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Abstract

Viewing a violent film enhanced only. the . acquisition of ! ryPally^
reinforied word cliss it*t rua o 

^"oilnqp! 
c.oinection to the ftlm' A

nonviotiitt fitm attd i, nii cindition Tailed to, oroduce this -.effect;
however, the nonviotiit'i;i; aa igiriii ionditlonins. The fiiilinss
suggested two potentially fruiful averunes of inquiry.

whether viewing film violence leads to an increase or decrease. T aggressive behavior

is a much debated issue today. past researcr, inairates tlrat fitm violence can bring about

more aggressiveness under sbme circumst*.*, but not oFto (Berkowitz' 1965' 1970;

BerkowitzandGreen,lg6l;Feshbach,l964J-ii'n*'nn'1969;Hoyt'1967;Lefcourtet
al., I 966; Meyer, lg72). Such findings proUaUfy.hin*t 1s muctr on generalization to life

siruations as on arousal'or cuharsis oi an aggryFi,g predisposition'

Investigators have aemonstrated the-"iffectiviness 
- of verbal reinforcement in

increasing the frequency of virbal ,gpo5J-;i;;ri (Greenspoon, l15l; Gmss, 1959;

Reidy, 1958; rarrdt, 1e3s), *;-tp";iit::t,f tdJit. *.q9 responses (B-gss and Durkee'

1958; Ferguson and'nust, iq60; t-ilt , t96i; Lovaas,. t96l; Simpkins' 196l)'

wirh this premise in mind, the p-resent rtioi;T"q{.d the effbcts of film violence on

the acquisition or . verbal r.rpo*r'il"t g a mlaningful connection with the filrn'

Method

sixry Marshart university students l*ine General psychology particip'ated in the

."pJri*tni.-Eacn perso.n *r.t prcSsigned-to one of three conditions'
- 

one third of the participanti viiwe? a five minute baule scene from the motion picture

..FigSting Seabees" by *r-i-of a videot"pi *".t ine and tetevision monitor' Another

third of the participants saw a five minutd no*iotent film on Panel discussions' The

remaining paiticipants received no film' - r, --r!-i---r^ eriroo $,arA ^rnianrrrl nrr
The rest of the procedure was the same for all particiapnts. Slides were.9rol9.cted,o.n a

small screen next to the *oni'tor. 
- 
biit, $id; Corisisteo br the pronoun "they" and two

words equated for frequenty-o] uipi q tneingli.sh lTg.rtgt. On? yotl from each pair

was either a hostile verb, ruch as "ilurd.r"a;oi;staube?,"-equated.fgt t"quency with a

control verb, or a locomotoi ,irU, such *t t*gPPgd" or.'!ogg9d"' ats-o -eguated 
for

frequency with a controt verb. Cohtrot verus i;f into nliuieiltrss and the two verb

classes never appeared on ui. same slide. 
- 
E[ht verb; were used from each class and

counterbalanced, such trru eictwiiu of ? pri, "o".urrcd equally on the_ the left and right

side of the sride over trials. Every p.r1i.i;;i q i":h cindiiion was given a 9ifferent
arangem.nt of the slides on .".t 

-triri. 
coulierbaLancing and orders of presentation were

deteririned before data collection'
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The participant's task was to select the correct verb and complete a short sentence.

Reinforcement was withheld the fust time through the slides. This established a baseline

frequency of responding for each verb class. For the next six trials, the participant was
verbally reinforced with "that's right" for short sentences containing either hostile or
Iocomotor verbs .

Results

Using the frequency of hostile and locomotor verbs emitted on each trial as the
dependent variables, an analysis of variance was calculated to compare th9 three
coirditions and two verb classei over trials. The overall perforrnance of the experimental
participants were superior to the control participanlg. for hostile verbs, but not for
iocomotor verbs. This was supported by the significant conditions by word 9lrys
inreraoion [F (2,57) = 3.54, n < .0S]. All participants show_ed conditioning over trials [F
(6,342) = 29.87, p < .ou,'iet not differe'ntially so? as indicated by 4 absence of any

interactions with -trials. With respect to hostile verbs, .thg performance of the

e*perimental participants paralleled that of the controls receiving no film (Fig$e I ).

Deipite a co*parabll basejine the nonviolent film.gfoup. ghg,we-d the greatest-gain.over

triali. All conditions took a similar coruse over triats wittr the locomotor verbs (lryqt
if. Finally, performance with locomotor verbs wils.higher than with hostile verbs [F (1,

ii1 = tg.il,L..Otl. This was apparent even from ins[ection of Figures I and 2.

Figure l.
Performance cunes for the three conditions as measured by

the total number of hostile verbs emitted on each trial.
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Figure 2.
Performance curves for the three conditions aS measured by
the total number of locomotor verbs emitted on each trial.

Viohrt FiIE
Horvirohnt FiIE
No Filu

'l-J-l-
567

Tria 1s

130

t20
110

100

50

40

T
o
t
a
I

N
u
m
b
e

r

Discussion

Locomotor verbs were selected more often than hostile verbs. This was attributable

to the grearer representation of locomotor verbs having .a 
higl, frequency of usage in the

ih;iirf; i**y.*r. 
- pripit. this stimulus selection iias, there was no effect of the

treatment vanable on the emission or locomotor verbs (Figure 2). In contrast to this

filir; *^r tt e-iupeiioi performance of the experimental participants in emitting hostile

verbs (Figure 
- 
it' Thui, ttris film violence'app:ar?d !o generalize to the operant

conditioning task by enhancinl rtrr pqrf.ory*cr bf only that word class relevant to the

film. This effect did not rh;; ;p' ir,iti.tty, but dqTng conditioning.. Although the

nonviolent film *m rfiihtly lowerih* the'violent film in getting Pqi:lpgtt PiTi'
hostile verbs on the base rate trial, both gIoups reached the same level of performance by

the last trial.
Regarding hostile responses, appiuellly, .any film is more effective than no film at all-

However, a violent film is the'rridrt effettive. Increased aggressiveness may therefore

ri.* from either a general or a specific source of arousal'

Most research on film violerice appeils to have concentrated on the determination of

an effect, either arousal or catha$is.'This study sugge.sts two other-potentialry fnritful

avenues of research in this area 
- 

one is an eiamiiition of generalization effects' A

second invotvei assessing the relative importance of general and specific states of

arousal.
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