordon (1973), in a similar study, found 40 per-
cent involved in violence after the first drug arrest, compared to 17
percent before. However, these figures were not expressed as annual rates
{cf. Weissman et al,) but as aggregate life-time offences, and Blumberg
(1873) points out that Gordon's figures suggest no change in rates.

Johnson (1973) tried a different approach to explore causality.
In a ques:tionnaire study of about 3,500 American college students, he
found a clear significant positive correlation between frequency of use
of cannabis and high riting on his "aggressive index'. However, in an
effort to separate the influence of cunnabis use per se from that of
belonging to a drug subculture, he corrected for the extent of involvement
in buying and selling cannabis and other drugs. This correction abolished
the correlation between cannabis use and "aggressiveness." Goode (1974)
cites this work as proof that drug use does not cause crime, but that
crime and drug use are both caused by adherence to the norms of a particular
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offender, which has been attempted by a number of investigators. The
purpose of concentrating on the acts is to see whether some finer analysis
of present data is possible, by separating those types of act or situation
in which there is a high probability that the drug effects themselves

play a major causal role, those in which drug dependence is likely primary,
and those in which drugs are probably incidental or minor factors.

It is evident that our present knowledge provides a meagre basis
for policy decisions of most kinds, but it is at least possible to identify
some research approaches which might correct the situation.
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The discussion was concluded with Professor Willett's remarks.
In the areas of vague law and the reluctance to act by police, he contended
that police prefer paramilitary or military solutions, citing France, Ireland
and Kent state in the United States and stated that he would like to see
the consideration of guidelines for the military as they are the most
extreme agents for force and provocation. He qualified this by observing
that in Canada during the War Measures situation and in penitentiary up-
risings, the military had been restrained.













groups often combine to overpower a strong individual: "It is the nature
of a group and its power to turn against independence, the property of
individual strength.' 'Force" is not a synonym for ''violence' but

rather the designation of energy released by physical or social movements.
"Authority" implies '‘unquestioning recognition by those who are required,
to obey; neither coercion nor persuasion is needed.'" The greatest enemy
of authority is contempt and the surest way to undermine it is laughter.
Thus, of course, a deferential society is one in which resort to physical
coercion is least necessary and in which critics and rebels will find
appeals to direct action least effectivel?

"Violence' is distinguished by its instrumental character - it
can be used in support of strength or authority or power. The most
common combination of all these factors, according to Arendt, is that
of violence and power, yet this does not mean that the two are the same.
Thus she sharply criticizes those theorists who argue that the chances of
revolution decrease in proportion to the increase in the weapons cap-
acity of governments. Everything, she maintains, 'depends upon the power
behind the violence." 1In the case of the French student ''revolt'in 1968
a revolutionary situation was created with violence used by both sides, but
there was no revolution because no one was prepared to assume the re-
sponsibility of "power'. Arendt further argues that violence always
needs justification and that such justification must be a combination of
numbers and opinion - whether the violence is the last resort of the state
or the desperate action of critics and rebels. Thus ''power" can never
grow out of the instrumentality of violence but must always be legitimized
by opinion - most often, opinion based upon appeals to the past. And
perhaps her most perceptive remark about violence is ~ t it is more ~en
the instrument of reform than of revolution. If appiicu to protest muve-
ments and strikes, rather than to state coercive force, this is peculiarly
applicable to Canada. It would, oddly, be more difficult to apply this
notion, at least historically, to England, France, central Europe or the
United States. But Arendt is primarily concerned with the twentieth
century, and this leads to a final and extremely important definitic¢ °
point.

The problem of terrorism is not new but in the sccond half of the
twentiety century it has assumed a new dimension within urban-industrial
societies. The weapon of terror has been used in many different ways,
usually as a threat, but often as actual collective (or coercive) violence.
Regicide is probably its oldest form and few monarchs or tyrants have lived
without the terror of this particular threat. But in democratic societies,
also, this form of terror continues: were the murders of McGee, Lincoln,
Garfield, McKinley, Martin Luther King, the Kennedy brothers the result of
""collective violence' using terror as its method or of demented individual
actions? Were the bombs in Westmount postboxes or many of the bank













11 wiie vvavwssvva, wpplies Canadian experience to this general
model the results are extremely interesting. In this paper I must be
very selective but nevertheless an hypothesis does emerge. The key seems
to be actual or threatened changes in the locus of power and of status.
The Marxian formula of violent action welling up from an ever-growing
proletarian base seems not to apply. The rebellions of 1837 were clearly
led by '"organized groups already in control of significant political
resources' and whose rising expectations were thwarted by the existing
structure and practice of the constitutions. While economic recession
undoubtedly made the situation more volatile few would now advance the
rausal explanation of a simplistic frontier thesis - either with respect
;0 habitants zr to yeomen. And, of course, how government reacted to
the challenge was crucially important in limiting the extent of the
violence and in providing for structural change in response to it.

The second illustration of the application of the Tilly inter-
pretation to the Canadian experience falls precisely within the peaking
years of European collective violence - 1848-52. The Canadian case seems
to fit a combination of Tilly, Durkheim and N.J. Smeslerl8 - <that is
to say, rapid social-economic change does not always produce anomie and
disorder, but sometimes does. Moreover, it suggests the extent to which
Canada shared experiences with the more advanced industrializing nations
of western Europe - a point which is often overlooked in Canadian historical
writing, possibly in deference to the economic pattern proclaimed by W.W.
Rostow.lY The particular illustration is the 1849 rioting in Montreal
when a Tory-oriented group invaded and burned down the parliament building,
Totten-egged the governor-general and attacked the homes of Reform leaders??
Every schoolboy knows the incident {(one hopes) but how does it fit a com-
parative historical pattern? The basic frustration was that of a business-
rrofessional ''class' which had been deprived of imnerial tariff preferences
coincident with its threatened loss of control over the executive branch
of government. The age of railways was dawning and the question of who
was to manage and benefit from the expected commercial-industrial growth
was urgent. Again the resnonse of government was crucial: this time the
storm was simply ridden out. As in 1837 there was economic distress but
this was not the essential stimulus of disorder. Professor Careless has
observed that "also were unleashed the pent-up frustrations of poverty,
unemployment, disease and despair. All the fever and fury in Montreal ex-
ploded. A blindly savage mob marched on the parliament building, seat of
French power...."21

It is that last phrase, "the seat of French power" that must pull
one back from any facile application of European paradigms. The similar-
ities and even the chronology (down through the industrial warfare of the
1880's and on) are apparent - including the threat of political-economic
centralization stemming from completion of a transcontinental railway
network. But the particular roles played by race. religion and immigration
have no precise counterparts in western Europe or, for that matter, in the
United States. The latter country is largely ruled out for comparative
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the published literature on the prediction of
antisocial conduct. We read and summarized many
hundreds of articles, monographs and books.
Surprisingly enough, we were able to discover
fewer than a dozen studies which followed up
psychiatric predictions of antisocial conduct.
And even more surprisingly, these few studies
suggest that psychiatrists are rather inaccurate
predictors-inaccurate in an absolute sense - and
even less accurate when compared with other pro-
fessionals, such as psychologists, social workers
and correctional officials; and when compared to
actuarial devices, such as prediction or ex-
perience tables. Even more significant for
legal purposes, it seems that psychiatrists are
particularlyﬂgrone to one type of error-over-
prediction.'~

I have read nothing that would persuade me that subsequent events
require a change in that conclusion.

Proposition 4: While some refinement in the techniques of se-
lection may be possible through the development of statistical prediction
methods, there arc distinct and significant limitations on the reliance
that we can place on such means of selection. This is in part because of
the problem of the "false positive', and in particular the problem that it
presents when one attempts to predict the 'rare event" - a matter that has
been well explored in the published literature.=! It is in part also, in
the words of Silving, that 'prediction of future conduct...whatever might

the improvements of predictive techniques, is to a large degree uncertain,
nvc only because of inadequacies inherent in prediction systems, but also
because of the numerous potentialities of error in gathering the pertinent
factual data.'-

The latter conclusion receives striking support in a study just
reported of parole release procedures under the recently adgpted "Guidelines
for Decision-Making" of the United States Board of Parole.-> Under the new
procedures, a "Guideline Table'" is intended to determine the majority of
parole release decisions, subject only to the power of the parole panel
dealing with the case to recommend to the Board, with written recasons, a
decision outside the Guidelines for or against parole. The basis on which
the system is conceived is conveniently described in the study:

""The Guideline Table consists of two basic indices
on which inmates are scored: an "Offense Severity'
index and a risk prediction or ''Salient Factor"
index. These two indices form the axes of a matrix:
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are divided into four risk groups according to
their Salient Factor Score. At the intersection
of each severity and risk category, a range of
months is listed. This range represents the
amount of actual time to be served prior to the
first release of an inmate with those offense and
risk characteristics. By scoring and rating an
inmate on the two indices, the hearing examiners
determine the inmate's expected incarceration
period. ...

. ey

The Offense Severity Scale was derived by averaging
the evaluations of Parole Board members and exam-
iners of the seriousness, on a scale of one through
six, of typical offensec behaviours. The Offense
Severity Rating reflects the Parole Board's in-
dependent, subjective evaluation of the gravity of
the inmate's past criminal behaviour. Classification
on the severity scale is not based on the legal
Offense of commitment'™ or on sentence length;
rather, the Board makes its own determination of
the inmate's offense behavior, which it then rates
relative to "offense behaviors...commonly seen by
the parole board."

The Salient Factor Score is designed to predict the
likelihood that an inmate will succeed on parole.
This score is measured by an 1l-point Salient Factor
Scale, which consists of nine weighted personal
characteristics that were statistically determined
to have high predictive power in discriminating
between past groups of releasees who ''succeeded"

and "failed'" after their release.2d

The study's findings included the following: that, with reference
to the Salient Factor Scorc, '"in very few hearings is cvery factor on
the scale discussed or confirmed', and even 'factors that are discussed...
are not raised directly, so the prospective parolee often does not have
a fair opportunity to rebut or respond to information' on the file, even
though uncertainties and inaccuracies not infrequently suggested them-
selves in the hearings;25that [t]he Offcnse Severity Rating is generally
determined on the basis of information on the file, with little or no
weight given to contradicting accounts provided by the inmate', that although
"official reports of offense behavior arc at times incomplete and unrcliablec
the examiners do not appear to use the hearing...to check accuracy or possible
misinformation", and that "{wlhen an inmate's version disagrees with the




official version, examiners do not point out or explore the discrepancy,
but appear instead to evaluate the response for other purposes,.usgally
with an eye to discovering whether the jpmate is repentant or willing to
accept responsibility for his actions";”" that not infrequently the ratings
are manipulated to justify a result cutside the Guigelines, without Fhe _
necessity of supporting the decision to the Board;27 and that the criteria
for decision as communicated to the inmate are not criteria under which

the panel has purported to reach its decision under the Guidelines.28

While it may be suggested that the example referred to is a
comment, not on the ability to fact-find, but on the fact-finding pro-
cedures employed, the tendency for just such results to flow from new
correctional arrangements of this nature should not be forgotten. It is
precisely in those areas of lowest visibility in the correctional process
that the greatest threat to the civil liberties of those processed by
the system lie.

Proposition 5: We have neither the treatment modalities, nor
the facilities, nor the assurance of either, to justify seclection and
preventive detention for treatment purposes. The failure of "treatment"
or rehabilitation programs to achieve their goals is a repeated theme in
the research literature?9 That these conclusions are fully justified is,
I confess,_the conclusion that 1 have probably the lecast confidence in
accepting.”

Proposition 6: 1In the introduction of special measures for
designated groups of offenders, far too many assumptions are made about
the adequacy and probable fairness of the procedures designed to give
effect to such measures. One might refer to the unexamined assumptions
about the quality of psychiatric and other expert testimony, and the
failurc to provide: - for the full access to all material on which such
expert opinions are based: for content requirements and standards for
psychiatric and other reports; for provisions to ensure acceptable
qualifications on the part of those offering opinions of such crucial
import; and for professional review of 'expert! testimony in thc same way
that review is provided for judicial decisions?* Onec might refer to the
failure to look seriously at the problems of burden of proof in relation
to clinical findings?~ One might also refer to the peculiar vulnerability
of the offender under such provisions who is remanded for assessment, and
especially to the problems presented for him in attempting to exercise his
claim to freedom from self-incrimination by refusing to cooperate with
the assessment process?” And one might refer to the functional adequacy
of relcase procedures in the li<ht f th. accur :lating experience of the
difficulties that patients and patient offcnders have in attempting to
secure release from confinement where, on their submission, the grounds
on which confinement was ordered have ceased to apply?
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