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museji byt opojne prosliedky radosti a rozkole, jci jsou lieba k modifi- 
kaci teto reality, aby prophjtily Zivolu tipyt a lesk." 

Nfizor, 12 z v l P t  film a televize pievialy lulo kompenzaEni, napEli od- 
straiiujici funkci, kterfi je ddleritri pro stabililu socidnich systemh, je v so- 
ciologick6 literatuie Easto citovdn. Jinymi slovy, filmy a televize mohou 
bft povaiovfmy za funkEni ekvivalent opaeeni, jei v traditnich spoleG 
nostech plnila funkci bezpeEnostniho venlilu za dEelem neutralizace na- 
pEti ohroiujiclch spoleEenskf poflldek. Zatimco jest pnvdou, Ze media 
umoiiiuji Unit od realnych problenld a piispivaji k piekonfml dorasnfch 
pocitb deprcse, nadruhe strane pii plnEni &to dnikov6, eskapislicke funk- 
ce media nenabizeji 'tadnil ieScni relnfch probl6md. Pokusy o fcSenl 
vznikl Jch probldmb jsou ve shateEnosti timto Onikovjrm uiivfmini n~edil 
blokov&y. Prfivi! zde spotivs rehln6 nebezpeti, f e  dojde k pohybu v za- 
Earovandm hmhu, pR ni?nlZ motivace vedouci k hiEov6mu u i ivb i  n16- 
dii bude neustde posilovhna. Stabilizace existujicich pomgd proslied- 
nictvim stllleho narkotizujiciho odvfidbi pozomosti od relllnfch 
problenifi - a tlm i zabrhinl tomu, aby se k resenenl aktulnich probldmd 
piistoupilo - mohou bjrt z hlediska funkcionalistick6 perspektivy hodno- 
ceny ternei jako ,,pozitivni" (tj. systt5movE slabilizujici). Jednotlivci, kte- 
fi neziskajl racionfilni pohled a pochopeni s d  situace a unikajl do svita 
snd, pnvd8podobnP. nepodnilmou ZAdnou akci proti nespravedlnostem. 
Aplikaci tohoto problbmu na Tieti svEt vyjildfil J. Tunstall (1977, 212) 
v nasledujicin~ postiehu: ,,Ve vttSinP. africkjrch a asijskych zemi majl VIA- 
dy sklon vyuZivat media sp ib  jako sedativun~ neili jako slirnulant." 

3. Masovii media a spolcrnost 11: 2k Pfiklad televize a nhsili 

3.1. TeIevizni ziibava jako zbo2i 

Na otbku, proE se v televizi ukazujc tolik nhsili a proE jsou po ccldnl 
svEt8 vysilhy prhvE americke progranly, Ize rclativnE rychlc nalCzl od- 
povgcf: V9obni niklady jsou v USA u2 lak nizkC, i c  mohou byt nabizc- 
ny za ceny, ktere jsou podstatnE niis'i ncZ naklady na produkci vlaslni 
(srov, Kunczik 1992). Anlericke tclcvizni pofady, a zvlriStE pllk scribly, 
jsou loliko proslieedky slou8icl jinCmu cili: Jsou lo vjrI>lnE nlczi rcklanla- 
mi, klere niaji by1 zprostiedkovhny co ncj3irSimu publiku. I'rincipialnim 
cilem televizni produkce je slovy Canlora (1982) ,,odbyt vjrrobkdt"' Jc-li 
mira sledovanosti nizki, pak nemri pfisluSny tclcvizni program iildnou 
Sanci by1 reklamou podporovan. Cinl vEtSi jc potel divdkb, tin1 Icp3i jc 
finanEni siluacc telcvizniho pnln~yslu. Baldwin a Ixwis (1972, 313) ci- 
luji ve sv6 studii ,,Violence in Tclcvision: Thc Industry 1,ooks at Ilsell''' 
(Nilsili v televizi: Jakvnimd mCdiun1 samo sebc) jcdnoho tclcvizniho pro- 
ducenta: ,,Vyroba film0 pro televizi je zdleiilost obcbotlovrini a zisku. My 
prosti? vyrfibin~e ni5jaky produkt, chceme piilrikat do ncjvic divikb a nioc 
si p f  tom nezadat." 

Americkd televize je zamziena picdcvs'im na divbkn z ni2Si slicdni 
vrstvy,ve v & u  od 18 do 49 let, ienateI1olvdm61~0 a s  t1Etnli (Ctintor, 1082, 
360). Televize proddvh reklamnimu pr0myslu divrika jako sv$j produkt. 
K maximalizaci poEtu divllkii se nejyice hod! zilbgva, a jc take dlc Lo 
Sciula (1972) v USA hlavnim molivenl televizni konzumacc. Vzhlcden~ 
k ton~u, i e  750 tcleviznfch slanic z celkovdho poElu pfes tisic jc souko- 
nljch, nldieme vychazet z loho, Be dosaieni zisku, tedy snaha o ziskhi 
co nejSirSiho publika pii co nejnii3ich vjrrobnich ndkladcch progranld, je 
dominantnim motivem vElSiny tEchto slanic, kterd o piheii divdka vzll- 
jonmC soutEii. 

S ohledenl na - sbm o sobZ - trivirilni fakl, i c  masov3 media jsou ob- 
klopena svym specifickym prosticdim, jsou bldlov6 v USA taslo vzni- 
Sen6 potadavky, aby televize vysilala mCnE nhilnych poiadb, a to do te 
doby, neZ budou objeveny takovf poiady, jcjichi obsah by nlohl byt vy- 
roben za stejnd ndklady a by1 by pro divliky slejn6 atraklivni, tedy ktcrtf 
by byly jako nosite reklarnnfch zprdv slcjnE vhodnb. Pokud sc usiluje 
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o rcdukci pfcdvddEni nisili, jc licba vzit do livahy slruktury toho ktcrd- 
ho n~edidlniho syslehlu a funkce mtdii Ve spolefnosti. 

Ani v USA, kde jc vysoka korelacc mezi sledovanosti a slupnEnl nd- 
silnosti poiadu, ncexistuje dbkaz, Zc by obliba poiadu byla ur fovba  vy- 
hradnE ndsilim (srov. Dicner a De Four 1978), alc riziko, odchjlit se od 
osvEdEcntho, standardizovantho schematu dobrodruinych a akEnich se- 
riilii, je piiliS velke. Sniieni sledovanosti vcde kc sniieni pfijrnii z re- 
klanl. Nbili umo-iiiuje v rclativni: kritkCn1 Easc vybudovat napinavou d& 
jovou sekvenci a dovest ji do jasneho konce. Jcden ElovEk, ktery se podili 
na produkci tEchto seriilii, Fiki: ,,Be2 trochy nasili byste dEj nikdy nedo- 
tali do koncc. ClovEk si nembie dovolit Mdny soudni proces, poliebuje 
po'iad uzaviit za p3s minut." (Con~stock 1972.304.) Nisiln6 akce jako vr- 
choly napEti navic nabizeji idedlni moZnost k piemScni filmove sekven- 
ce pro proinitnuti rcklanlniho Sotu. 

DEjovd schemata jsou do tC miry standardizovhl, f e  ncni lieba idd- 
nych heativnich a drahych scCnfiristb, refistnl atd. Plati to i o herckh, 
kteii ncmusi byt obdaicni ibdnjrnl velkolepjnl un1Eleckjrm nadhnim. 
Standardizovan)i, ncndkkadnjr chsakter nasilnych serialii vynikne plede- 
vSin1, budcmc-li pozorovat jednini filrnovjrch producentd s cenzurnillli 
inslancemi. Velkt slanice (ABC, CBS a NBC) institucionalizovaly jisty 
druh dobrovolne sebekontroly. Serialova produkce reagovala tak, i e  nd- 
silnt sctny tofi vicehdl - a sice s rozdi1n)sm stupnEm brutality. V ph'pa- 
dE, i c  koncernovy censor, tZSici se u producentd vyslovenE negativnirnu 
iniagc, nejbruliln8jSi variantu odmitne, Ize jednoduSe vsndit men5 bru- 
talni scenu, anii by by1 ohroien serial Ei vznikly vysokC ndktady 
(Comstock 1972,21). Na shteEnost, i e  vynechbi ndsili mfife mitu pub- 
lika zvyklCho na brutdlni scCny kontraproduktivni bEinek, upozornil 
Pcrcy Tannenbaurn na Mqss Media Hearings j i i  koncem Sedesitych let 
(Baker a Ballovi 196ga, 47). ,,Podle nekterych fidajfi, ktere mdme k dis- 
pozici, se nedd vyloufit nbsledujici vjrvoj: Kdybychom vynechali nEkte- 
re odpudivEjSi dctaily, divdci by vyufili svC piedstavivosti afantazie a do- 
rllysleli by si jeSlE vic agrese, vic krve a vEtHi nechutnosti, a byli by 
ndchylnejgi to vSech~o spiS omluvit, ne i  je tornu ted." 

Osoby, kterC jsou zodpovEdn6 za produkci a distribuci nbsilnych leld- 
viznich pofadb, Easto zaviraji oEi pied nloinosli, i e  by ndsili n~ohlo mil 
negativni vliv. Cantor (1982, 358) uvbdi, i e  je Easto z a s t k h a  twe, h 
obsah masovfch nlCdii je u r t o v h  poptdvkou, tzn., i e  recipientdm jsou 
nabizeny Nesnl! t&ovC programy, jake si pieji vidEt. Takovjr n ly$knk~-  

vji model, ktery recipicntovi podstrti zodpovednost za kvalilu obsahu, 
mSrfe snadno vest u ElovEka zodpovEdnCh~ za program k piiznivCmu ob- 
razu scbe sama. Publikulll je hloupt, iddd si nisili a podobnou trividlni 
zibavu. V denlokraticktm syslCn~u tcdy nczbyv4 nic jineho, nc i  se na 
drovefi publika sniiil. Obchodni iedilel RTI, Heln~ul Thoma sc prdvE 
v ton110 snlyslu vyjddiil v interview k olcZzce kriterii tvorby prograrnu (ci- 
tat z Der Spiegel, 15. 10.1990): ,,Divdk si voli svou vlidu, tcdy i s d j  te- 
levizni program. Jd se take obEas nad jcho volbou podivuji, '1 1 e Eerv nlu- 
si  chutnat rybE, a ne rybilii. A my dish,ulujcr~~c z pazicc rybGe. Vidite, 
v mnoha veiejnopravnich institilcich do310 k ncdorozujnEni, proloic vE- 
i l ly , ie  jejich vkus nlusi by1 i vkusem masy. MEly Etyiicct let na to, aby 
lidi k tomulo vySSinlu v h s u  vychovaly, ale ncpodsilo sc." 

Take teze o tom, i e  nki l i  v tclevizi LddnJ vliv ncmi, a kalarzni tczc, 
kterii nisili piipisuje dbleiilou socidlni: hygienickou funkci, sc lESi velk6 
oblibi: jako racionalizaEni n~echanisn~us u osob, ktcrC sc na produkci ni-  
sili v mediich podileji (srov. take tap. 8, Baldwin a Lewis 1972). Jini pro- 
ducenti povaiuji n1ili6ny dgtskfch a nlladislvych divdkb za zanedbatcl- 
nou velifinu, jako nap?. jeden producent westcrnb, ktcry sc vyjidiil: 
,,DEtskjr divdk prakticky neexistuje." Jiny tvrdil: ,,Deli povaZuji kovboj- 
ky za hloupe a nic jim nclikaji." (Baldwin a Lewis 1972,295). Pokxd ne- 
budenle zaslirat SkuteEnost, ZC sc dEli opravdu rady divaji aa  wcstcrny, 
pouiijerne slarou dobrou tczi o katarzi. I'o~itivnE jsou charaktcrizovdni 
i takovl surovi hrdinovt, kteii pii boji za dobro pou-iivaji ndsili jcn proti 
tEm protdgonistbrn, kteH si to zaslouii. Nfisili je anlerickynli telcviznimi 
tdrci-Caste povafovdno za integralni souEist lidsktho Zivota (srov. 
Baldwin a Lewis 1972,299n.) Producenti seridlb o policii a soukrom)icll 
detektivech se tedy nepov5uji jen za dodavatele zBbavy, ale mysli si, i c  
jcjich produkty diviika probudi a upozorni ha problenlatiku zhoubnCho 
organizovanCIlo z ld inu  (nap?. mafie). Mezi producenty akEnich a do- 
brodruinych programb je velmi rozSikn9 ndzor, f c  rcdukce pfe~tvdd6ni 
nftsili by znamenala zkreslcni jcdnoho ze zikladnlch fispckta lidskeho Zi- 
vota. Ndsili je podle nich listiednin~ znakern americkCho Zivota. Jedcn 
producen t prohlaSuje: , ,~r i t ic i ,  kteii sc rozEiluji nad ndsilim, provadgji 
pSlrosi politiku. RudEji budou tvrdit. Ze rakovina ncexistuje, 11eZ aby sc 
snaiili ji IeEit." 

Nutnost usilovat k d l i  co ncjvEtSirnu zisku Q co ncjSirSi publikum a z C  
vislost na pfijmech z reklamy take znamena nevysilat takove programy, 
kter6 by ohroiovaly s tdvajici spoletensky poiddek, nap?. lakovt, tterC by 
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rpoc.,ybfiovaly anlcricl;f hospodifskjr sysMm. Luarsfeld a Merton nf vzdelhi, nlusi ji by1 obsal~ mfdii piizpbsoben. v (akovdm pf ipad~  
(1949) vyjadruji tuto zfivislost pii tv0rbE ProgRfllu takto: s.KdO plat' Or- vofinle 0 tzv. s*rbsilhu nizkeho vAusu" (napi, ,,nenfiroEnfi zfibavni vysild- 
c.,esu, ureujc obycejng t@e, co se bude hriit." Tento postoj zastdvali jif nf"), ktery Plni dvoji funkci: I .  z4iStfni co morn6 nejvetgi poplavi;y ken- 
Marx a Engels v NEmcckd idcologii (1960,44). zunlentfi a 2. zisky z Pmk2je rcklanmiho Ensu. Obsah r)izl;Cho vl;usu se 

tak stivfi klit0v)im nejen pro dosa%cni slabilily nlarove i;omunikace ja- 
, k~ subs~~temu,  ale i pro sysldn~ celkovy. Dlc DcFlcur;l je i;ullunli ,jro- 

3.2, Nasili v televizi a stabilita systbmu: vefi nlasmedifilniho obsahu ncpiimo Omern2 jcho popularitz, v kadici 
DeFleurGv model Psychologie mas je implikovbo, Pe Siroltfi mass jc tvoicna jcdnollivci, 

ktefi nejsou schopni ,,opravdovfhou kullumiho poiilk=. Obsahy n jzkello 

v vrfijemn& zfivislosti soul~onle konlertni televize a kapita- vhsu, p"pf. l'Xlsovfi h l lum V tOnlt0 smyslu, je produkovha loliko ve 
]istjckC spoldnosli piedloiene Mclvinenl L. DeFh-u-em (1970. 155) Po- stmdardizovane forme, Pro ~ ~ S O V C  publihm bez ohledu na nejai;e esle- 
vatuje aulor masovh n1Cdia za socidlni subsysl6my. Reklanle (zv1fiStE I€!- lieu neb0 literfimi (radice (nap?. Wilens$ 19M), D6sledkenl je nlinlo 
Icvbni) pfisuzujc rpzhodujlcl vjrznanl Pro fungovhi anlerickeh0 jine unlrlvefli osobniho V ~ U S U  uspokojcni mas nekolika ~ ~ ; ~ l d i l ~ d n i ~ ~ ~ i  
hospod~sl ;~ho systenlu, protoie k d l i  zajijtf ni stability celkovfho syste- nlOdel~ ( n a ~ t  Bounlm 1962,228.) TO na druht? slrqnE lievedc pouze i; fie- 

lllu je nutno ovlivfiovat, co si konzunlent k0Upi. Reuamajako prostie- nfiHadne produkci seri316 zaloienych na rel;lmnjch spolech, ale take 
del; podpory odbytu jc definovhajako ziijmov6 vfizms inf'ornlace pod- ]; distribuci obsahb, ktere neohmiuji stabilitu syslemu. Zfivisjosl re- 
niku, jejimi prostfednictvin~ sc vfrobce pokougi vyvolat, udriet klanle znamenfi Pro ~Madbu PrOgranlU tlak na zprosGcdi;ovfi1li rei;l anmi- 

zv9;it popt$vh zbo~i ,  mi? by zn~enil cenu, technickou kvalitu ti na- ho Poselslvi co nejeirSfm~ publiku pii mininlfnich nfiladech. Tin1 je dfi. 

nlnui,stvi. Cilova promennl velitina reklamy je zmEna nebO Ila ~rodukce serifilfi, jejicht hrdinove sc nabizeji jsko objekly 

bilizace prcferenCi potencilnich konzunlentfi, pop?, posun ti fixace ken- I; identifikaci, Elm2 udriuji zQkladni mnoiinu recjpienlfi. 
zumi r o v n o v ~ >  MasmediPni reklama (die jen reklanla) je UEelndje vyrhbtt na~inave piibehy, kted se odehraji v co nejLmlSin1 fa- 

kvmtitativnE veli;e rozsifepi stejnE znEjicich reklamjch poselstvt pro- se a mohou byt produkovhy rychle a pravidcld. To zasc podpomje za- 

stfedniclvinl masovjrch mfdii. fazeni nQsili do deje, nebot' P ~ A v E  niisili umoifiujc vc velicc onle-cnfm 

DcFleur ;lrgunlentuje ve slejne roving jake ~ o h n  Kennelh Galbrai1h Ease vystsvgt koMLt, V Y V ~ ~ O U ~  dynamickou ,,al;ciU a dov&t ji i; jedno- 

(1 970) analyze ,,Moderni pdn~yslove spoleEnosli". I Galbnih POva- duch61nu" dramatickCmu feScni. 
iujc nlsovfi media za nejdfiletitEjIi nhslroje k ~WIipulaci s ~ o t i e b ~ l ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  Za idealnf nlasov6 nlediovmg obmh stabilizujici system povdujc 
p o p l ~ v ~ y ,  S ~ Q ~ A  ,jrovefi poplhvky dosaienfi reklanlou je jednim z nejdbd Deneur (1970,169) tak0v)i obsah, vzbudi zfijenl publika a udci  si 
le-ni14Sich zfil;ladfi racionalniho pliinovhi v ekononickem sektom, jeni I ne~oruSuje bEzne nomy, a neprovokuje tak k zfisahbm zvenei (nap?, 
je chamkterizov&l technologicky dokonaljrm, , , v ~ s ~ e l y ~ ~  ~ f i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ y ~  politiky). Rozhodujici vyznam pro slabilitu celkoveho systemu obsallu 
podnikeml', odkhmynl na konstanlni 0dbyt. Galbnith (1970,195) piHe: ntzkeho v h C ~ u  v uimci systemove koncepce nespatbje DeFleur ani tak 

,,pr,jnlyslovjr systenl je Lak hluboce zfivisly na lelevizni rekIarnc* ve vedomem pohsu  0 manipulaci, ktereho by se dop~uSleli piisluenici 
bcz ni nemohl ve sve dnegni podob~ vfibec existovat." Co m ~ ~ n f i  nejiir- mocenske elity, ale V ,eeosobnim" litnil11 mcchanlsmu. Obsahy njzl;eho 

h u h  recipientG nejsnadnEji ziskat a udrht si flenhofnynli zdbav" vhsujsou televizhinli stXIicenli vy~ililny, proloic se osvEdEily jnko nej- 

niilli programy. vhodnEjgi obsahovg tYP Pro zprostiedkovhl rekamnjho poselstvi. 
DeF1eur(1970, 170) D.lWW'Ituje: ,,Vfmbci Ziletek, ktcry pro& na 
nli l ion~ svych ~YrobbM, je jcdno, maji-li jeho zfikaznici s@edni skolu, Ei 
zdajsou anal fa bet^. JedinC, co vpobce zajimd, je, t e  p o h d  Se recipient 
holh dfi se ~femluvit 1; tonlu, aby poufival ZiletQ, ktere'vyiobil on. Je-li 
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zapolfebi bvaveho wcslcniu. proE ne? A La nlals zbyvajici cfist 11. klerfi Lelevizi charaktcrizujc jako .,hlavni nfislroj p ~ l l l y s l u  vrdomi+i 
obyvatel, vzdElilnci, li nlohou jil klidnE do ope@." Dochild tak k nlmi- (Schwind a j. 1990,347). 
pulaci bez nlanipulfitok Obejdeme sc tedy be2 konstmkce spiHcneck6 Masova kullura podle Habcrn~asc (1968, 182) znanlenfi ,,pfirpfisobe- 

teoric, z l ~  clen~cnty jsou zaintercsovfiny na vyvoji k agresivnf sp"leli- 111 se ~0tfebfinlodpoEinku a zilbavy spoliebitelskjich s h p i n  s rclalivne 
nosti, lednu l~kovou tezi zastilvd nap?. S d g  (1972, 181, kterY scdomni- nfzkfnl s e ~ n g m  ~ZdZlhi". Dle Horkheiqlcm a Adoma (1 97 1.5) provfi- 
vB ic objevil ,,nlocn~ sily, k t e r ~  by c h t ~ l y  n i t  a ~ e s i v n i  s~olecnosl." di alekullumi P ~ O ~ Y S ~  apologii spolelinosli. ,,zboineni jsouciho a moci", 

Na rozdil od Devleura vidi Parsons a White (1972) ~ ~ q t e ~ n o s ~ ,  2~ , j i -  pfieemz systenl zfislane slabilni jen tehdy a jen lak d]ouho, pokud bude 
ste lclevizni propallly led uspokojuji poliebu kvalitativnE nizke zabavy". ~ E l g i ~ a  Elenfi Systemu pouiival mEdia k l j t E h  od reality a nezatne se za- 
pouze jake pfcchodn)i jcv, V p o j  v oblasti komunikace sn lef~ie  ~ o d l e  nl)tSle[ nad vlastninl socifi~nim poslaveninl. ~ d o r n o  (1967, 64) 
lrchto a u l o ~  k usnadfiovhi p~s tupu ke kullumt hodnotnYm obshflm I . ~ ~ ~ ~ o  stfile k a p h l  omilil kanleny, ink systf nl kultumiho pfinlyslu pie- 
stfile Sir3inlu ol;luhu obyvatel. Diferenciace div5U na rfm'ie ~PecificM lvai masYs nes t r~ i  lfldne odchylky a neustille potvrzuje slcjnfi schemata 

vede zvySovbl kvality. KroniP. t0h0 pfedstavuje v ' Z ~ Y  Po- chOv*i." h'laxuse (1969,32) poukazuje na zfisadnt v)iznalll nlasovych 
sledni ot,jcvenC nlddiunl na urEitou dobu vrch0l stupnice kvalil~. Parsons nledii pro mmipulaci S poticbami lidi. Neexislencc (elevize a pfiburn)tch 
a White (1972,283) tvrdi, i e  ,,po?ady s vy% i;ultumi ljr~vni se vice uplat- nlfdii by mohla znarnenat 10, co se inianentninl pr~[jHad(lnl syslenlu 
ni nei pofady s firovni niiii", Enipirickynli doklady v h k  lato sPeka1ace. daiitnemfiie- rozpnd systemu (Marcusc, 1970,257.) Obsahflnl mCdii je 

nie p?b i  je olcenl myllenky, podepfena nmi. V tomlo konlexluj@ nut- pfipisovh rozhodujici v)iznam pro fornlovlnl jednoroznlEmeho elov~-  
nC p o d o t ~ o l l ~ ,  h ~dlcol t  Parsons, bezpochyby jeden nejvlivngjiich so- ~ a s o v d  mMia nepozorovanE piizpfisobuji Elov5ka poiadavkfinl 
ciologU povaeEne doby, inHitiuje v oblasti p6sobeni nledii k banhlnfnl s~stdmu, a 10 lak, Ze pollatujl krilicke individuglnf my$leni a podporuji 
vypov~dinl. Ke i;onlunikacnin~u procesu, specialne k pfisobeni nledii, integmjicijednorozm8rn6 myileni. ~ l e  ~ a r c u s c  ( 1 9 6 9 , ~ ~ )  jsou masovfi 
pxsons (1975,37) uvfidi: ,,Zprhva jqko podnet nlfiie slimulovat takovou mediav tfidnim zdjmu pouZivha I; ziskilvhi recipicnta pro nfisili a hiou- 
reakci, l;terfi je vjistem smyslu odpovcdi. Exisluje ale takovfi alter- Post, jeho obloudEni. Media piindSeji rozpt~leni fi navozuji uvolnen j, 
nativa, i;dy ifidnil odpoved nenilsleduje, obzvlef $3-li Zprfiva v~tigtEna, ~ ~ l ~ ~ ~ ~ f  a spoliebu, a vytvseji tak blcSnC polfeby. Habermas (1968, 
publil;ovba, (napt v novinfich) a kaidY mfi moinost ji vzit t i  nevzit *a OznaEuje h-llur~ ~oz~i?ov~mou medii jake I;ul[uru inlcmacni, kterfi 
vedonli a nlbZe i nemusi na ni odpovCidet." Takove bezobsaink, enl~iric- se masovou kulturou naz)tvfi pmlo, Ze , jejiho stillfho rodifovani je do- 
ky nevyvra~ile]ne vYpovEdi nepfin ASeji V pomlllcich ifidny ~ o h o k .  JegB s ~ o v ~ o ! f i z ~ f i s o b o v ~ m  Se potfebfim odpoCinku a zfibavy spolfcbilel- 
trivifilngjsi je nssledujici poznalek (Parson 1975, 38): , , K ~ Y ~ Y  clenovd skupin s relativne nizkym stupnEm vzdZlhl, a nil;oliv obrficed, 
SpO~e~nOSli eil;dy nic neud6lali, brzy by tat0 pfestala existoval." I vzdP.lAi.him siaiho publika k pfijlmilnt n e z b b n e  kulfury". 

I 
POdle Geissleia (1973,671 Se obsah Jllas0~6 hwlli~ry vyznaEuje tim, & 

,.znszori(uje sldvajicl ponl5ry jako nemenne a vyz9v;l ElovEh,.aby se pfi- 
3.3. ~ ~ o r e t i k 0 ~ 6  manipulate l~f l sobi l  statu quo, i ho jako jednotlivce neuspokojuje". v Lermino- 

a um~leck~soc io l~g i~kd  aspekty nfisili logii teoreliM mmipulace ,,0dpolitizov8vaji" televizni si;lnicc s d j  ~ b -  
y mtdiich ~~9 aby v~hovely  ,,pol~ebdn~" mnphovrslevneho publikk Geissler 

(Ig7% 92n.) rozliguje dva nlanipulace, kterd vSak nelvoif pr~tjklad: 
DeFleurovy ~ v & y  tYl;ajici se vfznanlu lelevize v anlericke spoletnosti I 

a) urtite el it^ (popi. ureita liida) okupuji masova media, b) na zfiMade 
jsou dzce qjaty s argunlenty zfistupcli hitick6 lcorie. Tcoretikove njmi- ; mechmismfl kinfho hospod%stvi (maximalizace recipientfl) je vyrdbEna 
pulace FranMurlske ~ k o l y  (nap?. Horkheinler a Adorno 1971, Marcuse a~oliticka masovh hultura. Nitsill v medifch mfife ndl mime jinC i na le-  
1970) tvrdi, Ze vnesenim Bsili o zisk do hlllumf produkce sPlYvfi rekla- d"jlcfnlani~ul*ivnf aspekty: 1. Bruthlnf programy jsou inle*aCnjmi ~ b -  

kullurou, Srovnatelnou lerniinologii pouifvfi t.ake konlise Pro nh i -  s&LhY be2 h i t i b  stitvajiclch sociillnich a politjckych pomgd, 2, schaZf 
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zafazeni individualnich osudd do spoleEenskCho rdmce. 3. Diky nmoha 
dobrodruinjrm a akEninl poiaddm se politicky relevanlni infornlacc sld- 
va kvantilalivnE bezv~znamnnou. 4. Hranice mezi informaci a zfibavou se 
sldlc vicc stiraji (nap'r. Reality-TV, Infolainnlent). 

Jii  u Kracauera (1963, 279) najdeme argument vypovidajici o snaze 
vyloutit z vysilani takovjr obsah, kterjr by ohroZoval stabilitu spoleEnos- 
ti. Kracauer uvAdi, i e  film vyrobenf v pomtfrech soukromCho podnikhi 
by nikdy nenapadl z,dklqd spoletnosti, protoie by tin1 ohrozil svou vlast- 
ni existenci, K Siln~ovC produkci podotgkd, i e  ,,veSkerC vjrrobky doddva- 
nt! p ~ m y s l c m  podpowji stdvajici ponlCry tim, i e  nestavi na odiv ani je- I 

jich negvary, ani nezpochybiiuji jejich zdklady". (1963,93). 
KromE hypotezy spolcEensM konlroly, kterh spatiujc p r i m b i  funkci 

nlasovC komunikace, pop?. unlEni, v p'i'sptfvku k udrZeni stability systb 
mu, existuji jcStE dvE teoretickii vjrchodiska z oblasti.sociologie umtfni. 

I 

SnaZi se vysvEtlit, jakjr mdic bjrt vztah nlezi kuliurninli produkly a spo- 
leenos ti, ve klerC vznikaji. Jedna se o tezi konlroly Ei tezi nas taventho zr- 
cadla. K obsahovC slrfince rnasovjrch mCdii Fika lioncepce kontroly: 
Ndplfi mCdii hlturni trendy deterrninuje, fornluje nebo jimi manipuluje 
tak, i e  mEni danC nebo vytvai novC hodnotovC predstavy. Tato teze kon- 
troly se zaklddA na piedstav6, i e  ndsili~n piedvddEnjrn1 v masovjrch nld- 
diich sc formuje n&iilnickA spoletnost. Obdobnou tezi zastdvfi i sociolog 
krinlinality Walter B, Miller, kle j sice ndsilnym obsahfinl v nlediich ne- 
piiklddi vgznam pii vzniku krimindlniho chovbni, ale poukazuje na to, 
i e  prvek lvrdosti se pod vlivem masovych mCdii stal sduEdsti americkC 
kultury niiSich vrstev: ,,Modelem sprftvnCho chlapa - tvrdeho, neohr9- 
ieneho, nechvdstavtho, obratnCho pH potyEkdch - je gangster z filn~fi tii- 
cdtjrch let, soukromt oEko a filmovf kovboj" (1958,344), 

Zdstupci tcze nast;lvenCho zrcadla Ei reflexe tvrdi na rozdil od pilvr- 
iencd teze konlrolnl, i e  se v kulturnich produktech zrcadli soutasnt! hod- 
nolov6 piedstavy a prvky motivace urEit6 spoleEnosti. Z analjrzy kultur- 
nich produLtd se dajZ vyvodit zdvery o stavu, pop?. o sWktuFe urEitC spo- 
1eEnosti. Tcze reflexe mfidlouhou tradici, vidyt archeologickA a velkdEdst 
historickych bfidbi jsou zaloiena tla piedpokladu, i e  na zakladE zkou- 
mjni li~lturnich pradukld Izc posuzovat spoleEenskC pomEry. V kulturni 
produkci spatfuje lato tcze vazbu na pdmemou osobnost. V otdzce nisill I 

se autoii (nap?. Locke 1963, Wallace 1950) domnivaji, Ze z ~nlElcckfch 
dEl Mayfi je moine usuzovat, Ze se jednalo o nluiskou dominantni h,?llt~- 
ru, ve kter6 byla potlaEovha sexualita a podporovha agresivita. 

Zdkladnim piedpokladem tEchto interprctaci jc pfcclstava, Ze lidC cia- 
vaji piednost takovjrn~ un~Eleckjrn~ dildm, ve ktcrjrch roxpoznaji projck- 
ci vlastni osobnosli, I z cvropskCho L~lturniho ramcc Izc uvtsi bczpoEct 
piikladb. Johw Huizinga (1924) uvddi v Herbs1 des Mittclaltcrs (Podz i~~l  
stFedovdki~), i e  se celkovy iivot danC epochy odr62i v litcratuie a jejim 
prostiednictvim se take vyjadfuje. Jacob Burckhardt(l860) tvrdi v Kulttcr 
de14 Renaissance in Italie11 (Kulttrra retrcsance v Itdlii), i c  ze sonctu, vSe- 
obecntf platneho kondensdtoru mySlcnek a pocitd italskeho renesanEnil10 
ElovEka, Izc vyEist duSevni a citovjr svEt ElovEka danC epochy. Tezi na- 
stavenCho zrcadlaje moinC pfijrnout pouze s nejvEt3i obcziclnosli, nebof 
nldic snadno zavest do bludneho kruhu. Podle Levina Schiicki~lga (1923) 
by1 duch goticke doby rnnohokrdt urEov4n z umEni a pozdiiji v tenlie 
umCni znovu objevovdn. 

'TeoretikovC reflexe povaiuji masn1edidlni obsah za ekvivalent, pop?. 
reprezentaci, danC lidove kuktury, obsah je vnimdn jjako substitucc poha- 
dek a mjrlb. Westerny jsou charaklerizovhy a intcrpretovh y jako mo- 
dcrni nljty (Elkin 1950, Nussbaunl 1960), Warshow (1962, 130) inter- 
pretuje arnerickC gangslerskd filmy takto: ,,Takovjr gangsler je vjrpovEdi 
o nds samjrch - vyjadhje tu Eht amcrick6 psychiky, kterd odmitd cha- 
rakteristicke rysy a nhoky moderniho Ziyota, ktcrd odmild sin1 anlerika- 
nisnlus." Wolfenstein a Leiles (1950, 13) piSi, i c  film jc tispESnjr tehdy, 
podaii-li se autodm zaritoEit na studnici picdstnv a pflini. Hortense 

, PowdermakerovA (1947), kterfi charakterizovala Hollywood jako tov5.- 
nu nasny, tvrdi, Ze filmy reflekluji dominanldl cile a picdstavy hodnot 

. spoleEnssti prftvtf tak, jak lomu jii odeddvna Einily pohddky a povEsti. di- 
vadlo a literatun. RenC Kbnig (1 965) piJe v Sotiologische Orientier~tn- 
gar1 (Sociologicke' orientace), k souhrn filmfi ndm davd komplctni obraz 
nejjemnEjSich vykynl v pocitech a kgidodenni mordlcc urEitC periody. 

NejvgznamnEjSim dilem, ktert? inlerprelujc filmy jako indikdlory Lxl- 
turnlch trend& je VOR Culignri bis Hirler (Od Crrli~urilio k Hitlerovi) 
(1947) od Siegfrieda Kracauera. Autor tvrdi, Ze v kapitalislickrj spoleE- 
nosti urEuje poptdvka publika dlouhodobE obsahy filmfi, a to podle ka- 
sovnlch ~IspCchfi. Filmovjr pdmysl musi za kaidou ceno vyjit vstiic vku- 
su publika, protoze zisky jsou pro jebo pfeiill rozhotfujici. (Neuvaiuje 
o moinosli, i e  by vkus publika by1 urEovdn nabidkou.) F'ilniy proto nlo- 
hou bjrt pova2ov;iny za zrcadlo sldvajici spoleEnosti. Podlc Kracauerd 
jsou slabomyslnC a 1ierefilnC filnlovt? fantazie sny spolcEnosti, vc kterjch 
je pfedvddha jeji vlaslnl rcalila a kde se vyjevuji jirlak pollaEovand pM- 

5 7 
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ni. I'odlc aurora (1958, 8) inl'ormuji o .,hlubokjch vrstvrich kolcktivniho 
sn~ySlcni, klerd sc nachdzcji vicc Ei mCnC pod prahenl vEdo~~li". 
I Kracauer (1063) poukazuje na to, co jig bylo uvcdeno vjSc, -i-c film vy- 
robcn); v podminkdch soukrornCllo hospodaicni by nikdy neza13toEil na 
ziklady spoletnosti, protoZc by tin1 ohrozil svoji exislenci. Kracauerovy 
teze Ize bcze vSeho pievest na soukromE hospodafici telcvizi a odQvod- 
Auji tvncni, Zc media nabizcji na zikladE miry sledovanosti Lakove po- 
iady, jake si publikum iddd. 

Ze skulkovC podslaty faklu. ?e tclevizni poiady obsahuji mnoho ndsi- 
li, nelzc automalicky vyvodit zrivEr, i c  za vSim sloji nbilnickjr charakler 
naroda (vclrni pr~blematicky pojem) nebo ndsilnickfi spoleEnost. 
Anlropolog George 0. Wright (1954) proved1 nlczikultumi srovnfini li- 
dovjrch pohadek a povEsti a sousticdil se zvl6SLC na vgskyl agresivily a je- 
jich forem. Zjistil, Zc ve spolcEnos tech, kdc bfvi  v dElslvi agresivita hej- 
vicc konlrolovfina, se pohddky a povEsti vyznatuji nifsledujicim znakem: 
Agresivni hrdinove si za objekty agrese vybiraji cizince a ncpiatele, ni- 
kdy pMtele. A proloie stejnjnli znnky se daji charakterizoval i n M n 6  
propamy v Lclevizi, lze jc interpreloval take jako indikdlory spoleCnos- 
ti. klerd sc vyznaEujc vclkjm slrachem pied agesi. 

I'roti tcoretickjr1ll15vahfim o reflcxi spoletnosti v ndsilnick3;ch filmech 
a telcviznicll poiadcch hovoii shteEnost, f e  zpravidla nejmirumilovn6j- 
Si a nejpovr~hn8j!:/ zdbavne filmy byly natdEeny v d ~ b d c h  exk6nlniho na- 
sill, vzpomefinle napi. np n5meckC filmy z hitlerovske cloby nebo Fecke 
filmy natotene za vlady junty. 

t 

3.4. Diskuse o eskapismu 

Diskuse o vztahu nlasnledi5lnich obsahO a spoletnosti pfechdzi ply- 
nule do diskuse o eskapismu, podle n i i  n~asnledirilnt obsahy prispivaji ke 
stabilitE spolctnosti tini, i e  umoifiuji linik z Iristnf kaidodennosti do svE- 
ta snii. Altcnloh poukazoval jiZ v roce 1914 na lo, f e  zdbava slouBi k re- 
kreaci a t i ~ n  k obnovt! pracovnich sil. Robert E. Part (1 925) zdOrazfiova1 
otupujici dBslcdky stercolypniho n~EstskCho prosticdi, kterC j i i  nenabizl 
Zadne vzruSeni, Volnj Cas se stal hledhim vzrugeni a dobrodruZstvI, 
n prfivE firisili v n1Cdiich nabidlo jcdnu rnoinost, kde je Ize nalezl. Na pied- 
vddEni nasili bylo pohliieno jako na funktni ekvivalenl odventilovfini se, 
jako je karrleval neb0 sportovni akcc. 

Margarcl Rcilhovi1 (1987) sc pokusil;~ nalCzl vzlah mczi mirou ncza- 
n~Cslnanosli a populllrilou hijninilnich serial3 v telcvizi, Objcvila mczi 
nimi signifikanlni pozilivni wlah jak v USA (1959-1951). Ink ve 
SpolkovC rcpublice NEnlccko (1974-1980). Ncni ovScm moknr2 vyloutit 
sklllcEnosl, Ze na tento vztah pdsobi jcStE nEjakd Vcli vclitifla. Tczc o tom, 
Ze prograr~love preference ovlivfiuji nczanlhlnanost, ncni piiliS piesvEd- 
Civd. 

V);znam ndsili v televizi pro stabiliiu americkd spolcEnosii spaliuji 
Israel a Robinson (1972, 100) v rozptjleni a odvrJccni pozomos t i  od pro- 
blCrnb vSedniho dne nadmErn);m slcdovinim nlCdii, Chudi a ncvzdEljni 
sedi jako hypnotizoviuli pied obrazovkou a sleduji oddcchovd poiady pl- 
nc! ndsili. Nedostanou se  tcdy k lomu, aby pien1jrSlcli o vlastni sociilni si- 
Luaci a jejich piiEinAch. Israel a Itobinson lcnlo jev cynicky hodnoti po- 
zitivnz, protoie podle nich zabraiiuje vznihu apatic a nudy. 

Charles Wright Mills (1956) spathjc v nlasov$h h1Cdiich nejdbleii- 
IEjSi mocensky nistroj amcrick6 elily a dornnivd so, 2e zamczeni kritic- 
kym livahdm o vlaslni socidlni situaci, std1d odvraccni pozomosti od ak- 
tudlnich spoleEenskjrch problCmd plispivd ke stabilizaci slfivajicich 
socidlnlch nespravedlnostf a vede nloZnla2 ke vzniku jistdlro [lrlrhlr psy- 
chickdho analfabetis~~lir. Divdk obraci pozornosl k un1Elc vylvoicn)in~ nc- 
plijernnfrn situacirn, ktcrC se vyieSi bEhenl lailk6 doby vymezcne vysi- 
laclm Easem - bud ndsilnjrm tinem, neb0 tim, co jc oxbatovano jako 
humor. 

3.5. ~ b l t u r a  a komerce v kornunikatni teorii 

Vzlah mezi Lulturw a komerci se po zruSeni rnonopolu veiejnoprdv- 
nfch stmic v Ni5rnecku dostal opEt do centfa pozomosti. K ncjvjjraznEj- 
SIln iiEastniUm diskuse patfI pFedevSin1 Neil Postman (I\ulturni osobnosl 
a mluvti tb Efisli veiejnosti, kterfi je mordlnE zncpokojena plisobenim 
a lidajnym nebezpeEim mCdii), kterjr se k~metEni tclevizc boji jako Eert 
k?iie. Postman (1983) redukujc americkou kulturu na tclcvizi, je-Z pro- 
d u h j c  a pfedvddi arnerickjr nbodni charakler. ,,Mddilln~ lotrilniho odha- 
leni" vede podle Postnlana ke v z n i h  ,,ditEte-dospZZICho", lj. ElovEka, , je- 
hog intelektudlnI a emocionalni schopnosli sc v prdbthu Zivota 
nerozvljeji a od dzlskych se pilliS neodliSuji" (1 983, 11 6). Pro Poslmana 
je komerEni televize stragidlo, klerc! ohro2uje v Evropg zdklady kaideho 
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nriroda. ,,Cim vice sc nEmcckd tclevizc bude piizpdsobovat americkC, tin1 
vice se piizpdsobi take 116nlcckj, kultura amcrick6 kultuie," (1986) 
Nejprvc sc pod tlakcn~ komertni telcvize prodlouii vysilaci Eas, potom 
sc zaEnou vytrdcet vGnC poiady. Komedii a filmd s nhilim a scxem bu- 
dc piibyval, scliou se hranice mezi polilikou a zdbavou. FilmovC hvEzdy 
budou pojiminy stejnC jako poiititti kandiddti. Podle Poslmana budc 
mlfideZ slfile vice ncspokojcnd sc Skolou a s Eclbou. I'ro Postmana zna- 
mcni televize take to, Ze spolicbilel6 budou niit picdnost pied dEtnii. 

Jh sfim nevidim 2fidn3 ddvod ke Lwlturnimu pesin~isniu (jcStE nikdy ne- 
byla v NElilccku lak Sirokfi kulturni nabidka jako dnes), ale jen do 16 chvi- 
le, kdy se stanc rcalitou prosluld kvizovi otdzka ,,Ve kterCn1 nlEstE se na- 
c h k i  kolinskd katcdrillq?". V pondCli 10. srpna 1987 vysilala holandskd 
lelcvize 'Spelpro~amma' kvizovy poiad jnlCneni Labyrinth. A v 19.45 
se to stalo, n~odcrdtor polozil otdzku: ,,I<dopak vytvoiil slavne umCleck6 

, 

dilo Myslilcl od Rodina?" SautE2icI po intenzivninl pienljlSleni odpovE- 
dEl a moderdtor propadl cuforii a nEkolikrit zvolal: ,,SprfivnE! SprdvnE!" 
(Samoziejmt holandsky.) Holandski tclevizc sice neni soukronid, ale 
jednotliv6 konhrentni ,,onuoeps" usiluji o nlmimalizaci poEtu divdk6, 
aby ziskaly IcpSi vysilaci Easy. 

Otdzka ,,Kornerce a kornunikaEni teoricii byla ve vEdeckych koniuni- 
kaEnich lcoriich doposud pojedndvhna pouze okrajov6. McQuailovo tvr- 

I 

zeni (1986. 635), Ee v celkov6 leorii komunikace neexistuje jedinjr piis- 
pevek, kterjr by se zabyval vyluEnE fenom6ncin ,con~nlercialis~~i', v3ak 
neni sprdvnC. McQuail (1986, 633) piSe: ,,Co se tyEe fenomenu komer- I 

ce, cxistuji pouze velnii jednoduchC vypov6di o kauzdlnich procesech: 
Budto vcdou neoniylnE k manipulaci a obsahdnl slab31 kvality, nebo ie- 
Si vSechny problemy, prolo-ic nabidka a poptdvka se pokryjiii. Lze b j t  
budto pouze pro ncbo proti ,,komerciU (velmi vdgni pojcni) - diferenco- 
vane argumentace jsou iidFC. A jcStE jeden McQuailfiv argument (1986, 
634): ,.S ,kon~ercialisn~enl' jsou spojeny dva druhy llaku, kter6 niohou 
mil kultunli dosledky. Jeden ,seshora6, zaklddajici se na maxinlalizaci zis- , 

ku, kter)i vede kc slcrcolypu, opakovlini, povrchnosli, zlrilt6 zdjnlu o hi- 
tiku a ke konforn~isniu. Druhy tlak jc chfiph jako pi-ichlzejici ,zezdolai, 
od poticb nlnsov6ho publika. Autoii se v lilcralufe nejvice zabyvaji tla- , 
kcmprvnim. Take McQuail(1986.640) se piikldni k tomulo snl6ru: ,,&m I 

I 

vice sc prosadi koncept ,komcrci alismu' , tim bude pravdEpodobniijSi, i e  
I 
I 
I 

se ekononlicke cile dostanoui do konfliktu s cili .idedIninii' neb0 komu- 
nikaEninli a vytlatl je. 'Q se  pak slanou san~obtelnjrmi.'~ 

I 
I 

Pii obdobnych argun~entacich sc z'apomina na to, Zc jcdnini akterti 
v kon~unikatnim sektoru neurtuje pouzc snaha o zisk. Exisluje take na- 
kladatelskd etika, profcsiondlni irroven iumalisty atd. Piepjat6 ietepo: 
Bez nuzk6 honby nakladateld za ziskem by naSe kniini kultura ncexi- 
slovala, bez kapilalistick6 hrabivosti vydavateld dcsek by nikdy nedoSlo 
k denlokratizaci vd-ine hudby. 

Pokud jde o vztah un15nI a kwltury na jcdnC stran6 a na stranE druh6 
o hospoddisk6 ziijniy, jsou uvfid6ny zejnit5na ncgalivni piiklody. Herberl 
I. Schilldr (1986,665) ciluje i-editcle nlarkctingu pittsbusghskCho symfo- 
nickCho o rchesh :  ,,Nic mi neni svalC. Musinie opustil tr a d "  lcni niarke- 
tihg orchestru, Je to jako u jinCho produktu, jaLo u mjdla." Schiller uvd- 
di  i dalgi piiklady zncuiivbi  unlEni pro dEcly public rclalions: kniini 
cenlruni kongresove knihovny us~02idal0 ndrodnl vfstavu fotografii 
sponzorovanou fiirmou Pizza Hut, ATdT podpomje Paul Taylor Dance 
Company a jeStE na to upozoriiuje ald. Tim chce Schiller doloiit, jak ka- 
pilalist6 kontroluji ,,prtimysl vEdonili'. Schiller (1986, 63) tvrdi: 
,,Raciondlni obEan, to je to posledni na svEtE, co by si provozovatel~ re- 
klani a koncerny pfhly. Neni proto nfioda, ie veiejny rozhlas a veiejnA 
kullura stoji v centru jejich iiiok6. Tato leze vychazi z nedokhmeho 
pfedpokladu, Ze nlezi provozovateli reklam a koncerny existuije ntjakC 
spiknuti." (Piipomeiinie, i e  Schiller nedefinuje pojem ,racionjlqi jedn$ 
nii.) Schiller se zde ve vedecke praxi pokouSi o to, co Robcrt K. Merton 
(1987) nazyvd ,,obhdjenl jevui'. ,.ObhqenI jew" vychdzi z pfesv&dEeni, 
Ze jev2 kterjr se ma stat piedmiitem vEdeck6ho bAddni, opravdu existuje. 
~ e r t o n ~ ( 1 9 8 7 ,  2) k tomu dod5vd: ,,Ve v6deck6nl bdddni sc, stcjni jako 
v kaidodenim ZivotE, stavd, i e  se ndm dostme vysvEtleni zalciitosti, kte- 
re neexistuji a ani nikdy neexistovaly." Piiklady qenajdenle pouze v so- 
cidlnich vedfich, i v&dy piirodni provedly nlnoistvi ,,tvrdychu enipiric- 
kfch SetFeni fenomenfi, kter6 neexistovaly. TakovC povahy by1 nap?. 
objev Ren6 Blondlala, nov6 ncviditclnC ziicnl, kv.  N-paprsky, j e i  po- 
tvrdil asi tucet francouzskpch experimentfi. V jinych zeniich,byly repli- 
kace bezdspEgn6. PozdEji se ukhalo, i e  N-paprsky necxistuji a vysledky 
byly vrdceny jako ,,pfedpojatC vntnidni a naplilovdni picdpokladu". 
Ddsledky jsou Mertonovi jasn6 (1987, 5): ,,$lo o to jev (Ei historickou 

, 

udiilost) obhdjit, n e i  se stane piedmetem vjrkladt~ ti intcrpretacc." Takovi 
tvrzeni, jako Schillerova, zbstfivaji dodnes pouhjrmi donmEnkanli. 

Plati to jistC i o tezi, i e  koncerny zneutivajf uniEni- aSuZ se jcdnd o so- 
cidlnii nednosnt5 prakliky kaSirovSli, neb0 o provozovdni nlarketingu 
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(Scbiller 1986). At' provo~uji podniky na poli umGni a hl tury cokoliv, je 
to pro takove autory, jako je Scbiller, vidy nPco negativniho a zavdeni- 
hodndho. ELultura a umPni pfitom nemohou v moderni spoleCnosti bez 
sponzorstvi a mecendSstvi existovat. Lufthansa podpoiila vyddni obra- 
zovC publikace o BerlinskJch filharnlo'nicich, Daitriler-Benz vyslavu 
,,Golika a renesance v ~brinlberku" i ,+Festival nEn1eckeho umEnl" 
v LondpE. Tenlo seznanl by mohlo by1 nmohen~ delSi. MecendSOm umE- 
ni ve vpobE je jasnll jejich Liloha i funkce, kterou pro nP urnhi  mil, Arturo 
Toscanini se stal feditelem orchestru NBC prdvP v dobi?, kdy minister- 
stvo spravedlnosti proSet?ovalo praktiky odporujici pravidlom soutEie 
NBC a mateiske spoleEnosti RCA. Lyons (1966, 201) piSe: ,,Podstatnfi 
tdst investice se vrdtila v podobPl prodeje neuvPiitelnCho rnnoistvi na- 
hrivek Toscaniniho .., a deficit, kter)i i tak pfetrvhval .., by1 vic nei do- 
statetni? vyrovnb umtininl, ocednim a fictou ... Toscanini by1 vlc ne% 

* 

jedrka jedini udilost .., Stal se symbolem lcvality a'lirovnP a stal se ne- 
pkhlednutelnou barierou pro ty, kteii by rddi na vysil&i uvalili vCtSl 
a vi?tSi vliw ze strany vliidy." Shrnutt je nasnadE: Komercializace v %Ad- 
nCn1 pfipadE nevede automaticky ke kulturninlu zplo5tPni. 

4. Zurnalistika jako povolBni 

4.1. Zurnalistika: Vysvitleni pojmu 

Zurnalisnlus paliI lce komunikaEnim povol5lirn. i kclyi pojem ko- 
nlunikdtor byvd v literatuie Easto pouiivdn jako synonymum pro veS- 
kcrC fungovjni nlCdii. Pqd tenlo pojem bjvaji zal~rnovfiey vSechny oso- 
by nebo skupiny osob, ktere recipientdm zproslicdkovdvaji informace, 
nozory a zdbavu neb0 se na jejich zprostfedkovihf podileji - tedy la- 
kC moderator rozhlasove stanice, pouliEni prodavaE Ei tloruEovate1 no- 
vin. Je LiEelnPjSi vyloutit aspekt distribucc ke koneEnCmu spotiebileli 
a pod pojem ,,komunikdloii" zahrnout okruh tEch jedincii z organiza- 
ce produhjicl masmedidlni obsahy, ktefi maji nloinosl tyto obsahy 
ovlivitovat. Potencihl v l iw jc u jcdnol1iv)ich komuniklltori~ rozdilny 
podle jejich postaveni - od urEeni politicktho stanoviska masovCho 
media aZ k moinosti natoEenim urtiteho obsahu (napf. zprllvy, tele- 
vizhiho filmu) vsloppit do procesu masovt! komunikaEni110 Siieni, od 
n~ofnosti ovlivnit jako kameraman neb0 fotograf kvalilu zobrazeneho 
volbou perspektivy aZ k reprodukovdni piedlor2engch tcxtd jako hla- , 
satel zprhv. V jednotlivfch piipadech nlohou pfi popisu price vznik- 
nout velke dikosti  s tim, zda urtiti pozice patfi do komunikAtorskt 
oblasti, Ei nikoliv. Moinost vlivu ria zproslicdkov5li neei ohranitena 
kon~unik i torsko~ oblasti, ale je d h a  i v oblasti distribucc, nap?. pie- 
ruhni-dodivky novin neb0 Easopisii velkoobchodnilcy. nkbo urEovani. 
nabidky filmd pOjEovnou. 

Pojem iurnalistika je v kaZdCn1 piipadP uZSi ne2 pojenl komunikd- 
I tot', i kdyZ v literaluie existuji silnd divcrgencc, Pod pojmern iuma- 

listika byvd chdpho  hlavnl neb0 vedlejgi zamEstnani lidi, ktefi se za- 
byvaji sbirhim, t i idhim, ovtiiov~inin~ n roz3iiov4nirn zpr9v neb0 
komenlovfihinl aktudlnich uddlosti (Koszyk a Pruys 1976,145). Zhbava 
je z Id10 definice Zurnalistiky vyloutena, ale do nove definice Koszyka 
a Pruysc (1981, 96) byla jiZ zaiazena: ,,Cinnost osob, kterC maji jako 

i svrS hlavni zan~Estn&i sbirhni, ovCiovinl, vjrbEr, zpracovdni a Sii'cni 

I 
zprQv, komentgri a zibavnjrch sdPleni nlasovjnli mtdii. ZurnnlistC (po- 
jenl pochki  z francouzStirly, le jour = den) pracuji jako slali zamEst- 

I nanci neb0 externi spolupracovnici pro tisk a rozhlas, agentury a tis- 
kove sluiby, ale i v tiskovjkh odd6lenich firem, spolkf~ a sprdvnich 

I 63 
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jcclcn i.lcniifsl<y dopis :! TIME. 1'0 zprrivi! o ,.Zbrojnim 1icSlLrni" 
(2.5.1993. 2. 3 I ) ,  vc klcre sc piBc o ohlibii zbrani u an~crickych mladisl- 
vycli a o hrubosli anicrickd spolcCnosli. jeden 1iEn1ecky Etendi napsali 
,.Niktlyjscm Spqjcnt slrily ncnavklivil a po picElcni vaScho Elrinku uZ to 
ncutlElcim. Doul'dn~, 2c nilridc? v EvropE zlistanc loho piiserntho zvyku 
sc zbranEmi u8clfcna." (Ctcnriisky dopis vyBcl v TIME23. srpna 1993. E. 
34 pod litulcm: ,,Surovci Amcrikn. %loCihnosl sc Siii n LrpElivosl dochi- 
7.i:') 

Masovri media hrriji roxhotlujici 6lohu pii definovini socidlnich pro- 
hILSmli. ProblCm nisili uvnili rodiny - zvlciBtE pak nisill viiEi Zcncinm- by1 
v USA masovymi lilddii vystavEn j;$o socirilni probl6m a jako takovlj by1 
pictlloZcn Sirokd vcic~jnos~i (Ticrncy 1982). PiisluSnc! inslitucc (nap?. so- 
cirilni iriady) n:\ 1~1110 problem rcagovaly lcprvc potc!, kdy jej nlasovl md- 
rlia dcSinovala, Masovd mCdia vSak mohou lake naopak urtilt problc!nmy 
jcdnoduSc ignc\rovnl a Lviiil se, jako by nccxislovaly, W, jsme se zn~ini- 
l i  o ..ncvidilclnosli Ecrnjrchii v losangclsk6m dennin~ Lisku. Talo siluace 
sc alc dra~ualicky zmEni. kdyZ diky chybiijicin~u zpravodajslvi dojde zcc- 
IN I I ~ C ~ I J ( I I > ~ I + L ' '  k r;~?ovjrnl ncpokojb m. 

Kc zprrivlirn o p h i l i  jc ticba podolkrlout, Ze zpravodajslvi o krin~i- 
naliti: sc v dcxlicich 1E5i nejvElSi pozomosti Etenbs. Rccipienli maji 
o int'onnacc ~ohoto druhu jcdnoznatrii! vclky zajem (viz napi. vjrsled- 
ky ,iclicni Wollganga Donsbacha, 199 1, 1381, Vjrzkun~ provcdenjr 
v Holandsku mczi Elcndii jcdnoho bulvrirniho lislu (Telegraaf; noviny 
s obsrihl~ni krinlinrilnin~ zpravodajstvim) a nlezi Etcnilii kvalitnich no- 
vin (Volkskraanl) ukdzal, 2c Clcnriti bulvdrniho tishx nmiru kriminality 
picccfiu.ji, CastEji n inlcnzivnEji maji pocil. 2c jsou ohroieni, a pova- 
Zttji za nulnc! piistoupit in!iividudlni i spolcEcnskd prevcntivni opalic- 
ni proti krin~inalilE dalcko vicc ne2 Etcnaii kvalilnich novin (Kalma 
1093). Kauzilrli spojilosl lim tlokaz5na ncni. ncbot' Clenaii Telegraafu 
podstalnE CastCji vyjadiovali p i h i ,  aby se n~ohli o krinlinaliti? a jcjinl 
polirrini inlbnloval. Jc vSak n1o?nt. Pe zdc jdc o uzavicnj hruh vzd- 
jcmnd podpory. protoZa Eim tlc!lc byli dotazovani pravidclnynli Elcnli- 
ii Tclcgra;\Su (zjiSiovino podlc I rvhi  picdplatnc!h~).~tim~ tliiraznEjSi jc- 
jich pil'uli bylo. I3itlc jc nulnt podolknoul, ?c zprSvy o ncisiii si rccipicnli 
dele pamaluji (alcspoii pu2i). Obrazy ndsili, znitcnC110 2ivolniho pro- 
slicdi, hladu a bidy vyvolivaji u pozorovalelii cn~ociondlni rcakcc. 

6.2. Lavinovf drinek a zp6tnf dBnek: 
Zpravodajstvi o demonstraclch a sportovnich 
utkdnl'ch 

Konslrukci scparrilni nmcdidlni rcalily piedvcdli 1,mg a 1,rmgovA 
(1960) na piikladu zpravodajstvi o ncivratu generdla MacArlhura z Korcjc 
do Chicaga v roce 1953. Autoii srovndvali pcrspcklivu ofirych svtdkfi 
s perspkklivou, je8 byla nabidnula telcvizi mili6niin1 divikh (vlz kap. 5.4 
a 7.4). Byly rozliSeny dvE forrny 6Einku: ,.reciprocal dlTecl". zpElny liei- 
qek a ,,landslide elTccli4, lavinovj 6Einck. ZpCtnj dEitick jc tjEinck media 
satm~eho. Svoji pi'ilonmosti na uddlosli a tim. Zc 110 ~itast~iici vnimaji, jc 
Utldlosl sanma ovlivdna, ncbot' akttii cili. ?c 6Einkuji pfed obrovskyln 
pqblikem. IAang a Langova (1960.557) napsali: ..Kamcr:i si vybiralir zd- 
b i ~ y  jasajiciho a n~fivajicllio publi ka, ovScm v tomlo piip, '1 d (5 lclcvizrli ka- 
mcra sanma udalosl vylvrifela. JdsSni, nldvarli a vykfiky byly :aslo otlpo- 
vedi na to, Ze se na lidi zan~Eiila ... Dav touBil doslat sc do tclcvizc! a nlnozi 
sc snaZili na sebe uporornil kvdli svym zndmjlm, klcii sc psavdEpodob- 
nr! divali." Lavinovy BEinek znanlcna. t e  dojnly rccipicnid zc rpravodaj- 
stvi vedou I; falc6ne picdslavi? o realitti a %e t a o  fillc3n3 picdslava pal; 
zpEtnE ovlivni postoje 4 chovhni jcdincb kc shlefnosli. V tlantm piipn- 
dE bylo nejd6le-2itEjSfm UEinkcn~ rozdiieni dojn~u. %c vcicjnosl sluji vc 
velkc! vitgin6 na slranE gcncrala, klcrdho prczidcnt Tnrmah odvolal. 
UEinck by1 jest5 zesilcn lim, t c  toto zpravodajslvi picvzala i dulli ni&!tliil 
a dale Siiila televizni realitu. Tato Birokri podpora, klerc! sc McArlhurovi 
na vekjnosli. d_oslalo, by la zachyccna i v poli tick)ich rliski~sich by la za- 
chycena. Televiznl realila zcela zmEnila ,,reali1ub4, jak ji vnimali oeili 
svEdkoyt. 

Podle srovnatelntho vzoru probEhlo i zprayodajslvi o IondynsEd dc- 
monstraci proti vdce vc Vietnnrnu (srov. Hallorru~ a kol. 1970 a zdc viz 
7 $4). 

Jedinci a shxpiny bez vjrjinle6ntho postavcni vc spolcblosd maji jcn 
nmalou Sanci, i e  sc o nich bude v nltdiich rcltrovnt pmvidclnE n v jcjich 
prospEch. SpolcEenske sh~piny,  ktere ncnlaji bE?ny piislup kc zpravo- 
diljste sili, se proto slhle EastEji pokou8cji lurnalisty pipkvapil pn~slicd- 
nictvim ,,pseudo-udalostii', lcdy spccjrilnE pro nlcdirilni zpravotl;ljslvi 
zincenovan~ch udilosti (napi. denmonslraci. nrisi1n)ich Cirlii aid.). o ktc- 
rfch by so psalo. Mnoho aklivislb a orjianizoci zamiiienych n;l oclirnnu 
Zivotniho prosliedi jsou pfinmo nlislry v insccsovini p~eudoudrilos~i. 
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l'ozornost mtrlii mbZc slouBil jako odn~Ena: .,Karidjr cvok L ulicc vi. ?c 
kdy? vcz~iic s;ea)pal a vlcli do bul'clu. 11id popularilu zajiSlEnou. Cinl viC 
ILli postiili. Lini vCItSi ~ O p ~ l a r i l i ~ .  Tohle ly po.3uky povzbuzujc." (scdnit! 
7. oiItlClcni vsG.d 13i\ly Bclk % tlous~onu. cilovan), v TIME 23. 8. 1093, 
sls. 1.5). 

Takovou otlmEnou m5Zc pi-ctlslavovat licba zpravodijslvi o clcmon- 
slracich a ncpokojich. Prolo jc ~i-cba, aby sc Zurrialisl6 v piipadE podfvf- 
ni zpriiv o niisilnych konlliklcch on~czovdi  a ncodmEnovali aklciry lim. 
.7c oznaCi konllikl za nlisilny. a zpdsobi lal; jcho cvenludlni piioslicni. 
Kcpplingcr a Dahlcm (1090) doporuEuji v ~ d f l  se nlasivni kriliky uZili n C  
sili. proa)%c by mohla vc v~iilroslilnicll konlliklcch v6sl I; lcgili~llizaci 
protinisili dn~hC strimy. Jc \?cbu posilit u 2umalislfi vEdomi zotlpovtd- 
nosli. 

ZpColy btinck ~.pravodajslvi o nhiln),cli Cincch sc m$Ze projcvil i nu 
nhilnC kriminalilf. a lo zvld5lir u polilicky oricnlovariClio nrisili, jehu1 
nlotivc~n by mohlo by1 probih:~jici Zi pi-cdpoklridanb. zpravodajstvi v md- 
tliich. Zpravodajslvi o Lakov~chlo Cincch ncbo nhsiln);ch prolestech jc pro 
aklb.ry lake rlilEini 8spEchcn1. a tudii odniEnou. I piiloninosl rcporldrb pii 
incidcnlccli bChc111 dcn~ostraci ncbo polytkdch mczi divfiky na sporlov- 
nich sladio~lccli n~bZc by1 popudenl proniknoul ntL~ilny111 jcdndninl na 
s ch~u .  I pics cbybCIni doslaaZnE SirokE databdzc neni n~oBnC tcnlo aspckt 
xpt~nCho medidlniho pGsobcni (rcciprocal cSScct) jcn lak piehlkdnoul. 

Nclzc opon~cnoul ani lavinovy cfckt, j c i  v c d ~  pod do.jn1cnl zpravo- 
tlajslvi k vylvofcni Pal~Snych picdstav o rcalilt, coZ mb%c ovlivnit posto- 
jc ;i chova~ii jcdincd vfiEi uddlostcm. Mohlo by sc stil, Zc jedriostrannyni 
zpravodajstvinl o nisilnych dcn~onsu;lcich f i  v)ilrinoslcch na fotbalo- 
vych sladioncch dojdc naslcdkcn~ oEckhvhi ta)iov)ich udiilosti k jcjich 
spuili.ni. V dfislcdku toho sc nccha pokojny diva% od nrivSt2vy utklini od- 
redit, zatimco piilrikdni budou privE takovi ndv81&vnici, kleii ndsilnci p0- 
tyEky vyhlcdivilji. 

Komisc. ktcrf sc v NEmccku pokouSela odhalit pritiny ndsiii. poukC 
zala v souvislosli s disliqsi o sportovnili~ zpravodajstvi (Schwind aj. 1990. 
12i)) na  to. ;i.c skupiny PinouSk5 (Idpc skupiny cliuligfinb) posuzuji svou 
dhlditosl podlc loho. jak Casto sc o nich hovoiilo v t i s b ~  ti kolikral se 
vitlfili v lclcvizi, IIalZi ncbczpcCi lkvi v tom. BC by i pokojni folbnlovi fa- 
nouSci niohli by1 diky mcdirilnimu zpravodajslvi oznaEclii za polcncifl- 
11i ndsilniky: ..Exislujc ncbczpcCi. 'i.c nitdia sv)imi pTcdpovEdn~i vyvola- 
ji [akovou siluaci. pi-cd klcrou clllfln varoval." K ldlo lcnlaticc j d t6  

neexistujc dostatek zkoumdni, ale vyutiti zkuSenosti .i.urnalis[ickb praxc 
sportovniho zpravodajslvi v loni sn~yslu. Be by sc pi.cslalo podfvat zpra- 
vodajsni o v);lrlnostcch apod.. by nic neniClo st31 v ccrlE. Vc sportovnini 
zpravodajstvi by sc rozhodnE mi210 pfipadne nrisili divAkd objcvoval nib- 
nE nc2 sporiovni udrilosl sania. 
K dosafeni klimalu sluSnosii a ncndsili poBaduje komisc pro potirini 

nasili, aby se pii sporlovnim zpravodajslvi vEnov:ila vclkri pozosnosl vy- 
razovpni prosli.cdkbm (niinEno v NCn~ccku). Zjislilo sc, Zc poufivany ja- 
zyk by sc spiic hodil k vdlcEndmu ne2 kc sportovnimu zpravod:ljs~vi. 
DAlc by sc niElo vyzdvihovat chovfni hrliEfi v duchu fair play. Jazyk by 
n1El byt mCnE agresivni. Koniisc take u sportovniho zpravodajslvi zjisti- 
la, Zc piispivd k vylv3cni obrazu nepi-ilclc: "Pi-ckratovdni synibolickC 
hodnoty i'otbalovdho ziIpasu jc tak silnd, i.c sc niezinrirodni ulklini s~;ivri 
bojcn~ ~uwi dv61na nhrody. Vznikaobrm nep?iblc. klcry sc promiti i v je- 
zykovC rovinE pouLivanini vpazd jako ,,bojU ncbo ,,bilva". Agrcsivni 
slovnik niedidlnihs zpravodajslvi, vc klcrtni sc hovoi-i o ,,i'olbalovt bil- 
vE", ,,bojov);ch popbvcich" u ,,bornbdchU posouvd jazykovt hm do bliz- 
kosti vojenskych, a lim nt~silnych sli'clnuli. 

Negativni el'ekty sporlovniho zpravodajslvi podporujici nhi l i  nclzc 
zlchtovat. UpozornEn~e jiZ zde na Phillipsovo zjiSlEni (1983; 1986) do- 
klfidajici stalisticky dolofcny nbdst  vrard a zabili v USA po vysildni 
vrcholnych boxerskych u t k h i  (srov. kap, 8.1 1. j. 

0 vyznamu publicity v n16diich pro norfist surovCho chovrini konlisc 
pro pot irhi  nhsili napsala (Schwind aj. 1990. 363): ,,Velki pnzomost. 
kterou ve7cjjnost vEnuje ndsi1n)im polilick$h protcstbni a j c i  byla zpro- 
sffedkovba niasovynii mbdii, se nibie pozilivnE odrazil v l o r .  Ze sc ty- 
to problCnly doslanou do spoleEenskCho vEdonii. I, psycliolo~icktho hlc- 
diska vlak bylo zjiltbno, %c n~edidlni zprbvy rnoliou niil na ndsilniky 
s ncjvE14i pravdepodobnosti povzbuzujici litinky. ObzvlriSI v piipadE. nc- 
111Eli-li v dosavadnin~ ZivotE v jinych oblastech dostalck dspESnych z i -  

a ZitLf~, niohou podlchnout dojniu, i c  jsou vSe~nocni." 
Kcpplingcr a Giesseln~ann (1993) zkouninli litinky liteni rcrilndho nri- 

sili V aktulnim leleviznin~ zpravodajstvi. Vychodiskem studic jc porna- 
tck. Zc pozilivni, tcdy UspESn6 ndsili, podporuje pmv~lEpodobnost vjsky- 
td negativnE hodnoccn)ich zplisobd chovfini (nap!. nqpodobovdni nrisili). 
zatimco negalivni nb i l i  (nap?. ukAzfini uUpeni ohfli) vyskyt tfchto zpi-  
sobd jcdndni spi3e omezuje. Tcorcticky jc to vysvC~lovrino titr. Zc sc po- 
zorovatcld s cispESnym ndsilnikem idcntifikuji, jeho chovlini schvaluji 

149 r . 
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a pFipadriE picbirilji, zdd-li sc jiri~, Ze mri nadEji na iispcch. Ze zjijiS~Enych 
vyslcdkii cxpcrimenld Kepplingcr a Gicssclrnann (1993) usuzuji. Fc vol- 
ba objckld k irlcnlifikaci jc do jistC miry svobodnd. Ve sLuleEnosti (napf, , 
pii demonslracich) je vSak situace jina ncZ v laboraloii. Pfi zpravodajstvi 
o dcmonslraci jc licba vychazcl j! loho, f c  se Cdsl divakfi na zdkladE sVC- 
ho polilickCho postojc ncbo svCho povolhi budc idcnlil'ikoval s obEtmi 
ndsili, a prolo budc na lulo I'orrnu IlEeni nasili rcagoval jinak, ncZ jc to- 
mu v pfipadE labc)ratorniho cxpcrimenlu. 

Kepplingcr a Gics~clmmn picdvedli svym pokusnym osobam, klcrC 
sympatizovaly budto s policii, nebo s dcrnonswru~ly, jeden zc dvou fllmfi, 
klcrC ukazovaly polyCky mczi dcmonslranty a policisly vc sporu o doslav- 
bu Srarikl'urtskCho IctiSlE. Ve lilntu byli ukazovani demonstranti, pop?. po- 
IicislC, pfi pou%ivfini nisili, Eili jako agrcsoii, piiEcrn2 sc demonstranti 
chovali nrisilnE pi-cvki.nE proti viccm a policisle proli osobam. C b t  pFI- 
tomnych odsoudila niisili vyslovcnE jako ncrnolivovand, aebo jej obha- 
jovaln jako obranu proli picdcBl jrm iitohxlm. Pokusnd osoby byli muii, 
studcnti, ktcii sc podlc vlaslnish v)ipovEdi uE nEjijakC vEt3i de~llonslracc 
ztiEaslnili, a policisle, tCZ uE pfi dcnlonstraci nasazcni. 

VyliEcni CEaslniLxl sstielu jako nrisilniki! a obEti nlfi velkjr vliv na vni- 
mrini rccipicnlii. Piivr~cnci vnlrnaji pi-isiuSniky svb shupiny vclnli pozi- 
tivnE, objcvi-li sc jako obEli. Zrirovcfi jsou velicc negativnE hodnoccni ja- 
ko agrcsoii piislu8nici tt sk-piny, sc klerou ncsynipalizuji. ObrazovE 
pi-cdvridEnt nasilj v tcleviz~iich lilmecl~ polarizuje podlc 1610 $ludic nb- 
hlcd pifvr-2encfi ukazovanych obEti. Vedc lo k itlcalizaci vlastniho ldbo- 
ril a zrirovcfi ke stigmatizaci protihrritd (.,agrcso~"). Zpravodajstvi mli- 
ic lcdy piis pel ke zosticni konfliktfi. 

Il i lc sc uk$~alo, i e  lcgitin~izace nbi l i  nebo jeho odsouzeni iistnim vy- 
jddicnirn ncmi prakticky Zadny vliv na reakce divriu. l'odle ~Cto studic 
ncni rozhodujici, co se o niisili iekne, ale je-li nasili ukjzdno obrazcm, 
a hlavnE, kdo sc vc zprivt! objevi jako pachalcl neb0 obEf. Ncni vdbcc 
lE%kC medidlni rcalilou manipulovat. Na z6kladE tEchlo poznalkfi 
Kepplingcr arpynlcnluje, Ze Cslfedni vliv md pfi zpravodajstvi obrazovjr 
matcriril. Jc-li ndsili ukazdno, mQZe vdsl k radikalizaci pfivriencii 1jEas1-, 
nikh slictu a situaci piiosliit. Na pozadi tEchlo vysledkb je opravnEnjr nri- 
slcdujici KcpplingcScrijv poZadavek opr3vnEny: Kepplingef ?add, aby tc- 
lcvizc ukazovala vc ~ v d n ~  akluillnin~ zpravodajstvi pouzc lo, co sc 
skulctni: slalo (neni to v 2ddndm pFipadE samoziejmosti, jc znimo mno- 
ho piipadfi. kdy lelcvizni rcporttr zinscenoval udrilosti, a b j  do svtho ma- 
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tcridlu ziskal ,,akciU). Alc ne vScchno, co sc shutctni5 stalo, by sc nlElo 
ukazovat, proloZe by to mohlo vdsl k zostlcni konlliktu. 

% tohoto kontcxtu Izc nppiiklad vyvodit zdvEr, Ze by mEl by1 pii zpra- 
vodajstvi z demonstraci zdfiraziiovfin jejicli pievaiujici klidny p~%bl.h. 
Zpravodajstvi by ddle mElo nlyslet na personalizaci ohEli a vylitcni zpii- 
sobcnjrch S k ~ d ,  jinymi slovy ukrizat, jak lid6 nisillm trpi, 

6,s. Legitimizace nisili 

Pod pojrnem zndzornEni 1cgitinuzujicI nClsili jc c h i p h a  iakovri prc- 
zentacc chovani, ktcrd ncni nbsilnt pcr sc, alc klcrd by vznik ndsili eloh- 
lo zpiisobit. MinEny jsou v Lo~lllo kontexlu napi. ~~egalivrli slcreotypiza- 
ce mcnSin, dchumanizujici charaktcrislika protivnikfi a lakovii 
charakterislika konfliktfi, nabizejici jako jedinC rnofnc! pouzc nhsilnt ic- 
9eni. K obsahfim, jc'i lcgitirnizuji nhiii ,  se poCilri tal$ dcgradujici znli- 
zo~ovf tn i  spoletensk~ch skupin, zvldStE pak Zcn (nap?. lakt v ponioga- 
fickjrch dilech). Kepplingcr a Drth1en-1 (1 989, 383) ovScm poukazuji na 
to, i e  souEasnjr s tav vjrzkurnu nedovoluje Eini 1 empiricky nosnd vypovE- 
di o souvislostech mezi akludlnim medidlqSrn zpravodajstvirn a pou2ivS- 
nf ndsili. Jak ji'i bylo dlive uvedeno, Kepplingcr a Dahlcm doporutuji 
vzddt se 1nasIvni hitiky pouiivhni ndsili. aby se pii vnitrostritnich kon- 
fliktcch neslala zikladem pro lcgitimizaci protindsili druhb sirany. 
Komisc pro potirdni nasili se k problcmatice lcgitin~izace nrisili 
v NErnecku.vyjddlila takto (Schwind aj. 1990, 139): ,,V mCdiich pHli3 
Caslo vyslovo~anfi slarost o sklouznuti SpolkovC rcpubliky do polohy po- 
licejniho stdlu zvJhodiiuje bagatelizaci i polilicky molivovanC ndsilne 
krirlliniilily," Podle ndzonl komise je stdlni poiddkovd moc v mCdiich Eas- 
lo dCmonizovha. Jde sc o takovC piipady, kdy po terorislickCni iiloku 
nejprve zavladnc zardcnost a rozhoiteni, Mere ale jc briy pickrylo oba- 
vami, aby reakce sldlu nebyla piili3 tvrda, a hCvyv0lala tnk spirdlu 
niisili, 

V tomlo kontexlu je nepochybnd, i e  obzvldSS ve vzlahu k tcroristickc 
nbsiln6 kriminalitE by rnasov6 media stirllulujici cfekt mil mohla. Mnoho 
tcroristickych aktivit je p r i m h e  zamEicno na publicitu. Komisc dopo- 
~ E u j c ,  aby zpravodajstvi o lerorismu poddvalo vcicjnosli inhi-macc vEc- 
ni! a zdrienliyE, aby ncpodnitilo cvcnludlni chutE k napodobcni, 

Uvecfr~le jcStE dva v y z k ~ n ~ y ,  ktcrd dokladaji, Bc musmcdirilni zprnvo- 
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tlajslvi m<~Ec mil dlouhodobi: vclky vliv na zdkladni spolctcnske hodno- 
Ly. V lclccli 1968 a2 1972 prudcc vzrosll ve Spolkovd rcpublice N&mccko 
poccl pfipnd; odpiriini vo.jcnskC slu2by. Kcpplingcr a Hachcnberg (1980) , 
obsahovou analyzou dokdzali, 2c lomu v lishu pfedchdzela mnohalctli le- 
gitimizacc odpirlini vojcnske sluZby z nibui.cnskych, morrilnich a poli- 
tickych d0vcld0, ani% by byla nEktcryn~i novinami zpochybnEna. Take 
sludcrllskk ncpokojc, klcrd niihlc vypukly v roce 1968 v NEn~ccku. Ize dB1 
alcspofi zEiisli do souvislosti s rnnollalctou tcmalizaci nckonventnich 
zp0sobQ chovrini v masovych mkdiich (srov. Kcpplingcr 1981). 

6,4. Masova m6dia a terorismus 

Jistk Sormy lcrorisn~ll. toli-7. lakovk akcc, u klerych r n u e  bJt pomoci 
mcdirilniho zpravodajslvi oslovena vcicjnosl, jsou cilcnE pro media in- 
sccnoviny (srov. napi. Picard 1984; Schmid a de Grad' 1982; Wcimann 
1990). Tcroristk vEdi. i e  ZurnnlislC maji sklony ddvat piednosl infor~na- 
cim o dramatickych a prudkych uddlostcch a referoval o nich. Weimann 
(1990, 16) citujc jcdnoho paleslinskeho tcrorislu, ktcry se po olympij- 
skS'ch hrlich v rocc I972 v MnichovE, kdc byli izraelSli titastnici zl?jmu- 
t i  jako rukojmi. vyjAdfil: ,,Vimc, Ec jaknlilc by na nEjaken1 jindm progra- 
nlu diivali sportovni picnos, lidd v Anglii i v Americe by lam okam2ilZ 
picpnuli tclcvizor .L poiadu o situaci 13alestincii ... Od Mnichovn u-i nikdo 
13alcstincc :mi jcjich osudy ncmii2e piehli2cl." ,Pivadlo teroru" 
(Wcimann) nasliivh piizpdsobcni~ll sc aspekliim sclekce zpriiv; nlczind- 
rodni lerorisnlus sc medidlni udfilosli stal. 

Ji*? Mahaln~iGimdhi, 4poStol nenhsili, tispESnE insccnoval b&hem osvo- 
bozcncckeho bojc proti Britiim ndsilne pseudouddlosli, aby ziskal pozor- 
nos1 svElovC vcicjnosli (kpiikladiim srov. Kunczik 1990). Napiiklad v ro- 
cc 1930 zorganizoval pochod da dharasanskych solnfch do10 a piipuslil. 
aby policistt ubili dlouhjrmi holemi s occlovJn~i Spicemi na konci tisicc 
dc~nonstranlu. 0 telo krvavC lrizni psalo vice ne2 dva lisicc novin. Na po- 
zomosl svEtovc! vcicjnosli byly zamEieny i akcc kypcrskC guerilly. klerii 
od roku 1954 bojovala pod plukovnikcn~ Grivas-lligheniscnl proli 
B r i t h .  % hlcdiska v~chozich vojenskjch pozic zbyla Kypfanim praktic- 
ky pouzc mo.i.nosl vdst psychologickj boj zan~Efenj na ncpiimC Ctinky, 
jcho2 ncjd01c.i.ilEj3i1ll cilcm byla mobilizacc svElove vcfejnosli. SvEtovy 
Lisk ojejich boji inl'orn~oval, jako by Slo o stiet Davida s GolidScrn. 
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6.5. Diskuse o ,,Reality-TV" a probldmu 
sekundhrni viktimizace 

IIeSinovat .,Iicality-TV" jc vclmi obti2n6, prolo2c obsahujc v3cchny 
mo%nC zpriivy. od skulcEnE spdchan)ich vra.7.d pics ndslcdnc! zdc11r:ulnc 
akcc a2 po amalkrskc5 filmy o kataslml'iich. K lomu jc ffcba jcfflE piiEisl 
tak zvanii dohan~cnl ;h i  dramatn, vc klerych sc hovoii o hislorickych ud3- 
lostech, jako nap?. o holocauslu, ,,Reality-TV" ddlc oznatujc pofady, s jc- 
jichi pomoci jsou rciilnd uddlosti vyu8ivdny k ziskdni co ncjvElBi pozor- 
nosti divbkft a pocuchinl jcjich n e r d .  Inl'ornlatni bodnola dCjc ib zprlivy 
a souvisloslecl~ udfilosll uslupuji do pozadi vc prospEch spcklakulfirni 
prezentace. 

V amcrick& lclcvizi byla ji2 k vitlEni opravdovd vrxida: na hibitovC vc 
Fort Lauderdtilc na Florid6 zasticlil jedcn nlu.7. dvanricli rana~l~i  z pistole 
svoji byvalou Zenu. Kamcran~an SpanElskb slanicc Tclemundo zavolnl po- 
Iicii. a2 kdyZ mu2 nascdl do aula a ujcl. Francouzsky lclcvizni SiIm ukazo- 
V a l  sc vScnli podrobnostnli unlirani Scstn;ictilclbho vojlika v Snrajcvu. 
V NEnlccku doprova~el v lcdnu 1993 lym souk~onid spolct3nosli ItTI, kvQ- 
l i  reporlaEi Idkaic zdchmnnl: sluEby do bylii snlrlclnC ncmocnycll lidi 
a pronitslcdovsl vrtulnikem prchajici spolupachalclc nchody. Jinii nEmcc- 
kd saukrornii stanice, Sall ,  vydala dokoncc pro poiatl Zachsiinci po.iiimi- 
kOnl kamery, a t i  je takb pouiili. SCSredaklor Sat1 Mlchacl Ihllz sc brinil 
lfm, Ze Je pokryleckb odsuzovaltidajnou brutalilu ,,Rcalily-'TV" a zfirovcil 
kaiazovat do ~pr i iv  brulfilnl obrazy z jugosldvskd obCanskC viilky. 

V NGn~cch  sc rmvinula intenzivni d i shsc  o hrimicich zpruvotlajslvi 
o ndsili, V ,,Z&iadfich proli zlehEovini a glorifikaci nrisili v lclcvizi AIZD" 
z dubna 1993 bylo zaujatoslanovisko i k .,Reality-TV": ,.Ka.i.dfi vyzva k vo- 
yeuristickym choulkam a primilivni louzc po senzaci jc ncpiipustnri. 
Lidskt! ulrpcni, pn01bEh unlirhi (napi. po qehodach) sc v kidnenl piipadr! 
nesnli sldt tisliednim piedn1Elem zddnlivE aulenlickk rcporlri2c. 
SnlESoviini fikce a shlctnosti  a cynicke vyuziviini ran qsudu ncho ka- 
lastrofickJich situaci je nCpiipustn6. Jc nulnc! dbdl vc8kergch priiv osob po- 
sliienjch. lzn. i e  soukronll ncsnll by1 poruSovdno, hrsnicc sludu a diistoj- 
nost i.lovEka nesn~i byt zralovhy." I'roblc~nalika zprnvodi~jslvi o ndsili sc 
jistE v ncjbliiSidobE stane Csticdnim aspektc~~ldiskusc o elice ?UIT~  ;I 1' Ismu. 

Jedna strank2 rnasrnedidlniho niisilf, je2 doposud hcbyla vc vjzhumu 
masovt! komunikacc ani v kriminologii vicc ro~cbir~ina. sc ~Yliii nriklcdkb, 
jqke n ~ b  vypodobnhi obEli zloEinu v rdnlci kriminalistickL'Iio zpsavodaj- 
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stvi pro obEC saniu. Vclkil pozomosl byla napiiklacl vtnovina zpravodaj- 
I 

stvi o pi-ipadu Williama Kcnncdyho Snlilha, synovcc tehdejSiho scndlora 
s[$u Massachusct.ls Edwarda Kcnncdyho. Tchdy liicclilctjr Smith by1 po- \ 

dczi-cly zc zniisilrlEni dcvittadvncclilclc! dcery milionhfc. Neobvykld na 
I 

tomlo kriminilninl piipadu bylo. 2~ riovlny - na rozdil od bEZnd praxe - 
vicckrilt uvcdly jnldno obEli zrlrisilnEni. Tjrden po d~nmElc!ni Einu bylo 
jmdno poprv6 uvcdcno v ,,Sunday Mirror" a pozdeji nasledovaly dalSi lis- 
~ y .  Talo skuleEnost jistit vyvolala v redakcich prudkc! diskusc. Novindii 
obyCc.jni: upou81E-ji od zvcic.jiiovrihi jmen obitli scxualnich dcliktb, aby za- 
brhiili spolcecnskc! sli&matizaci ltchto osob. Pdvod obCti by1 v piipadE 
Kcnncdyova synovcc povxiovh innCdii zil natolik zajiniavou informaci, 
?c dali pii 7vaZovrini obou argumcnld piednost povinnosli informovat. 

Jcn miilo sociiilnEvi'dcckych sludii sc zabyvd rcakccn~i okoli na ohEli, 
Jdc 6aslo o sckundlirni viktimizaci, kdy sc posti.ien&nu nlb'ie piihodit, 2e 
sc na zhklade mctliillniho zpravodajslvi stanc obEti p o d ~ ~ h d ,  1cntolaJt 
obtli sveho okoli. Jc vgak t?cba podotLnou1. Zc zpmvodajstvi o zloEinu 
mdBc 111it pro 0b3' i pozilivni ddsledky, nEkdy se loti? piiznivE projevi pii 
psychickdn~ zpracovini zliZilku. 

V Instilulu publicistiky v MohuEi by1 proveden vyzkum nazvanjr 
,,Sckundrirni viklimizacc v tiskovych mtdiich" (Kunczik a Bleh 1994), 
Cilcm bylo jednak shronlkidit zprdvy obEli o zkuSenoslech s mCdii a dd- 
le pak zjislit, jakj  vliv mli novinovd zpravodajstvi o niznjrch deliktech na 
to, jak sc jcdnollive obEli se svfm proiilkem vyrovnavaji. 

ZvlSSli: I I IUS~ by1 bran zietcl na kvalitativni podobu iivotni situace 
,,obES IrcslnQ~o Einui'. Pro tde  jsou rozdily u jcdnotlivjrch trestnjrch Einfi 
tak velkd a obtti nlaji rozdilnri socidlnl zazcmi, musely bjrt prostudovri- 
ny jcdnollivd piipady samoslatnE. (hrorng toho budc nhsledovat analjrza 
vc li~rmE typologizace obEti a moZnych forcm seL-undiimi viklinlizace), 

I'ro vyzkum byla scslavcna slwpina 650 obEli, klerjrm by1 poslin po- 
drobny dotaznik. Skupina byla vylvoicna vc spoluprdci s organizaci ,,Biljr 
kruh" ponlrihajici ob6tenl. Organizacc k lomulo fitelu poskytla akla 
o ohitlcch. PYibli2nE polovina oslovcnjch byla ochotna na vjrzL~n1u spo- 
lupracovat. NcjdfilcZitEj5i vyslcdky by se daly s h o u t  asi takto: Druhi 
viklimisacc 111ii?z nastal 113znjrm zpbsobcm a Easto se tjrkd olrizky re- 
idcntifikacc. MiiZc to znamcnat. Ze sc obEl boji byt vc svdm socijlninl 
okoli pozniuia, ncbo 2c sc obiivh dnl5iho Einu pachatcle nebo pachatelo. 
at' ji? z jakychko!iv dbvotib. Dolazovani lakt vclmi iraslo kritizovali nc- 
cillivc! zpdsoby 2urnalistb. 
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Odaje dotazovanjrch tjkajici sc jcjich situacc a zku5cnosli s mCdii jsou 
Vclicc niznc! a vykazuji 'SirokC rozpEli jak pozitivnich, tuk ncgalivnich 
zku3cnosti. Uvedme n5kolik piipadh. 

Vclnli Easto obtti hitizovaly nccitlivt zpravodajstvi ncbo takovC. ktc- 
rc! neodpovidd shteEnosli. Znbsiln5ni Etyiiali.icclileld Zcny bylo v rcgio- 
ndlnich novinach popsdno lakto, ,,Gastronon~ickd a Iio~nunikalivni pie- 
dehra sc odehrdla v ,,hospodP, nejniZSi kalegoricf', brulrilni tClc-ii-tC~c 
v jednom soukronl6ni don15 ve Wildeshauscnu", (Jmc!no ~nale obcc bylo 
zveiejnEno). V Eldnku bylo ddlc uvedcno. Zc v proccsu pesobilo vyslo- 
vene nezvykle nlnoho Zen v liicdnlch rolich: stdtni z&itupkyrlE, prrivnit- 
ka jako ialobkynt za obEf, piiscdici soudkynE, znalkynt a obhfijkynit. 
List to nadutE konicnlaval: ,,Co je lohle za pokrok!" ObEl. klei-ri jcStE by- 
la v Sohu, poznamenala o zprdvc: .,CellcovE to bylo Lo ncjhroznitjii, co 
jseni kdy Eella!" 

V jinCn1 pHpadu zndsilnCni se dvacelilcld obEti nagli5sli podaFilo uprch- 
nout pole, co se ji pachatel pokusil surovymi ranami a koprinci usmrtit. 
ObSl ulrpEla tE?ka poranEni po ccl6nl LElc, doloiend ICkaFskym osvttlCc- 
nim. ,,Denik Bild" referoval o ton110 treslnCnl Einu vc zpravi: nndepsand 
titulcm: ,,Sexudlni gangster pokousrin". Odpornc! 1iEc1ii bylo postizenou 
hegativnE hodnoceno zvlaSt5 proto, Ee v texlu bylo jc6lE kc vSc~nu uve- 
den0 i jeji bydliSt5, mala obec v sevcmim Ni5m~cEcli. 

Cast)Fm ptedmEten1 hitiky bylo take vyslupovani Zumalistd pii soud- 
nim jednfinl, jcdnc! z nejdbleiilEjSich a ncjpohnutEjSich uddlosti pro obEI. 
Ctyiiatiicetiletjr mut, obEi poboddni, vzpomind: .,Rcportc!r piilon~ny 
v soudni sini bthem jednhi  Eetl noviny, a mohl proto jcn ncpiesni: na- 
psat, o teniese" jednalo." 

Policejnifiiednici, kteiE sc stali obEtnli pii vjrkonu povolani, si Easto stE- 
Suji na zpdsob zpravodajstvi. Ctyiiatiicetileljr policcjni liiednik, Ilcry pii- 
stihl zlodEjepii Einu, by1 pachateli tEZcc zranEn a 1CnlEi usn~rccn. ObET vy- 
povldd: ,,Utrptl jsenl celkenl25 bodnych ran na hlavE, byla mi zlorncna 
nosni chrupavka a dAle jsem utrpEl tZkd poranEni rananli boxcrcnl. /..,I 
Jeden z pachatelfi se mE pohs i l  uSkrtit a druhjr sc mi Snaiil vzit zbrafi. 1'0 
delSim boji se mi pachatelc podaiilo selffist. I'ii n4slcdnc!m vjrsticlu by1 je- 
dcn z pachatele usnucen. /.../Trestni stihdni proli mnE za usmrccni ElovE- 
ka bylo zastavcnopo tiech mgsicich." Policejni liicdnik kritizujc na mcdi- 
dlnim zpravodajstvi piedevSin1 titulek: ,,Policista vyslielil - lupit ~nrtcv'.. 
CialSi problkm vidi policista v tom, .ie iumdistd vylitili vc vice Clrincich 
ptipad lak subjektivnE, jako by sc jednalo o chybn6 chovrini policisly. 
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IIalSin~ dranialickyn~ piikladcm jc piipad padeslliletdho nluZe, ktcr)i 
by1 vc sv6n1 dome pfcpadcn a tEZcc zranEn a jcho Zcna usnlrccna. 0 pii- 
pndu napsalo pE1 tlnlikii, %urtlnlistC zisknli inl'ormacc EistcEnE od obiiti 
v ~icniocriici, I'osli%enj pi.&!: .,%piisob, jakynl sc na mE v ncnlocnici re- 
porleii vrhli, pova2uji za krqjnif ncp?i.jcninY a poni2ujici." ObCl' nckriti- 
zovala ~pravod:ijslvi pro nccillivC IiEcni trcslnCho Einu. alc slE%ujc si: ... 
,.Oliskli ~lapiiklad obrlizck domu a nlista Einu. V laxtu slrilo, i c  rnajitcl 
lc2i v ncmocnici. tcdy Zc v do~nE nikdo ncni, tin12 vzniklo ncbczpcEi 
vloupini!" V Lon110 piipiidi! ob2I pravdepodobnd trauniaticky zdEilck 
usnlrccni man8clky n vlaslnich zrandni tdmEi pollailila a do popicdi se 
dostnlo ncbczpcci, Zc by sc mohla stit obdli vlouprini znovu. 

Uvcdmc Lake pfipad pozitivnich dlislcdktI zpravodi~jstvi o obELi zloEi- 
nu. Caslo jc pro obELi po Cinu tE%kd o zlZitku hovoiit. Mddia nlohou v la- 
kovC~n pfipadi: schrril tliilcZilou Sunkci, LoliZ ulcliEil obEli..aby doklizala 
vysvitllil okoli svou siluaci. Scslailly?icclilcti Zcr~a byla na ulici por6e-  
nil svynl byvalym zniirnyln, klcry ji potonl jcSlE vylil do obliEcje kyscli- 
nu z balcrii. ObGS vypovitl;i: ,,V ncnlocnici sc na rill: vSichni divali, jako 
bych sc doslaln do rvaEky. KdyZ vylla v novinrich zpriva, zaCali,sc lnnou 
vsichni jnkoby na omluvu konlunikoval:'. 

CclkovC hodnoccni nlasmedirilniho zpravodajstvi ob t tn~i  piincslo pic- 
kvap~~jici vfslcdck. ZkoumanC zpravodnjstvi. rozdElcnC do nlnoha dil- 
Eich ;~qpcktb. bylo pfcviZnou vEtSinou dolrizanych posouzeno jako pozi- 
tivni. VEtSina doljzmych hodnotila pozitivnE, Zc se o jcjich pi-ipadu 
psalo, zpravodajstvi oznatila, za ncutrrilni a pfin18icnC a s dalSi zprdvou 
by souhlasila. 0 piinriScnych krinlinrilnich zprivrich by mEli 2urnalislC 
inlcnsivnE tliskulovat. Obdti doklridaji, Zc zpravodajslvi o krin~inaliti! pl- 
ni vicc I'unkci. nc2 aby jcn inl'ormovnlo vcicjnosl. V mnoha piipadcch na 
scbc novinrii bcrc diilc8ity l i k ~ l  pomoci obEli pii psychickCn1 zpracovl~ 
ni zkiilku a pii znovuza'.azeni sc do svCho pcvodniho socirilniho pro- 
slicdi, z nEho% byla obEt' v diislcdh udilosli vyiazcna. ZllrnalislC musi 
postupoval vclicc cillivE, aby obEti nezpiisobili 2adnou dalSi lijn~u. 

6.6. Dilcma rozhodoviini 

Vc s\@ profesni praxi stqji Zurnalista v podstatE stllc picd rozhodova- 
nim, zda sc m i  fidit krildric~n vgztlamu udrilosli, pi-edpoklridanfm z l -  
jlllcm rccipicnlb a mo.i.nymi pozilivnimi a ncgalivni~ni dfisledky zpravo- 
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dajstvi, anii  by mEl pro sv6 rozhodnuti zajiStEnou zlkladnu zaloicnou na 
vjsledcich vyzhmu. Jak je takov6 rozhodovdni 1Eik6, I;LC ukiizat na pii- 
kladu zpravodajstvi, kterd mohlo znanlenat pokles dcliktd. V rocc 1960 
probEhla v USA vlna En~drSli hakovych kiiid po zdcch. NGktcrC lokrilni 
noviny o tom ncpsaly z obavy picd napodobovlinim. JinC noviny zprrivy 
publikovaly bez ohledu na nlo.in6 diislcdky, Srovnilni (srov. Kivcrs 1973. 
544) rozdilnjrch ddslcdM zadrZtrl1 ti zvefcjntni zprlvy ukrizalo. Zc pub- 
1il;ovdni zprdvy vcdlo k napodoboviinf. V obcich, kdc sc o Emiirrini psi!- 
lo, zaznamanali jcStE jeden vyznaniny vedlcjSi cl'ckt: mobilizaci vcicjnC- 
ho mintnl - Einy byly vciejni5 zavricny. SrovnatclnC odn~ilnuli 
untisemitskych dclikttI v obcich, klcrC zprivu ncpublikovali. ncbylo zjiS- 
[$no. Korcktni inforniacc vytvoiila pddu pro Lo, aby se lid6 zabyvali sc 
nebczpeEin1 antisemitismu. 

6.7. ,,Pozitivniu niisledky zpravodajstvi o nhsili: 
spokojenost s vlastni situaci 

V piipadu Eniiirdni hSkovyc11 kiilir se ponloc zc strany zkounlini litin- 
kir praklicky rovnala nulc. U zpravodajstvi o zloEinu by v5ak ji2 bylo 
nloZn6 vysledky bddrini pouZil v praxi (jc-li moinC pfcvCst v Jsledky amc- 
rickc! sludie na podminky oslatrlich zenli; srov. Healh 1984). 1% zkou- 
mini dEinkit zprtiv o zloEinu se vychtizclo ze lii nislcdujicich hypol6z: 
1. 1nfornlace:~ini m6nE se pod6 informaci o motivech pachatclc ncbo 

o vztahu mezi pachatclem a obCti, tim vEt3i bude recipientiiv slrach 
a obava, f e  neexistuji ochrannd opatfeni proti lipln& svCvolnE plcha- 
nfm zloEindm. 

2, PoruSeni normy: Cim vice se informujc o bizwnich, scnzatnich zloili- 
nech, pii nichf bylo poruScno hned nEkolik norcni (napi. 5ena ncbyla 
jen zavrddtna, ale jest6 rozsekba a znlrazena, vrxidy dELi apod.), tin1 
ttEtSi budc recipientdv strach. 

3, Lokalni vztah: Faktory, ktert! nahilngjl slrach, vyskytuji-li sc v nlistnin~ 
o h h u  (napf. nesmysln6, ncoddvodnilelnC zloEiny), pSrsobi opaEnt 
a zbavuji strachu, dgji-li se dalcko. V negativnich siluacich sc lid6 
srovndvaji s ttnli, klerym sc vede jest5 tiiii, a vlastni slrach lak rcdu- 
kuji. 
UvedenC teze byly ovEiovriny laboratorntm expcri~ncnlcm a dolazo- 

v h i m  335 nrlhodnE vybranfch E t e n a  36 novinovych tilullq. Ciln vice 
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I 
noviny piSi o zloZirtcch v jinych nlEslech ncbo stdlcch, kde patrnE vice Ei 
n16nE bldznivi zloEinci propadaji an1oLv a vybiraji si svC obELi nid~odnE, 
linl bczpcfneji sc Etcndii citi ve vlastnim okoli. Bizarni zloEiny nezne- , 
pokojuji. pokud sc dEji daleko. V mistnim okruhu je to piesnE naopak, 

I 
n&hodnc zloEiny, p?ed kterfmi sc palm5 nelze chriieit, nah5lEji strach. 
P a h d  jc alc v Lisku vysvCtleno, v jakCn1 vztahu byla obEl k pachateli, 
a jsou uddny cvcnludlni motivy Einu (napi. je-li obgl charaklerizovAna ja- I 
ko pasnk), jc strich dalcko men%. 

% Hcathovych studii vyplyva pro qravodajstvi o zloEinu n5kolik do- 1 
lc2itljch ponautcni. V mislninl okruhu vzbuzuji zprivy o senzatnich zlo- I 

Zincch hnizu. To samC plati pro zprivy o zlotincch, ktere jsou vyliteny I 
jako naodnc!. Vzniku ncodfivodnilelnCho strachu Ize zamczit, podaji-li 
sc inlbrmacc o pozatii zloEinu (napi. ?te se pachatel a obEE znali, ncbo i e  I 

se zlotin slal v prosliedi vyktiEcnych domfi). Zpriivy o daleko vzdiile- 
nych zlotincch uklidfiuji, protogc ukazuji, jak bezpcent s i  my lady 2ijc- 
n1c. 

Sociiilnirnu srovnhni mbBe poslouZit i negativni image jinych sthtfi vy- 
lvoicny n~asovfn~i  nltdii, jako napf. IiEeni rozvojovjrch zemi nebo celjch 1 
konlinentfi jako Afrika jako donlo& chudiiL4, v nick2 panuje nouze, bi- 
da, zlotin a korupce. PoLud se takovjr ncgalivni image vytvofi (mfiic zce- 
la odpovidal realitE, ale to zde neni podstatne), je velnli pravdEpodobn6, 
2e stoupne spokojehost obyvatelstva s vlaslni situacl, nebot spokojenost 
neni zAvisl5. na shtcEne vjrSce iivotni kvality, ale na tom, co se zvoli ja- I 

ko srovniivaci zrikladna pro posouzeni vlastnf sociiilni situace. Spatnjr ob- 
raz zahraniti nabidnc kontrasl s vlastni situaci; srovniini poukazuje na to, 
jaksc mime dobie. Podlc jedn6 zpravy v Easopise ,,Journalist" (10,1988) 
puiiidalo ministerstvo informaci v Malajsii tisk, aby ve svjch zprgvach 
diskrediloval zahraniEi. Malajsie patrnE vZZ, i e  se ji tak podaii odvest po- 
zornosl od vltlslnihb pornSov3ni lidskjrch pdv. Celii akce se nazyvft ,,spra- 
vcdlivc! vyrovniini toLv informaci". 

Prvnl teoreticke analjrzy nlasove komunikace byly Uzcc spjaly s ma- 
sovE psychologickfmi koncepty a vychazely z picdpokladu, 2e v8cmoc- 
n15, omnipotentni, medium ovliviluje bezbrannt sociiilnE izolovanC rcci- 
pienty, jak sc mu zlibi (viz kap. 1.2.). NicmenE ji2 prvni cn1pirich.E studic, 
kterC zkoumaly titinky nlasovd komunihcc, vedecky vywdtily jcdnotlu- 
chy model ..podnSt-reakcc". Vlivem analjzy, ktcrou provedl Joseph T. 
Klapper v prdci Jhe effect of mass con~municationsh' (Utir~elr pros~ied- 
kfi rnasovt komunikace), se dolninantni teorii 3cdcslit)ich Ict stal niuor, 
fe masova media nemaji iddnjr hEinek. Klappcr tvrdil, t c  nlasovd konlu- 
nikace zpravidla nernfiie bft pol;liid.d*a za nezbylny nebo piinldieny 
piedpoklad vzniku ngjakjrch 6EinM. Masova mCdia jsou v inleraktivnin~ 
vztnhu s dalzimi zprosriedhjiclmi faktory, jejichi povdla jc takovB. 2e 
v normiilnim plipadE masovii komunikace neni jcdinou piiEinou, alc pou- 
ze jedninl z mnoha faktod, je2 posiluji jig existujici stav (bcz ohledu na 
dang konltretni piipad, at u i  jde o volebnim rozhodnuti, dispozicc h de- 
viantninlu chovhi ,  nebo o celkovjr postoj k iivotu a jeho problembm; 
a nezdvisle na tom, zda dm); dEioek Ize zjistit na socihlni, t i  na indivi- 
dudlni drovni). Media maji tendenci spiSe posilovat net  mihit. 

Mezi zprostfedkujici faktory majicf kladny vliv na posileni UEinku ma- 
SOVB komunisJace Kl apper (1 960,18) zaiazuje: 
1. predispozice recipient0 (v);btrovC vystaveni sc mCdiu, jcho vjbErovt 

vn imhi  i vjbErov8 retence), 
2, skupiny a sLvpinov6 notmy, 
3. interpersonalni roz3iiovbni masovE kon1udikovnnJ;cb ohsahb, 
4, uplatnEni ndzoroveho vddcovstvi, 
5 .  povahu masovjch lllCdii v hospodftstvi volnt soutEe. 

Vliyny Elhek  Williama J. McGuirse (1969) v Handbook ol.social psy- 
cholog'y (UEebnice sociQlnl psychologie) zastivd stdlc jcSM nfizor. pmlle 
n6hoZ v$slcdky vjrzkun~fi urnoifiuji piedpoklfidat, Zc masovd mdtiia nc- 
nlnji ?Ah); &3nek. To je ov3em absolutnE neudditelne Lvrzcni, klcrC sc 
vG.io pouze na bzkg indivlduiilnt zandknjr koncept dEinku a vychdzi 
z nlylnCho pfedpokladu, 'te posilcni existujlcich postojl ncni tddn)im 
1I6inl;em. 
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a spoletenskd chovini (,,Television and Social Behavior"), jeZ v roce 
1982 shrnula uplynuljch 10 let arnerickdho vyzkumu pdsobeni televize, 
Na jednC jedint stranl se dotterne, 2e nejnovzjsi vysledky zkoum9nI po- 
tvrdily dTivEjSi poznatky o tom, Ze nhsili ukazovand v televizi a nhslednh 
agresivita m i  kauzilni spojitost (srov. Television and Social Behavoir 
1982, 89). 0 nEkolik iddkri niZe se uvidi, i e  doposud Zidni studie ne- 
piinesla dlikaz o tom, Ze by konzurnace televizniho nisili vedla k nh- 
slednd agresi. Krorn6 toho jsou v tdto zpriv6 uveiejnzny vysledky dvou 
panelovfch studif (srov, Milavsky aj. 1982), jejichB shrnuti pravi, Ze nSI- 
sili ukazovani v televizi zcela ziejrnE: nepiispivi k nrisledni agresivittf re- 
cipientli. 

Piestoie panuje vSeobecni shoda v tom, Ze v televizi je k vidEni hod- 
nE nisili (dle NCTV-news E. 5, 1984 je v americkt televizi roEnE ukazo- 
vino na 10 000 vraid a 60 000 pokush o vraidu), nejsou jiZ jednotnd nh- 
zory o torn, v jake mire a kvalit6 je nhi l i  pfedvid6no. Kvantita nhsili, bez 
ohledu na opakovand piedvidEni, neni pro ofekAvant ddsledky rozho- 
dujici, nebot' rnezi kvantitou nisilnjch aktd a diviky vnirnanou hrubosti 
neexistuje i i d n i  k~nsistentni souvislost - jinjrni slovy z miry zjiStEndho 
niisili nelze posuzovat eventuilni dbsledky, Posledni v N5mecku prove- 
deni zkournfini ukrizala, i e  v ntmeckjlch zhbavnych pofadech je dennl 
zavraidEno asi 70 lidi; nejvice na programu Pro 7 (20 mrtvjlch dennb) 

nejmdn; v ARD (6 zavraidEnych denn6) (srov. Groebel 1992). 
Piimou spojitost rnezi obsahem a litinkern zatim nikdo kromE takzvh- 

nych ,,poEitaEh rnrtvol" neproklamuje. V obzvliltl! kiiklavt forrn6je ten- 
to njzor prezentovin v Elinku ,,SvEtovy jed - nasili" v Easopise ,,Skola 
a my" (fijen 1985) rozdhvanCm zdarrna ZBkfim a uEitelhm v Bavorsku. 
clinek pfiniigel vysledky jednd studie lichotivti oznaEen6 za ,,obsahovou 
analyzu". Autor dospEl k nizoru, 2e byla prokhzina p?imh souvislost ob- 
sahu a domn6lCho pbsobeni. ZdsadnE vSak plati, Ze liEinky urtittho pro- 
praniu s piedvidtnym nisilim jsou zivisld na obsahu (nap?. drarnatur- 
gickCn1 zpracovini; kontextu d6je; zpdsobu pfedvid6ni nrisili), na 
osobnosti dandho divika (nap?, na jeho vEku: pohlavi; inteligenci; agre- 
sivitE; sociilni integraci atd.) a na situaci, za jake se diva (nap?, sbrn; s pfb- 
teli; s rodiEi apod,). 
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Mira nlsili zjiitlnd v jednotlivych obsahovjch analjzlch zivisi na de- 
finici nhsili a jeji operacionalizaci, na vyb6ru zkournan)'ch poiadb a na 
urteni jednotky analjlzy. Jednotlivt postupy se vfrazn6 odliluji zjiPt6nou 
mlru nhsili. Pojrny agrese a nhsili byvaji obzvl4SS 1, souvislosti s diskusi 
o rnoinfch efektech rnasrnediilniho piedvddbi hltsili defi~~ovdny nej- 
nIzn6jSirn zptjsobern (anebo take vbbec ne, jako by o jejich vyznamu exis- 
toval obecnjl konsensus). Pod pojrnern individuilni nisili (agrese) je chii- 
pino drnyslnd fyzickt a neb0 psychicke podkozovtini jednk osoby, tivgch 
bytosti a vlci druhou osobou. 0 aspektu strukturilniho nasili, tedy nisi- 
li zabudovandho do socihlniho sysdnlu, ktert se projevi~je v nerovnych 
vztazich k rnoci (Zivotnirn Sancirn), kterd rndZe existovat bez konkrCtni- 
ho viditelndho aktdra a jeho phsobenf si obEt' ani nemusi byt vEdoma 
(Galtung 1971), se zde dale zrnifiovat nebudeme, nebof zatim nebylo ve 
zkoumhni pdsobeni medihlrli? pFedvhdEndho nhsili zohledn6no. 

Obsahovh analjlza pfedvid6ni nltsili proveden8 v mezinirodnim kon- 
textu odhalila jistou jednotici tendenci, co2 s ohledem na podil televiz- 
nich serilld vyrobenfch v USA, slou2icich i jako vzor pro vlastni pro- 
dukci, neni velkjm pfekvapenim, (To vSak neplati pro pfedvidgnt nasili 
ve vychodoasijskfch audiovizucilnich mddiich, Japonskd televizni pro- 
grainy jsou jest6 daleko hrubgi neZ programy arnerickd. V americkych fil- 
mech je nhsili provhdtino zlyrni, negativnimi protagonisty a t6mEr neni 
ukazovhna krev, riny apod. V Japonsku jsou vSnk kladni protagoniste 
Easto obtStrni nisili a negativni ddsledky ukazovhni krve a ran tu vystu- 
puji do popfedi; srov. nap?. Iwao 1981. Heidt (1983) mbte doloiit, f e  
v hongkGrigskjlch seriilech je zlo a nebezpeti zakoientno v samornC 
struktuie spol~Enosti. P?edstaviteld Spitkovgch spoletenskych pozic jsou 
reprezentanty zla.) 

Nisili ukazovani v televizi je spojenu s maskulinni roli a probihii mezi 
rlezntimfmi lidmi. Nisili mdZe byt pro objekt smrtelnd, ale jen ziidka je 
prezentovitno ve spiojeni s bolesti a utrpenim. Nhsili je s  spech hem poufi- 
vAno protagonisty charakterizovangrni jako kladni i zhporni, juko nistroj 
k dosa2eni clle a k feSenI konfliktri, Celkov6 je n6silnC chovtini v zdbav- 
nich prograrnech televize piedv8dEno jako norrndlni, b6tnd stratepie cho- 
vhnf, ke kteri bez skrupuli sahaji i moriIn6 bezdhonni jedinci. Takovd ni- 
sili b3vB Easto legitimizovfino jako sebeobrana. Televize nabizl modely 
jednini, kterd demonstruji dosafeni legitimnz uznhvnnfch cilb (blahobyt, 
rnoc, presti2, spravedlnost) za pomoci nelegitimnich prostiedkli (nlsili). 

Interpretace dchto poznatkd obsahovi analjzy vSak zdstiva v litera- 
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tufe sporni. Friedrich Hacker (1988) eapfi'klad tvrdi, Ze nhsili je ,,tajne 
po$elstviU masov~ch rnddii. Takd podle Gerbnera (1976) rozSihje tele- 
vize obraz hrubiho, bidndho, nebezpeEn6ho svEta. Dolf Zillrnann (1980) 
spatiuje naproti tomu hlavni poselstvi televiznich krimindlnich filmQ 
v tom, i e  zlotinci bjvaji chyceni a uvEzn6ni a ulice budou bezpeCnEjSi, 
Protoie dobro vidy zvitzzi, je dle Zillmanna poselstvim televize to, Ze 
svEt je bezpeEnj. 

Bez ohledu na interpretaci zjiSt8ni je obsahovh vystavba nhsilnych te- 
leviznich poiadd z teoretickeho hlediska tCmEi optimhlni: Nhsili se aZ na 
menSi nehody t6mEi vZdy vyplatf. Pozorovatel si tedy mbZe odvodit pra- 
vidlo, i e  si sitm musi di t  dobrf pozor, aby uSel potrestdni, ktesC utrpE1 na 
konci filmc: ,,zlf" protagonists, jenZ bEhem dEje mnohokrit v jednotli- 
vjch sekvencich dspESnE nhsili pouZil. Z teoretickeho hlediska je  obsah 
udElhn tak, aby vzbudil a udriel pozornost: Ndsil1-16 Einy jsou od ostatni- 
ho dEje zietelnr! odliBeny ,,akci a dynamikou" (hudbou); nisili je hodno- 
ceno pozitilurnE, je jednoduchi, tedy relativn6 snadno vnimatelni a repro- 
dukovatelni, je velmi Eastd a je ukazovAno jako dspE9nf nistroj. Tim jsou 
dhny piesnc! ty znaky, kterC Badura (1979) ve sv& analyze stimulatnich 
modelfi oznaEil jako determinanty pozornosti. V Zddnbm piipad6 vSak na 
tomto mist& nesmi dojit k chybg, Ze by se dal do pfimk spojitosti obsah 
sdEleni a lizinek na divaka. 

Americky antropolog George 0. Wright (1954) proved1 interkulturni 
srovnfini lidovjch pohddek a povCsti a vCnoval zvlhStni pozornost vf- 
skytu rfizngch forem agrese. Dle jeho vjsledkb jsou ve spoletnbstech, 
kterC dbaji na vysokoq kontrolu agrese u dEtl, pvhBdky a povgsti charak- 
terizoviny nhsledujicim znakem: Agresivni hrdihovd si za objekt agrese 
vybiraji cizince a nepTittele, nikdy pfitele. Q t o  znaky charakterizuji ta- 
kC surovC zabavni poiady v televizi a mohou byt interpretoviny jako in- 
dikiitory spoleEnosti charakterizovanb vysokfm stupnEm strachu pled 
agresi. 

8.3. Vybran6 teze k liEinkdm zobrazovan6ho nhsili 

Klltn,ge: 

Tato tezr,, jeZ se objevila j i i  u Aristotela, naSla druhy zdroj v psycho- 
terapii sebevyjitdfenim vyvinut6 Josefem Breuerem a Sigmundern 
Freudem neb0 v katarzni terapil, v niZ se pouZiva hypndzy k piekon$nI 

pPek5Zek proti vystoupeni potlaEovanbho, a tIm k umoZnEni odreagovfi- 
nl potlaEenych afekth. PRvrZenci katarzni teorie vEtSinou vychazeji 
z existence vrozeneho agresivniho pudu a tvrdi, 2e dynamickym spolu- 
prot ivhim n8silnjch Einh, pozorovan~ch u fiktivnfch modeld, ubyvfi ve 
fantazii odhodlhni recipienta projevit vlastni agresivni chovhni (postulht 
funkCni ekvivalence forem agrese). 

Katarzni teze mB vice variant. Nejprve se tvrdilo, Ze kaZdh forma fan- 
tazijni agrese mh katarzni efekt. PozdEji se objevil argument, i e  spolu- 
proZivhni agresivnich aktb ve fantazii redukuje agresi pouze tehdy, je-li 
recipient ernocionhlnlS vzrugen neb0 mCli k agiesi sklony. Tfetf varianta 
klade ddraz na obsahovd aspekty a pdstuluje vypuknuti katarznich efek- 
tb pouze tehdy, jsou-li bolesti a zranlni obEti neb0 obEti Bgrese se vSi pa- 
drobnosti ukdzArly. VSechny tfi formy katarzni teze Ize pova2ovat za em- 
piricky vyvricenb (ssov. Kunczik 1975). SniZeni agresivity na zakladd 
odplynuti agresivniho pudu sledovhnim nhsilnjch medidlnich obsahb ne- 
nastdvh. 

I Seymour Feshbach, dlouholety zastirnce katarzni teorie, se od svCho 
pfesviSdEeni odklonil a danB zji9tEni posuzuje nov6: ,,Vfsledky mi ukd- 
zaly, i e  podminky, za jakych mbZe ke katarzi dojit, nejsou bEin6, 
Podminky podporujici agresi se vyskytuji mnohem CastEjiU (Feshbach 
1989,71). Teze, Ze by d8ti nhsili v televizi konzumovat mely, zasthvd ve 
vEdC pouze malh menSina. K tdto menSin6 padi napiiklad Bruno 
Bettelheim (1988), kter j  se domniv8, Ze je velmi dblefitd, aby si dEti vy- 
tvofily k ndsili sprdJn9 postoj: zavirat pfed nim oEi by sotva mohlo b j t  
povaZouino za nejprospESn6jSi plistup. Bettelheim vSak doporutuje, aby 
se rodit?& d8tmi divali na televizi spoleEnlS. 

Inhibice: 
Tuto tezi lze povaZovat za alternativni moZnost interpretace vSech stu- 

dii uvedenych jako ddajnC ddkazy teze katarzni. Pozorovdni ndsilneho 
chovhni mbZe pry u recipienta vyvolat strach z agrese, kterj sniZi jeho 
odhodlhni k vlastnimu agresivnimu chovhni. Zvl6StE realistick6 IiEeni ni- 
sili, pfi kterdm jsou zretelnt! ukhzdny jeho dosledky, vyvolaji ddajnd spi- 
Se strach neZ agresi (Kniveton 1978). 

Kognitivnipodpora: 
Schopnost uvolnit se Einnosti fantazie je povaZovdna za adaptivni me- 

chanismus, kterg umoLiluje kontrolovat a posouvat bezprostiedni dopad 
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impulsD (Feshbach a Singer 1971). Fantazie byvi dzce spojovina s kog- 
nitivnirni schopnostmi, nebot' jedinec s relativnl! omezenymi kognitivni- 
mi schopnostmi (nizkou inteligenci), a s tirn spojenou relativng slab8 yy- 
vinutou obrazotvornosti a schopnosti abstrakce (fantazii), rnusi nutnl! 
spolChat na vn6jSi zdroje (nap?. na televizi), aby se zisobil rnateri%lem 
podn6cujicim fantazii, Tim se schopnosti kontrolovat agresivni irnpulsy 
dostane kognitivni podpory. Experiment provedeny Feshbachem 
a Singerem (197 1) nepfinesl bez ohledu na protichOdn6 interpretace dat 
Zddnk dfkazy o tom, Be by se rnladistvyrn muZbrn s omezenyrni kogni- 
tivnimi schopnostmi a relativni! slab6 vyvinutou obrazotvornosti dostalo 
konzurnem agresivnich televiznich poiadb kognitivni podpory, jeZ by se 
projevila libytkem zjevnC agrese (podrobngji srov. Kunczik 1987). . 

Replikace Williarna D. Wellse (1973) tuto tezi rovn6Z popiri. 

Stirnulace: 
Podle tito teze (v kaidirn ohledu zcela protiMadn6 dornn6nce katarz- 

niho sniieni pudu) stoupi u recipienta sledovinim nisilnjch obsahd od- 
hodlanost k agresivit6. Tato teze byla zikladem Berkowitzovfch (aj, 
1970) ,,wisconsinskych studii", kteri probihala podle nisledujiciho pa- 
radigmatu: Frustrovanym, resp. nefrustrovan)sm pokusnyrn osobim (stu- 
dentbm) byly promitnuty kritkC filrnovC sekvence, v nichZ bylo nisili 
piedvedeno jednou jako oprivnEn6 a podruhd jako neoprivnl!nC. 
Berkowitz aj. nernohou jednoznatnl! dokkat  nirSlst agresivity podrninb 
ny mCdii. 

Hnbitualizace: 
Podle tCto teze se stilyrn a opakovanyrn konzurnern televizniho nisili 

sni2uje citlivost na nisili aZ do tC miry, Be nisili bude posleze nazirino 
jako normilni vSedni chovini. Belson (1978) neziskal bi!hern dlouhodo- 
bC studie Zidni dhkazy o tom, Ze by s mirou konzvrnu nisilnych poiadb 
dochizelo k otupEni vdEi nhsili, Be by nisili zaEalo byt povaiovino za 
vhodny nistroj k ieSeni konfliktD a Ze by vznikl nizor o nevyhnutelnos- 
ti nisili. Z celkovCho pohledu neexistuji Zidne ddaje, jeZ by tuto tezi pod- 
pofily a doklidaly takovk zm6ny struktury osobnosti recipienta, kter6 by 
se vyvijely smtrem ke lhostejnosti vdEi reilndrnu nisili. Griffiths 
a Shuckford (1989) poukizali na jistou logickou inkonzistenci domngn- 
ky o postupnC ztrhtl! senzibility, totif na otizku, proE se lid6 tak ridi na 
nisili v televizi divaji a proE jej rnaji za tak zibavnd? 
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Poznamenejrne jests, Ze spoleEni! s Psychologickfm Institutern univer- 
zity v MohuEi byla provedena metaanalyza rlilezl! vyzlqJmu habitualizat- 
ni teze (srov. Frilhlich, Kunczik, Vossel, Bleh a Streit 1992). Celkem bylo 
k tCto ternatice identifikovimo tficet studii vzniklych v obdobi od r. 1983 
do r. 1992. Ukizalo se, Ze s terminern opakovand sledovdni ncisili v televi- 
zi se operovalo velice rozdiln6. Nakonec byla vyhledina vSechna Setieni, 
kteri n6jakou formou zkournala nisledky nisilnych obsahd v alespolI qua- 
si-experimentilni podstatl! bud opakovanyrn pYedklidinirn stejneho mate- 
ridlu, nebo jednirn Ei opakovanyrn piedvedenirn takovCho rnateriiilu s ohle- 
dem na rnediilni biografii. Vysledkern studie bylo zjigtgni, Ze vi!tSina 
shrorniZdl!njkh studii se zabyvala spiSe jinymi formarni phsobeni. 
HabitualizaEni tezi je tfeba podrobit jest6 empirickirnu zkournani, co2 je 
z pohledu rnnoZstvi studii o nisili v televizi piekvapujici. 

Neu'ci'nnost: 
Vfsledky studii o liEincich jsou znaEni! odliSnC v zivislosti na prostfe- 

di, kde byly provedeny - zda v laboratofi Ei v terknu. V laboratofi Easto 
dochizi k vyraznyrn dEinkhm a v terCnu, kde jsou zkoumhni provad6na 
v ,,piirozenCm" prostiedi, tomu tak neni. Nizor, Ze masmedialn6 distri- 
buovanC nisili neni pro genezi skuteEn6ho ndsili v$marnnC, je zastavin 
rnj. s oddvodnEnirn, Be doposud Zidni studie nepfinesla jednoznaEnj, dii- 
kaz nirSlstu nisili indukovanirn mddii. Tito autofi argumentuji, Ze nile- 
zy z laboratornich studii jsou silni! pfeinterpretoviiny a n6kterC problCmy 
jsou v rjrnci vyzkurnu Easto ignoroviny. V rimci studii v terinu p j ne- 
ni dostaiEni ochota interpretovat slab6 nihodnd korelafni koeficienty 
rovnajici se nule podle toho, co skuteEnC znizorfiuji, a sice jednoznaEnC 
odkazy na to, 2e mezi rnedihlnlrn nisilirn a reilnyrn nisilim neni Zhdnjr 
vztah. Negativni, spoleEensky Skodlivy liEinek mediilniho nbi l i  nelze 
oEekivat zvli8t6 proto, Ze s ohledem na piirn6ie~ost nisilniho chovAni 
ve spoleEnosti panuji o nasili relativn8 jasnti uspofddin6 normativni pied- 
stavy. PiedvedenCrnu nhsili je pouze piiznana schopnost zpDsobit hit- 
kodobC emociondlni vzrugeni, k EernuZ mbie dojlt i diky jakCmukoliv ji- 
r16mu obsahu. Pfipady napodobeni jsou povaZoviny za velice 
nepravdP.podobn6. Haase (1984, 25) tvrdl, i e  sb6h izolovanjch, dEinek 
potenciilnC zvghodfiujicich faktord, je2 hraji roli v experimentech (jako 
nap?, podobnost stimulb, ochota k nisili atd.), jsou v praxi men6 pravd6- 
podobnd: .,,,.sejdou-li se u jednC osoby a situace, je to z pohledu veSkeri 
populace nanejvyl: ojedin61i udiilost, z individuhlnfho hlediska politovi- 
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nihodnb, ale z hlediska celospo1eEenskdho okrajovy problbrn." 
Nezaporneilrne, Ze nikdo z pih'vrZencd teze ,,neiiEinnost zobrazovan6ho 
nAsiliU nezasthvi nAzor, Le by masovh media byla nedtinnh. Naopak, ti- 
to autofi odkazuji na existenci rnakroliEinkh (nap?. anomie, stabilizace 
systkrnu). Zaznarnenhna byla tak6 jednostranni fixace vfzkurnu na nB- 
silnC Einy, je2 Easto nejsou recipienty vniminy jako nisili, ale jako zh- 
bavn6 fikce. Koncept ,,neliEinnostiU se vztahuje na individuhlni rovlnu 
liEinku, a sice v tom srnyslu, f e  mediilni niisili krornE patologickych oje- 
dinElych piipadd sebou nepRnfiSi Zhdn6 rehln6 nisili. SvEtovE uznfivanl 
socihlni psycholog William McGuire, vyuEujici na Yalski univerzitg je . 
jednirn z poslednich zasthncd teze o neiitinnosti. V Elhnku ,,Mftus ma- 
sivniho iiEinku rn6diiU (,,The myth of massive media impact") z roku 
1986 tvrdi, Ze Litinek nhsili v mediich je slaby a Ze neexistuje ohroieni 
mediAlnin1 nhsilim s vfjimkou jednoho nebezpeEi: z e  by zhkaz pfedvi- 
dEni nisili otevfel briny dalSim cenzurnim opatTenim. OstatnES, jizda au- 
tern, piti alkoholu, pohlavni styk a chozeni do kostela neni pro ElovEka 
vice nebezpeEn6 neZ medihlni nfisili. 

Teorie uc'clni I.: 
Modely nabizen6 v televizi zarnEstnaji dle Bandury (1979) pozornost 

divAka do tC miry, Ze se z nabizenych obsahd bez zvlSStni pobidky rnno- 
h6 nauCi. Agresivnf modely v televizi tedy zvQSi pravdtipodobnost agre- 
sivnich reakci a vtisknou jirn podobu. Banduta nejprve reinterpretoval 
vlastni experimenty ohledni! sily vgpovEdi platnC pro televizni jedno- 
tvrirnost. PfedSkolni dEti ve vzku Etyf aZ Sesti let pozorovaly v televizi 
jednu osobu, kteri fyzicky a verbhlnE agresivni! zachizela s nafukovaci 
urndlohmotnou pannou. Po pfedvedeni byly dEti frustrovhny tim, Ze jim 
byla ukizina a opEt odebrhna hraeka. Pot6 bylo pozorovino chovhni dE- 
ti pii hfe, kterCl se shodovala s pledvedenou situqci. Ukizalo se, Ze dgti 
irnituji jednhni rnodelu. Banduniv zivEr, Ze dEti jiZ potfebuji jen pfistup 
ke zbranim, aby mohly reiilnE uskuteEnit to, co se v televizi nauEily, ne- 
ni pidny. DEti nernsly Zhdny ddvod chovhni rnodelu nenapodobovat. 
Ocitly se v neznhrn6 situaci psychologick6 laboratoie, kde i dospEli jsou 
na poprv6 nejisti. Nejistota se ale spojuje s ochotou napodobovat chovh- 
ni. D2ti dile vDbec nebyly schopny posoudit chovhni rnodelu jako soci- 
91nE neihdouci, Nikda se o chovini modelu negativnt! nevyjhdiil. 
Nafukovaci paona nakorlec vyprovokovala chovtini, jeZ bylo dospElymi 
pozorovateli oznaEeno za agresivni, nebol ani model ani dEti ji nedoki- 
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zaly ndjak ubliZit a pokaZdC se znovu narovnala. S nejvEtSi pravdgpo- 
dobnosti interpretovali dospdli experti jako agresivni chovini intenzivni 
hravost dEti. 

Sugesce: 
Jednoduchh teze, Ze sledovhni nhsili v rnkdiich vede u recipients k vi- 

ce Ei m6nlS pfirndmu napodobovhni Einu, jig v literatufe zastjvjna neni. 
V USA byla ale uveTejnEna Fada studii, jejichZ vfsledky podpondi tezi, 
Ze pro vysv6tleni chovlni urEitych dospElfch recipientd se zd i  byt za ur- 
Citjch podmInek vhodny koncept sugesce, s jehoZ pornoci lze dojit k ob- 
jasnEni efektd konzumu mediiilniho nhsili vyskytujicich se v pFirozen6m 
prostfedi. David P. Phillips (1974) ukfizal, Ze poEet sebevraZd stoupl po 
uve?ejnEni zpriv o sebevraZdhch (napf. Marylin Monroe) jak v USA, tak 
ve VelkC Britanii (WertherSlv efekt). 

Phillips (1982) take tvrdi, Ze dokhzal napodobovsni fiktivnich sebe- 
vruZd v rimci nekoneEnych serifild (tzv. ,,rnfdlovych oper"). V roce 1977 
v USA pliznaEnt! stoupl poEet sebevraZd bezprostfedni! po vysilini fik- 
tivnich sebevraid v ,,rn~dlov)ich operhch", Autor d i v i  tuto skuteEnost do 
kauzhlni souvislosti s rpasmedihlnirni obsahy, jeZ mohly napodobujici se- 
bevraZdy vyvolat. ,,Tento ntinist se zfejmt! projevil proto, Ze pfibi!hy o se- 
bevrazdhch prezentovank v serihlech odstai-tovaly napodobovhni sebe- 
vraZd a pokusd o nE." V reanalyze $dajd Kessler a Stipp (1954) tento 
z8vEr odmitaji. Mezi sebevraZda'mi v ,,rnydlovgch operich" a v realit8 
Zidni kauziilni spojitost neexistuje. Rozhodujicirn bodern kritiky je to, Ze 
Phillips po@il jako zdroj informace o vysilini fiktivnich sebevraid ob- 
sah v novinhch. V osmi ze triniicti pfipadech uvedenych Phillipsern je 
chybntl datace, tzn. Ze vzestup poEtu sebevratd nasta! jeSt8 pied pKslhS- 
nym vysflhnim pofadu, jenZ za nE mEl bft kauzhln6 zodpovEdn9. 

Ospravedlfiovdni zloZinri: 
Mediiilni nhsili, popf, vefejnfi diskuse o rnoinCrn iifinku pfedvidEni ' 

nhsili, mfiZe slouZit k ospravedllTovhni (ex ante a ex post facto) zloEinb 
a agrese. Tvrdi se, i e  agresivni jedinci konzurnuji nisilnC programy pro- 
to, aby mohli sv6 vlastni chovfini chipat jako norrnfilni (srov, Kaplan 
a Singer 1976), a nebo, aby si mohli vytvofit iluzi, i e  se chovaji jako po- 
pulhrni televizni hrdina, NauEit se lcliminilnimu nebo njsilnimu chovd- 
ni zahrnuje take osvojeni racionalizaErlich technik, kterC jedinci dovoli 
zachovat si piiznivy obraz sarna sebe, dopusti-li se Einu neslliEitelnCho 
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s dosavadnim obrazem sama sebe. OspravedlfiovBni (racionalizace) chrd- 
ni individuurn pied vjrEitkarni po spfichfini Einu, Existuje takd moZnost, 
2e takovd ospravedliiovini Einu (napf. znisilngni) predchdzi a kriminhl- 
ni chovani teprve umoini. 

Odmitnuti zodpovtdnosti za racionalizaEni techniky delikventovi do- 
voli povaZovat se za iizeniho ntkyrn jinym a za hraci miE vngjSich sil 
(koncepce biliirovd koule). Pohotovost uEinit za vlastni delikventni cho- 
vhni zodpovEdn6 vntjSi sily je ziejmg o to ~ k S i ,  Eim vice se individuum 
povaiuje za bezmocni. Jako informahi zdroj tgchto racionalizaci s l o b  
i i  zvliStE rnasovh midia, v nich2 se Easto vyskytuji jednoduchk kallzilnf 
iettzce piedvid8jici, jak medidlni obsahy zphsobuji ndsilnd chovini. Je 
rnoind, i e  zde tkvi nebezpezi masrnedidlniho zobrazovfini nisili:Ve vd- 
domi potencidlni! delikventniho neb0 ndsilnickdho individua, Ze bude 
moci odkazem na masovd mddia zodpov6dnost za vlrtstni jednini ex post 
facto sniiit na minimum neb0 zcela zrugit. Clen gangu Charlese 
Mansona, jehoi Elenovi zavraidili hereEku Sharon Tateovou a dalSI, se 
mohl ospravedlfiovat ndsledujicim oddvodngnim: ,,Jsme to, co jste z n4s 
udglali. Sern nis  dostala vase televize. Sem nds dostalo sledovhni ,Koufe 
z hlavni', ,Vezmi si bouchaEku4, ,Jed zas dil', ,FBI's ,BojiStE'. ,BojiStl' 
je mbj nejoblibeni5jli seritll,,NezmeSkal jsem ani jeden dil." V roce 1977 
v procesu s patnictiletfm Ronaldem Zamorrou, kterj zavra2dil a oloupil 
svou sousedku, bezbt-annou ddchodkyni, obhajoba tvrdila, i e  Zamorra je 
nevinnjr. Trpi pry intenzivni, svobodnou vdli vyluEujfcf otravou televizi, 
kterh zpdsobila, i e  se totilnl! odcizil sirn sob5 a chtl!l ZIt podle scbnd1.e 
televizni hry. 0 pontlcud iertovnkm pfipadu ospravedlfiovini v Chicagu 
dvachtjrch let hovoii Frederick Thrasher (1927, 109). Otrli bankovni lu- 
piEi argurnentovali, Ze je k Einu svedl Skodlivy vliv kinematografk 

VSeoDec~le' vzniSeni: 
Tannenbaurn a Zillrnann (1975) pfipisuji emocionfilnim~ vzruSeni zpd- 

sobene~nu rnkdii velky hnaci potencifil, jemuZ v procesu pSlsobeni patfi 
listiedni postnveni. KritkodobC zvjrleni agresivity dostavujici se po 
zhlddnuti nisilnych medillnich obsahd neni interpretovfino jako dbsle- 
dek nrisili, ale jako dhsledek vSeobecniho vzruSeni, kterk mohou zphso. 
bit i jine obsihy (nap?, pornografie). V mnoha experirnentech jsou zjiS- 
tEnC litinky pfedvedenkho ndsili interpretoviny jako efekt nezivislj na 
kvalitC obsahu. Existence residublniho, tedy jeStl ne odbourandho, vzru- 
Seni vede v situacich, kteri se situaci, jeZ pdvodng vzruSeni zpbsobila, ne- 

maji nic spoleEn8h0, k intenzivnl!jSimu chovfini, k pfenosu vzruleni. 
VzruSeni vySld ze strachu mhZe vest k pozdEjj9i i~tenzivnCjSi agresi, zby- 
tek vzruSeni vychizejfciho z agrese mdie vest k pozdtjIimu intenzivny- 
Simu prosocillnimu chovini. Rozhodujici pro kvalitu piisluSnCho cho- 
vini je dle tdto teze situatnl! adekvatni motivace. 

Zillrnann (1982.61) tvrdi, Ze divfici jsou piitahovini tgrni televiznirni 
dramaty, jeZ jsou emociilnt bouilivd a p f iv~d i  v afektivni roving poZitek 
neb0 potlleni. e l m  intenzivnEjSi je negativni afektivni reakce produko- 
vand nistem napgtf, tim vttSi je ulehEeni, pop?, radost, po uvolntni nap& 
ti (podobnost s katarzni koncepci je evidentni). Velkh proZitd bolest je ce- 
nou za velkou radost. Zillrnann vyvodil nisledujici dosledky! 
1. Televizni dramata, kterfi di~dkern ernocion4lni! hjbou a dokiZou mu 

piivodit afektivni poritek, profiluji uZitim stirnuld, jeZ produkuji, sil- 
nd vzruSeni, tiebas s negativnim nibojern. 

2. ProtoZe sex a nisili mohou zpdsobit velkd vzruSeni, jsou obsahy bez 
sexu a ndsili nudni (a jako Zelezni pravidlo plati, Eirn realistiEti5jSi je 
znAzornEni, tim v6tSI zpdsobuje vzrugenl). 

3. KofierEdi televize je na pouiivBni tl!chto stirnuld odkdzfina, aby pfilh- 
kala co nejvEtSi masy divikd. Z tdto argumentace vyplyvft, Ze kina, aby 
pfitAhla divaky, musl ukazovat vice explicitniho nisili a stile vice se- 
XU. 

Teorie uc'eni II: 
K zaFaz-eni vJsledkfi vfzkumu se nabizi obrhtit se zpl!t k fivahirn 

Q teorii UEG~ (srov. Bandura 1979). Z pozice teorie ueeni nejsou lidi 
pova2ovini ani za bytoeti pouze hnani vnithimi pudy, ani za jedince 
smykand stimuly okolniho. svgta. Psychickd funkce jsou yysvl!tlov8ny 
st i l jm vzhjemnjrm pdsobenim determinant ze strany jednotlivce i ze 
strany okoli. Toto vzfijemnb urEovfini naznaEuje, Ze oEekivini ovliv- 
iiuje choviini lidi a Ze dhsledky tohoto chovhni zpEtnE rntni jejich oEe- 
kdvBni. ChovBni lid1 je iiZasnk v tom, Ze lidd mohou diky symbolickd 
reprezentaci dohlednjrch edblosti v souzasnjch dvahich uEinit budou- 
ci ddsledky ddvodem souEasndho chovini. VltSina jedniini je tedy pod- 
fizena dalekosfihli anticipatni kontrole. Tato schopnost (anticipatniho 
mySleni) ovlivnit so~iEasnd chovdni Casovl vzdilenyrni ddsledky pod- 
poruje pfedvidavd chovfini, a to se vztalluje i na chovini nhsilni, 
Praktickd provedeni agresivniho chovdni je norrnllnl! podiizeno zi-  
branhm, co2 znamend, f e  takovi regulaEni mechanismy jako spole- 
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Eensk6 normy, strach z trestu a odplaty, pocity viny a bhzeH mnoho- 
n8sobnE potlatuji manifestaci agrese. Dale, chovhi  neni bez vyhrad 
konsistentni pfes hranice dand situace, coZ znamenh, Ze prakticky qe- 
ni mofn6, aby existoval fakovy mladistvy, kterj by se neustile choVal 
agresivnE vlEi roditlm, uEitellm, vrstevnikhm atd. V kontextu teorie 
uEeni je brin zfetel na skutelSmost, f e  jedndni je kontrolovino mySle- 
nim, i e  rozdilni pozorovateld si odnesou rozdilnd kombinace znakd 
identickhho modelu a budou je kombinovat do novych zpdsobd cho- 
vtini. Brena D. Slife a Joseph F. Rychlack (1982) napiiklad zjistili, Ze 
dgti, kterC nhsilnd medialni ob$ahy nepreferuji, nevykazuji ani po dlou- 
hodobCm kontaktu s medidlnim ndsilim Zhdny sklon toto chovdni na- 
podobovat. To neni v rozporu s teorii uteni. 

Vzhlede~n k piedeS1ym dvahiim a ke skuteEnosti, Ze televize je pouze 
jednim z mnoha faktonl ovliviiujicich rozvoj osobnosti, by se dal oEek6- 
vat vzorec relativni slabych pozitivnich koeficientl korelace mezi kon. 
zumaci televizniho niisili a agresi, Prohlddneme-li si studie proveden6 
v rfizn)ich zemich, uki te  se n im a2 na nzkolik vyjimek liplnE stejny vzo- 
rec, piestoie studie byly kvalitativn6 velice rozdiln6 a proveden6 ve vel- 
mi rozmanitjlch prostiedich. Vedle probldmu interkulturnl srovnatelnos- 
ti existuji jest8 dalSi metodickd probldmy, na kterd nebyl pH srovnhvani 
studii brin ziZetel. Krom6 m8feni agrese je velmi problematicka i opera- 
cionalizace ltonzumu medialniho nisili (nap?. zachycenim programo- 
vjtch preferenci). 

JednotlivC koeficienty korelace nejsou samy pro sebe kauzAln8 inter- 
pretovatelnd, ale celkovy vzorec nilezd potvrzuje vliv televize na po- 
zdgjSI agresivitu. Vysledky studii v reilndm prostiedi odpovidaji oEekii- 
vdnim, je i  vyplyvaly z dvah o teorii uEeni, Koeficienty se pohybujl mezi 
0,l  a 0 2 ,  cof znameni, i e  1 - 4 % pozd8jSiho agresivniho chovini lze 
vysvitlit piedchiizejici konzumacf televizniho nisili. 

Je nutnd poi~kizat na skuteEnost, i e  se prosadila konvence neinterpre- 
rovat a nedbat na korelaEni koeficienty, jeZ nedosahly hodnoty 0,2. 
Ntimitka, Ze dosaZent5 koeficienty jsou piilig slabd, mdie byt v tdto sou- 
vislosti nerespektovina s tim, Ze \I prlm6ru velmi slab9 vztah u vSech po- 
kusnych osob jednoho soubom mlZe znamenat vztah velmi silng pro ji- 
nC pokusni moby Ci segmenty populace. U jistych osob pravd6podobnb 
probiha zesilujfci proces v tom smyslu, Ze u nich konzumace nisilnych 
mediilnich obsahl zvySuje pravdEpodobnost vyskytu agresivniho cho- 
vini, agresivnich postojfi ariebo agresivnich fantazijnich piedstav. To 

o p l  zvyguje pravdi2podobnost. Ze budou nhsilnd programy povaloviiny 
za atraktivni, a tim se zase m6Ze zvySit mira pozomosti, ktera se agre- 
sivnfm mediilnim obsahdm vznuje. K faktor[lm, jeZ tento proces podpo- 
ruji, mohou mj. patilt: ma16 sebevzdomi a socihlni izolace, jet jsou spo- 
jeny se zvjlSenou konzumaci televiznich pofadb. 

8.4. NBzor klinickfch psychologii a psychiatrii 

Takd pro pozndvani agrese plati, Ze zdroje, z nichf se jedinec agresiv- 
ni chovdni uEi, jsou 1, bezprostfedni rodinnd prostfedi a 2, subkultura, 
popi. spoleEnost. Teprve na tfetim mist8 jsou masmedihlnd nabizend sym- 
bolickd agresivni vzory. Z d l  se, f e  na vdt3inu pozorovatell nemi pied- 
vddand nisili Zhdny neb0 jen ma19 vliv, ale v urtitfch probl6mov)ich sku- 
pinich mhte mit velkd nisledky. Najlt tyto problCmov6 skupiny je 
obtifnd. Domnivali jsme se, Ze by takovou skupinu mohli tvofit d8ti 
a rnladistvi, kteii se psychologicky nebo psychiatricky lCEi s psychicky- 
mi poruchami. Pro zjiStEni moZn6ho vlivu pfedv4dEnCho n4sill na svgt 
ptotitkd takovych osob byly rozesldny pisemnd dotazy dvi2ma stOm pa- 
desati psychologdm a psychiatdm finnym v oblasti prhce s mlhdefi 
(srov. k nhsledujicimu Kunczik aj. 1992). 

Piedmztem zkoumini se staly Etyfi komplexy otizek: 
1. Jak pravidelnl a jakym zpdsobem vySetfujl psychologovd a psychiat- 

ii u dMi a mladistvych ,,uZ ivhni" televize? 
2. Jake zkuj2enosti maji dotazovani ve svd praxi s roznymi mofnjtmi %in- 

ky zobr"ai%vini nhsili v televizi neb0 na videu a jakych symptoml se 
to tykil? 

3. bale  se psychologovd a psychiatfi vyjadiovali k vybranym problemdm 
podrobngji. 
Na sedmistupfiovd stupnici m6li urEit, jak Easto mohli t~ svfch klientfi 
rozpoznat ovlivngni urEitych symptomd ndsilnickymi filmy. Jednalo 
se o ndsledujici symptomy: 
- aktivace agresivniho chovini nhsilnickymi filmy; 
- racionalizace agresivniho chovhni pbmoci mediilnich vzorl; 
- (vlastni zprAvy klientii, pokusy o legitimizaci) zkuSenosti s klien- 

ty, kteii o tomto vlivu sami hovoii; 
- zkusenosti 9 klienty, u kteqch se prok6zal0, f e  jim filmove nasili PO- 

mohlo pfi plekon8v4ni vnitrnich konfliktb; 
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- zkuSenosti s klienty, u nichZ dIky konzumu ndsilnickych filmh do310 
k redukci agre$ivniho chovgni (katarze). 

4. Jakjr vliv maji d z n e  znaky, individuilni rysy recipienth na souvis\os- 
ti s p3padnS;mi iEinky? 
V souvislosti s rnoZnymi liEinky se jednalo pEedevSim o pKpadnou ro- 

li vEku a pohlavi klientri. DBle byly kladeny othzky na domici situaci 
a CspEchy ve Skole rnladistvfch konzumentri ndsilnickfch filmf. 

Pnibe71 s'etfeni 
Vzorek osloven3ch psychologh obsAhl230 nhhodnlS vybranych pora- 

deh. Na seznarn psychiatnl byli zafazeni vSichni 16kajFi a vedouci l6kafi 
klinik a oddgleni psychiatric pro dEti a mladeZ, celkern 220 osob. 

Pro sestaveni vzorku muse1 byt u psychologh a psychiatd pro d6ti 
a mlidei  zvolen fiznjr postup. Pfi tvofeni skupiny psychologd by1 pou- 
Zit seznam Nlmeckdho pracovniho spolku poraden mladistve a man- 
Zelskjrch poraden (DAJEB) ve stavch spolkovjrch zerhich. Vzorek psy- 
chiatni by1 vytvoien pomoci seznamu Elenh Profesniho svazu n6meckS;ch 
1Ckafi pro psychiatrii d6ti a rnlAdeZe. 

OblS dotazovaci gkce byly piekvapiv6 velmi dobie priljaty. Akce zaEa- 
la 17. prosince 1990 a probihala ve ttech vlnich. Datum pro odeslani od- 
povedi by1 15. biezen 1991. Nivratnost dotaznlkll Ejnila v ptipadr psy- 
chologh 64 % a v piipadg psychiatnl63 %. 

DodateEnou otizkou tykajici se praxe byla u obou profesnich skupin 
provedena kontrola, Ze vSichni dotazovani pracuji pfevhZnl! s dgtmi 
a mladistvymi, 

~s ler l ky  
A. E,rplornce ufivdni mPdii 
Dotazfim na uZlvBni mCdii piikliidajl psychologovd i psychiatii velkjr vf- 
znarn pi? exploraci, tedy pfi prvnich konzultacich a rozhovorech. Jen okoh 
lo 20 % psychologf a 7 % psychiatd uvedlo, Be by se v prvnim rozho- 
voru nikdy nesnaiili ziskat informace o konzumaci televize. Tento 
vfsledek je jest8 zvjrraznl!n tfemi volnl! formulovan~mi symptomy a dal- 
Sim oddvodn6nim tohoto postupu. NeEastEji jsou jako symptomy uvid6- 
ny agresivita, slabi koncentrace a neuspokojivk vjsledky klientri ve Sko- 
le. PiibliZn6 polovina dotdzanjrch uvadi priv8 tyto Ei pfibuznk symptomy 
za piitiny prvniho kontaktu. D<~vodem nivStEvy mohla byt i sama na- 
dml!rni konzumhce televize: celkem 10 % dotizanych konzultuje ptiv6 

z tohoto dlivodu - v6tSinou s rodiEi, Televizni konzumace hraje zpravi- 
dla spiSe vedlejSi roli a je oznatsvina za doplfikovy, posilujici moment 
dani:ho problkmu. 

Pii exploraci se projevuji specifickt5 profesni rozdily, Pro zjiStoviini 
konzumace m6dii uddvaji psychologov6 jako nejvhodnEjSi metodu dota- 
zovAni samotnych d6tE (napi. v souvislosti s technickjrm vybavenim dEt- 
sk6ho pokoje). Psychiatfi naproti tomu dfivaji prednost dotazovhni rodi- 
E I I .  OblS skupiny dothzanych odbornikd povaZuji konzumaci medii za 
velmi vysokou: 75 % psychologd a 60 % psychiatfi si mysli, Ze jejich 
klienti sleduji televizi pfespiilil. 

B. Zkus'enosti s rriznjmi motnjmi drisledky p?edvddt?it&ho ncisili 
VSeobecn6 poloienA otizka o CEincich ndsilnickych filmh ukfizala, i e  
d6t9ti psychologovd a psychiatfi se pfevhZnl! priklin6ji spiSe ke Skodli- 
vJm dEink0m nhilnickych film0 ('71 % psychologd a 62 % psychiatfi). 
Agresivni chovini, poruchy spinku a pfecitliv6lost patii k symptomtim, 
jef dhvajI do souvislosti s pdsobenim medidlniho ndsilf. TakC pii cilerlfch 
othzkhch na specidlni zkuSenosti s urtitfmi fgrmami liEinku se ukdzal vy. 
soky stupe6 shody mezi psychology a psychiatry. Do popiedi vystoupila 
zvlBHt6 aktivace agresivniho chovhni zpfsobenh konzumaci filmovt5ho 
nisill, V obou skupinich uvedly piibliZn6 tfi Etvrtiny dotizanjrch, i e  ma- 
ji s t6rnito nhledky bud East&, neb0 pfileFitostn6 zkuSenosti (80 % psy- 
chologh; 76 % psychiatdt). 

Druhou nejEast6jSi zkuSenosti v obou skupinach byla skuteenost, Ze se 
d l i  a mladi'stvi, jsou-li v tomto smyslu osloveni, pokouleji ospravedlnit 
vlastni agresivni chovdni chovinirn svjrch vzodt z nisilnickjrch filmli. 
Tuto Eastou Ei ph'leZitostnou zkuSenost rnA 63 % psychologri a 66 % psy- 
chiatdl V profesni praxi psychologf a psychiatnj neqi Zddnou vjrjimkou, 
ie dEti a mladistvi sarni od sebe prohliii, Ze na jejich cbovhni m6la vliv 
televize. Stalo se to Eastgji neb0 pfileZitostnE 41 % psychologh a 42 % 
psychiatd. 

Katarzni efekty nebyly ani u jedne skupiny dotizanjch tern@ zpozo- 
roviny. Jen 1 psycholog a 3 psychiatfi uvedli, Ze se pfiJeZitostn6 setkali 
s redukci agresivniho chovhpl. Pomoc pfi pfekondydni vnitfnich konflik- 
to ve smyslu Bruna Bettelheima pfileBitostn6 zaznamenalo 13 % psy- 
chologb a 20 % psychiatd. Tento nilez se dostivh do rozporu se vSe- 
obecnou shodou dotizan~kh ohlednl! toho, Ze ukazovani nisili prinili 
negativni ddsledkqi. CelkovZ se dB fici, Ze psychologoyi: a psycliiatii po- 
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vaiuji agresivitu za symptom vysoce ddleiity a dale o ni hovofi jako 
o nejpravdiipodobniijSim dhsledku konzumace nhsili, 

Ukdzalo se, Ze hodnoceni dEinkd mCdii bylo ovlivn6no jak hodnoce- 
nirn koqzumace nhsili d6tmi a mladistvymi, tak postupem v rhmci ex- 
plorace. PsychologovC a psychiatfi, kteH povaZovali konzumaci nhsili 
dEtmi za vysokou a pravidelng se ptali na jejich medihlni zvyky, pova20- 
vali liEinky predvhd6ni nAsili na svC klienty za pravd&podobnEjSi. To vSak 
neznamenh, Ze dotazovi3niI ktefi EastEji zjiSt'ovali pfistup pacientd k mC- 
diim, take jejich liCinky EastEji objevili. Je takd moZnC, i e  ob6 promEnn6 
byly ovlivngny jednou intervenujici promhnou (nap?, postojem k tele- 
vizi a videu). 

C. Vl iv individua'lnich rysri recipierttli 
Na othzku, ve kterCm vgku jsou d6ti a mladistvi n8silnickvmi f lmy nej- 
vice ovliviiovini, uvedla pfevhZni vlftSina dotiizanych, Ze se jednh o d6- 
ti do dvanhcti let (psychologo~t 82 %, psychiatli 63%). Existuje ale 
i shoda v nfizoru v tom, Ze dEinek midii se vtkovlf ohranitit nedh. 

Na otizlcu souvislosti i mezi pohlavim a fitinky mCdiI odpovgdgli res- 
pondenti jednoznahi?: 94 % dothzanych psychologh a 85 C psychiat l  
vidElo moint! nhsledky Eastiiji u chlapcd. Zhdnf dothzanq nepovaZova1 
divky za ohro2enEjSi. Pfi othzce G rozdilech titinku u chlapcd a dEvEat 
hovofili dotazovani v prvni iadE o znimim vzorci stereotypu roli urEe- 
pjch pohlavim: Chlapci jsou popisovhni spiSe jako agresivni, divky na- 
proti tornu jako lizkostlivEjSi, takie chlapci maji spiSe sklon napodobo- 
vat piedvhdEn6 nisilnd chovsni. Asi jedna plftina psychologd (22 %) 
piipisovala zodpovEdnost za tyto stereotypy nhsilnickfm filmhm. Tentd 
pfiEinn)s ietiizec by1 ale uveden jen p6ti dot6zan)'mi psychiatry. Jen tfi do- 
tnzovani uvedli v literature hojnE zasthvanjr argument, Ze konzumace nil- 
sili slouZi chlapclirn jako zkouSka odvahy. 

Vliv sledovini nhsilnickjrch filmd na fkolni vysledky by1 jednoznaEnE 
hodnocen jako devastujici. 80 % psychologd a 75 % psychiatd tuto sou- 
vislost povaZovalo za negativni. Bylo by tieba ovEfit, zda je toto hodno- 
ceni ovlivnEno sloienirn klientely podle typu 6koly, popiipadE podle dh- 
vodu nivSt6vy. 

Do~azovani vidi zietplnou souvislbst mezi konzumaci filrnoviho nbsie 
l i  a domhci situaci. By1 zddrazfioyhn vjrznam rodiEovskCho prikladu, a to 
ink ~ i i  konzurnovini televiznich a video poradb, tak pokud jde o agresi- . J  I 

souvislost mezi konzumaci 

ar 

nhsili a zanedbanyrn stylem vychovy: 42 % psychologd a 50 '70 psychiaml 
vidi kauztilni souvislost mezi problematikou zanedbavbi a konzunlf\ ~i .' me- 
dirilniho nhsili. U hodnoceni tiichto vjrsledkd je tiebrl rnit na zieteli skutcE- 
nost, i e  rodinnd problCmy, popf. rodinn6 terapie, path' k hldvnim Likolirm 
poraden a psychiatd. Diiti ze spoiAdanJch rodin jsou mezi klientelou za- 
stoupeny mCn6. Tento vJsledek souvisi jist6 i s profesnc zaujatjni uhlem 
pohledu respondentd, nebot' pfi exploratni Mzi zvlhStE zkoqnii~ji prostiecli 
dEti a dospEl~ch, tedy prhvt! tak6 rodinn6 zhzemi. 

ohmem bylo zjiStbno, Ze sledovhni televize obecni? a konzumace nli- 
silnickych filmh zvlhSr hraje v bEinC profesnl praxi psychoiogrl a psychi- 
ak4 veskrze ddleZitou roli. AvXak jak Ize usuzovat i z dodateEn)ich poznfi- 
mek dotazovanljlch, v porovnini s ostatnirni ternatizovanfmi profesnimi 
problCmy hraje televizni a filmovt nlsili precijen podfadn6jBi roli. Konzurn 
televiznich neb0 nisilnickljlch filmd nebyl v Zidnem piipad2 oznafen za 
jedinou piiEinu odchylek V chovhni neb0 jeho porush, vZdy jen v sou- 
vislosti s ostatnimi probltmy. Psychologov6 a psychiatfi vSsk tCrnZi 
u kaZdt othzky neopomnlfli uvCst, t e  ntisilnickd filmy hraji negniivni, za- 
pfiEinujici roli: nilsilnickk filmy zap?iEiliuji agresivi[u, prohlubuji chovb- 
ni podle stereotypnich roli, maji negativni vliv np vysledky vc Skole. 
V mnoha piipadech souvisl dornici situace - tedy konzumace ndsilnic- 
kych filmd rodiEi, nhsilnickC chovhni rodiEh mezi sebou neb0 vilEi dE- 
tem, zanedbhvanti vljlchova - s konzumaci nisi1nick)sch filmir dt tmi.  
Jsou-li zkulenosti sdElen6 v teto souvislosti iespondenty sl;olef I ~ E  sprdv- 
nC a nesp-ogvaji-li pouze na vSeobecnCm predpojatim stanavisku, m2ln 
by se konzumace nisili u dlfti a mladistvlch hodnotit jinak, nef jak sc to- 
mu ve vefejnych diskusich b6inS dEje. Konzlrmace nisilnickych f i l n ~ i ~  by 
nem6la bljlt povaZovhna za pbvodce spoleEnosti Skodlivjch dbsledkb, nlc: 
interpretpvhna jako ukazatel chybnych v)rchovn)rch snah neb0 nrpiizni- 
vC vjjchovn6 situace, Toto by vSak nemElo nabizet piileiitost ke zlehto- 
vhnf pripadnych negativnich efektb. Opak je pravdou, nebot' chgbi-li 
kornpenzaEni vliv roditb, je nebezpeEi vyskyt~l negativnich efekril ob- 
zvlBSt' velkC (srov. van der Voon 1982). 

Vyjhdieni a hodnoceni dothzanych psychologd a psychiatrd nernohou 
pf'irozen6 konstruovat Zhdnou kauzhlni souvislosl litinku medililniho nd-  
sili na mladd lidi. Nejednh se o ,.objektivni" podkladovjr mater1A1, ale 
o subjektivni niizory na velmi komplexni jevy, j e i  mohly b);t ovlivnt~ly 
postojem dottizanfch, jejich hodnocenim problirnu na zBkladE vzd2llni 
a v neposledni iadi? takC formulacemi dotazniku. 
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Conclusions and Recdrnmerrdutions I ,  - - JJ' 

11 Conclusions and 
Recommendations 

In this chapter we shall briefly recapitulate the major findings 
and conclusions; these will then be follo\ved by some discus- 
sion, and our recommendations, tVeshall begin with the poi.. 
tray21 of acts of violence in the media, and the effects this 
portrayal may hare on vie\\,eri. The  evidence is fairly uhanirn- 
ous that ag t r s i i c r  acts n e x  In !kt subjecl's repcrlnirr ~J~rzsponses,  as 
well as acts already well established, can be evoked bit the ciewing of 
violent scencs portr;led on jilm, TP' or in the theatre. There is ample 
evidence that media violence increases viewer aggression, and 
may also increase viewer sexual libido. T o  say that TV has such 
effects is not to say that these are the only, or even the most 
important, influences which lead to violence and aggression; 
T V  is just one of a number of such influences, but withal n 
powerful and omnipresent one. I t  is particularly convincing, in 
our view, that different methods of investigation all point to 
an association between viewing violence and subseq~tent ag- 
gression. Admittedly man); studies have major or minor 
methodological faults, but these tend to cancel out in view of 
the fact that different studies have different strengths and dif- 
ferent weaknesses. This conc!usion that media presentation of 
violence does have an  effect is of some social importahce; i t  
provides a factual frame\+-or!. within which to plan social 
action. 

Clearly there are still many lacunae in our knowledge. We do  
not know in any detailjust what aspects of the violent scenes are 
responsible for producing strong or weak effects; suggestions 
thzt what is clearly fantasy material (cartoons) may not be 
harmful, or that justified aggression may not be harmful, have 
not been borne out by empirical studies. Much work remains t~ 
be done in this field. Similarly we know very little about the 
differential effects of violent material on different personality 
types; future research will clearly have to bear this variable in 

mind more carefuily than has been dorlr in thr: pasl. 11 is as 
important in science to know what the zaps in one's knot\..iedzc 
are, as to know what has already been ascertained: thrsc 2dp.i 
must be filled to give us a proper model to ~ t*ork  wit!\. 
/ -1s regards the effects of pornosraphy, clearly rht: ditfere:~tial \, 

/effects are even more pronounced than in the case ofviolence. ., 

1 
Thai porno~rabhy has effects on viewers cnd r:c&'err ccn I I O  1on;~r br 
disputed, but these g e c t s  can be quite uariubte, I t  may  produce 
titillation in some, in others it may elicit fcc!ings of guiit or 
re:ulsion, while in yet others it may provoke anti-social srxtlal , 

behaviour, or help condition rhem into deviancv. I t  rrlay i d  ru ' 

marital maladjustment and sex problems, aqd hn:.e ali Inacnrr 
of subtle effects, such as modifying fantasies and atrit:~drs to , 

one's sex partner. There is even evidence that it may lead to 

I =ggression and violence. O n  the other hand. used in con j~nc -  
tlon with brhaviour therapy, pornographic material n a y  be of 
help in solving some deep-seated sexual prob1e::ls. allhut~gli 

i 
there is no evidence that it can do  so without the help of a 
therapist. A good deal, then, is known abotlt tllc e!Tects of 
pornography, but here too there are large arcas ol'iqnoranct. 

Researchers have not looked very much at the circr: t h ~ r  
pornography may have on feelings and atrittldes to ses, 
although anti-pornography crusaders have stressed the possi- 

-,bility that i t  is precisely in relation to such attitudes that 
~ornography may do the worst damage. Reactions oTchildreri 
have, for obvious reasons, not been looked at expcririlr:lraily; 
this is of particular concern because the); would appear to be 
the most vulnerable. Perhaps empirical work cou!d be beg:~n 
usiny the so-called sex education classes which are held in 
many schools; these are regarded by many parents in:~d chil- 
dren) as pornographic, even though the intention is of coitrsr 
quire different; it might be possible to discoser dilfrrenriai 
eiyecn of differing emphases on biologica1 and scjcir~i hccors, 
libido vs. love, physical attraction vs, emotional invol*+,emenc, 
etc. It  seems likely that whatever effects pornograph!. 
have, these effects will be strongest in children. but e;icienct. i'or 
this belief is lacking. 

The  tentative way in which researchers often speak ot-their 
findings, and the general refusal of scientists to express cer- 
tainty about their conclusions, have given rise in politicians 
and laymen not used to this self-effhcing and mudrsr w.a:' of 
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presenting data to the illusion that 'nothing is really known', or  
that 'it is impossible to come to any conclusions'. This is not so. 
All scientific judgements are probabilistic, i.e. they are never 
certain, but only probable. This is as true of conclclSions 
reached in physics, astronomy and chemistry, as it is in 
psychology. Philosophers of science have pondered the nature 
of scientific induction since the days of Hume, if not earlier; 
how can we ever draw general inferences from limited know- 
ledge? The self-denying ordinance following upon such 
philosophical doubts serves scientists well, in reminding them 
of the nemesis of disregarding the limitations their methodol- 
ogy imposes on them, but it may give altogether wrong notions 
to non-scientists who read these wnclusions. Our theories 
concerning gravitation may not be certain, but our deductions 
from these theories are accurate enough to land a man on the 
moon. 

In  the same way, to profess certainty about our theories of 
desensitization, evaluative conditioning, modelling, iden- 
tification or socialization would be absurd; nevertheless, these 
theories clearly possess a kernel of truth, and give rise to 
predictions many of which have been verified in the laboratov,  
or in real life. These theories can be, and have been, applied to 
the field of sex and violence, and have been tested directly in a 
variety ofsituations, with positive results. Ail this does not give 
us the right to claim certainty for far-reaching conclusions, but 
it does enable us to claim that the notions that 'nothing is 
known', or that 'all is disagreement' are no longer tenable. We 
do know something about the effectiveness of the media in these 
fields, and we do know something aboutjust how this effective- 
ness is mediated. IbIuch remains to be known, but a good 
beginning has been made which can be used to make certain 
recommendations, albeit with considerable caution. These 
recommendatipns inevitably imply certain social value judge. 
ments; in this the present chapter differs from those that pre- 
cede it. However, an  effort will be made wherever possible t~ 
link these value judgements with the factual evidence. 

Our  first recommendation will not come as a surprise to 
anyane who has read thus far; it is to the effect that makersoffilms 
and TVprogrammes, producers oftheatre plays and others concerned with 
the pqrlrqal of violence should show more social responsibili~ than they 

' 

have done so far. This means that they should be required to 
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familiarize themselves with the literature rr\.ie\ved in this Soljk. 
and take seriously the findings which show that virwing c iol- 
ence does, for many people and in many instances, act lo 
increase the chances of aggressiorl occurring. By itself, of 
course, this would not be enough; pr~ducers  of such films, 
documentaries and sho~vs often work under orders from 
businessmen, advertisers and others whose concern is to pro- 
duce the maximum viewing figures, and who may not be 
impressed by requests for social responsibility, This mews,  
necessarily, that some form of censorship may be csscntial. 
Such censorship already exists, to sbme extent, but it needs to 
be strengtherled, and those acting as censors should also IIT  
made familiar with the facts outlined ir: this book. 

.Any mention of censorship immcdiatciy calls i'orrh prut?>rs 
on the part of those concerned with ipdit-iduai liberty s11d 
freedom ofspeech, and such protests descxe a rrspcctl'~i1 hwr-  
ing, \Ye would like to call attention to the sirnilL~rir; ul' r!ic 
situation, in respect ofviolence, to that ~b ta in ing  in re l~ t ion  to 
the law concerning incitement to racial hatred and violcnsc. 
Slost people feel, quite rightly; that such 1a:ss arc t.s3e::t:n! h:. 
the preservation of racial harmony; their absence in Hir!rr's 
Germany, and in the M'eimar Republic inmediatc!y pic!-c.d:l;g 
Hitler's take-o~~er ,  give an awful warning of the danyers 131' 

unlimited licence, and the need for sonte form afcensorship. (It  
. isdebatable whether the existing laws of the 1Veimilr Republic 
were insufficient, or whether it was their application that w.35 at 
fault; the point is not material to our argument.) If lye tbrhid 
the use of words and actions which mz): lead to violr~ict. 
directed at certain minority groups, are we not justi5cd in 
forbidding the use of words and actions which may lczd to 
\.iolence directed at random members ot'rhe nacion as a 1% hole:' 
The argument seems a strong one to us, and to justify tlie L I S ~  01' 
censorship, giuen that it has been esfablishtd /hat //LC ,bor/rcjal of 
ciolence in /he media can incite some v i e ~ e r s  to siol~ncs. 

FVe shall discuss presently the ways in which prohibitions 
could be worded to avoid the absurd situarion which has arisen 
in relation to the laws about pornography; here let us first 
consider-which would be the best locus for such censorship. 
Laws administered by the courts would seem to be the last 
resort in this connection; as. far a k T V  and the films are con- 
cerned some form of self-censorship- might be preferable. 
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Indeed, some such form of censorship already exists, but is 
presumably too weak to be very effective. This weakness may in 
part be a function of the lack of knowledge (or rather thC 
presumed lack of knowledge) which enemies of censorship !I\ 
this field have always pleaded as giving film and TV producetri 
the unlimited right to introduce as much ses and violence into 
their products as the market would bear. Now that this excuse 
has been removed by the large body ofresearch here reviewed i t  
may be hoped that internal censorship may be more effective. f t 
might also be suggested [hat the persons and bodies cancel-ned 
should be .instructed to pily more attention to the views of 
ordinary viewers, rather than to  hose of a self-styled intellecr 
tual and artistic 'elite' whose ideas are quite alien to those of the 
great majority. (It  would, of course, be counter-productive if 
these 'bodies ofordinary viewers' were to be made up ofgroups 
as far removed from the broad consensus in the cen~orious 
direction as the trendy 'elite' is in the direction of permissive. 
ness.) But above all they must be instructed to become familiar 
with the facts ofthe case; ignorance may be bliss, but such bliBs 
can be bought at too high a price. No one ignorant of the fatta 
should be allowed to pass judgement in matters of chis kind; tlrc 
present situation of the blind leading the blind has gone Qe too 
long to be tolerable. 

I n  saying that there should be censorship of violence in the 
media, we would not wish to exclude all violence; this wobld 
clearly be impossible, as well as undesjrable. We have reviewed 
the kinds ofviolence which have the greatest likelihood ofbeing 
imitated, and which should be drastically reduced; lye have: 
also discussed the kinds of context within which violence is 
particularly dangerous. \Ye have no wish to la): down a code of 
practice here; this would be inappropriate. But we do feel that 
such a code of practice should be drawn up, and that there IS, 
now sufiicient empirical evidence to make at least a beginnirig, 

Our  second recommendation will also not come as a sur- 
prise; it is that the kind oj" ceccnrorship we hare suggested for violeitce 
s h ~ ~ l d  also applv to the porfr<~al dpercerted sezual behaviour, (By 
perversions we do  not mean to refer to unusual positioxls in 
intercourse, but to extreme forms of sadism, rape, incest, and 
other demonstrably harmful types of behaviour.) However, 
even more than in the case of violence, we feel that this is a 
two-dimensional problem; there is the degree of sexual activity 
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to be tolerated on the screen, and there is the contex: of this 
sexual activity. I t  is often suggested that the viewins of sesual 
intercourse on the screen should be the free right of all iidults, 
and that no one has the right to interfere with this. Evc!~ if this 
were to be accepted, there would clearly he a n u ~ n b z r  of resrrir- 
tions to this universal right. T h e  wordin3 o I  the sentence ahok e 
automatically rules out viewing by children. but to j;rovidp 
shows on the screen which would definitely exc!udc chi;dre:l i5  

a ditEcult task in the cinema, and an impossible one ijn TI'. 
This automatically differentiates cinema and TV entertain- 
ment, with much tougher rules for the latter. The  need not to 
offend viewers who find such displays disgustin%: hut who for 
various reasons may have them b r o ~ g h  t to their (uni\.illing! 
attention if T V  were to follow the cinema in its d e ~ r e e  ol' 
permissiveness reinforces this point. .%dvertisin% in the press. 
and on posters outside cinemas, also requires close attention 
from these two points of view; rules seem to be rather lax in 
respect to these points, particularly in so far as the accexs of 
children to the offending material is concerned. 

We shall return to the measurement of the degree of s s ~ u a !  
activity a little later; here let hs go back to the probienl of 
context. I t  seems clear to LS that there are certain areas uS 
sexual behaviour which should be completely excluded tion1 

, the list ofpermicted activities; sex involvin~children is on? such 
-'area, rape and other forms of sexual tjolence, vi\.idly and 
explicitly presented, are others. Ses int.cjlt.ing animals \\oull? 
probably also come into this category, althou3h there i j  tc~o 

$ 3  little evidence to make it safe to say anyti~inq much i ~ b c t i :  t;~i.,. 
Torture, bondage and sado-masochistic acts-irI\ rjli.irig , t a x  m.i.. 
also be mentioned here. Such films may perhaps he shrr\\n 1x1 

psychiatric prescription to patients addicted ro such per1t.r- 
sions, but they are not safe for public showing. There are minor 
perversions, such as rubber fetishism, ttshich do not seem to 
present any great danger, and which could be freely permitted 
in cinemas, though perhaps not on Ti'. 

We now come to the crux d o u r  recommendations i11 re!arion 
to pornography; the suggestions made so far are little more 
than common sense, and are in fact pretty well in line trith 
ordinary practice. What we are suggestins nest is that Ihc conlent 
o f a  preset~lation sho~rld be judged irl relation to Iljr pnvailing tonr gf the 
prrs~nlation. An esample may make this point clear. John Cle- 
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land's Fanny Hill is perhaps as erotic a book as one could wish 
to read; it contains detailed descriptions ofsexual intercoursein 
a great variety of positions, pre- and extramarital sex, promis* 
cuity, prostitution and 'unnatural' sexual behaviours. Yet the 
tone is one of enjoyment, women are not degraded by the men I 

they consort with, and there is no violence to destroy this sense 
of good humour and enjoyment. For adult viewers and given 
the precautions named above, tye cannot see any reason why 
such a work should not be shown on film, for adult addiencks, 
however explicit the sexual scenes might be. Such a film would 
undoubtedly have certain effects on the people who chose to 
view it, but none of the effects could be said to be socially 
undesirable - unless we regard sexua1,behaviour outside mar- 
riage as undesirable in itself. The  film might lead to an increase 
in sexual activity, and it might lead to greater variety in sexual 
activity, but i t  is difficult to sea that the censor would have any 
right to interfere with the freedom of the adult citizen to choose 
such material for viewing should he or she so desire. 

I 

t Y e  are aware that many people would disagree with this 
suggestion, but we know of no evidence that such a presenta- 
tion rvould do harm, and indeed there is evidence, as we have 
pointed out, that the effect on attitudes towards the other sex ' 

i 
I 

might be positive. From a Christian position such a film would 
portray values unacceptable to believers, and would possibly 
lead to consequences (such as an increase in premarital sex) 
unacceptable to them. But our civilization is not predomin- 
antly a Christian one any longer, and non-Christians have a 

I 
I 

right to their own value systems; it would be impossible,.to 
enforce a minority set of values on the majority, even if there 
were any evidence regarding the superiority of such values." 

However, many if not most of the commercially available 
1 

I __  -- ..- -____._ 
pornographic films are not of this 'wholesorne',?ledon~st~d 
character. Even when they do not overtly depict scenes o f  I 

violence and degradation of women a t  the hands of men, such 
as rape, beatings, and subordination, the tone-i_s_con;istently 
anti-ferninis-t, with women only serving to act as sexual slaves to 

1 
. -. .. -. .-.., - '----....- 

men, being made use'bf-and ultimately.being-depnyedoCtheir --I- _._ 
right to a sexual climax --in the rnajoiity-of s i h  films, the 
portrayal ends with the men spraying their semen over the faces 
and breasts of the women. This is clearly not done because it is 
sexually appealing to men; our subjects in a series of unpub- 

lished experiments were questionecl about their attitudes to 
different parts of the pornographic films they were sh0w.n. and 
they almost universally regarded this bit as 'silly', 'stupid', and 
'uninteresting'.' T h e  intention would seem to be simply to de- 
grade women, and it  is noteworthy that in manv cases of rape the ____. _ :. 
men involved eitheract in the same manner, or else urinate all o\.er* 
the women involved, a type of behaviour very similar in intention. 

It  is this sort of thing we mean by saying that actions of a . 
sexllal character should be judged in terms of the context; 
where the context is hostile to women, as most pornographic 
films are, we feel that such films i h g d d  fall u ~ d e r  the category 
of 'incitement to violence towards minority groups' - even 
though women are not a minority group, i'r'evertheless such 
films do constitute a clear case of incitement to msirrest 
women, downgrade-them to"a-lower status, regard them as 
mere sex objects, and elevate male machismo to a superior posi- 
tion in the scale of values. Evaluative conditioning, modelling, 
and desensitization'all point to the same conclusion, namely 
that such presentations have effects on men's attitudes l\.hich 
are detrimental to women; in fairness to more than one half of 
the population, such incitements should be proscribed. The 
amount ofovert sex in such films may not differ in any way from 
that shown in our hypothetical Fanny Hill film; what js import- 
ant in marking the difference is the context, which is pro-love, 
prb-sex, and pro-women, in the one case, but anti-women, 
anti-love, and even anti-sex (in the sense of gentle, pleasant, 
co-operative sex) in the other. 

\\'e havc found, rather surprisingly, that many lfnot most oithc porno~raph~c films 
available for private viewing, and mostly imported irom Denmark, Siccden and 
Germany, do nor emphasize erotic arousal to anything like h e  degree qne might hare 
expected. Judging by the comments and ratings ofour ruojccts, and also by inrcn.~ci~s 
with some ofthe makers ofsuch films, the aim is often rather to shock, and some \ague 
a r a n l p r d c  notion of departure 1i.ot-n acknowledged standards, rather than to please, 
Long-continued close-up shots of intercourse havc little erotic appeal to most \ i c ~ c r s ,  
and the failure to use establishing shots often makes i t  almost impossible to even guess 
whois doing what to whom; the piston-like movement$ shown soon become boricz, and 
lose all sexual meaning, Most viewers seem to like a pleasant stbry, told in scquencc; 
pornogaphic films of the tommercinl kind seldom havc much ofa story, and w hrt there 
is is often filmed in so  hurried and perfuncror)' a fashion as to be meaningless. IVholc 
chunks are left out; thus a couplc is often seen kissihg, r ~ i l y  clothed, and nqked in bed in 
the next shot. One conaequencc ofgreater pcrmissivcncss of 'nice' pornograph) might 
be an improvement in the stasdqrd of such films. Film makers might with advantage 
seek psychological advice qn what may 'turn on' their cuaromera; they clcarl) only 
sUcceed at a very low level at the moment. 
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I t  is odd that present-day laws of censorship seem to work in 
exactly the opposite direction, Pleasant, simple, enjoyable 
love-making is actively discouraged in its portrayal in films and 
on TV; instead we have A Clockwork Oran,oe,Straw Dogs, and the 
like. The  anti-censorship warriors seem to have a strong point 
in suggesti~g that puritanism dies hard, and that much of the 
censoriousness which bedevils discussions of this issue is due to 
a determined desire on the part of the censors that no one 
should enjoy sex and its portrayal in the media. Our  sugges- 
tion, based as it is on the existing evidence, goes clearly counter 
to this trend; we~oould apply censorship to sexual'macerial only 
when it is joined with undesirable secondary matter, such as 
violence, anti-female sentiments, %r the celebration of male 
machismo. IVomen have as much right to be protected in this 
respect as do racial minorities; the rules of censorship should be 
changed accordingly. 

We believe that the trend ofjury decisions in prosecutions 
under the obscenity laws points this way; it has become very 
difficult to get anything but an acquittal where pornographic 
material is concerned. These acquittals are accompanied by ob- 
vious unease; this unease seems to be equally attributable to two 
causes. One is that while the simple portrayal of sexual acts does 
not seem to the juries to be actionable, the tone or context within 
which the sexual acts occur does seem to introduce doubt. The 
other cause is the absurd way in which the law is framed; to 
succeed, the prosecution has to prove a tendency to deprtivlve and 
corrupt, terms which are too imprecise to carry much meani?g, 

It is curious that while few people would dispute that viol- 
ence presents much more of a problem than does pornography, 
yet laws and restrictions are much more concerned with the 
latter than wirh the former. \Ye have suggested that this paint 
of view should be reversed, and that violence should be made 
the prime target of censorship, with pornography being cen- 
sored mainly in terms of its 'context'. How can this best be 
accomplished? I t  is one of the great difficulties of all censorship 
that it tends to appear subjective, capricious, and far removed 
from the putati1.e certainty of other types of law; there is 
constant argument about phrases such as 'tending to deprave 
and corrupt'. It is virtually impossible, as we have seein, to 
attribute any agreed meaning to such a phrase, and to express 
the intention of a law in such almost meaningless language is 
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to make certain that the law will be brought into di5repute. 

Is it possible td bring greater certainty into such a fie!ci as 
this? Eysenck (1972a) has suggested ( i f  with tongue ~3.n;:- in 
cheek) a way of doing so, in relation ro verbal erotica. S t a r i i n~  
with evidence from several studies zSout the degrcc c l i  'ex- 
plicitness' or 'severity' of a number o i  s e x ~ ~ a l  bchaviljurj. he 
derived a scale which is reproduced telow. as Tablc. 4'2. This , , 

scale ranges from behavioilr having no sesual contenr . s c c l i ~  
talking - rating O points), through grr~ping and inti:r~~:~ur:c ru 
soi.ra?tte-neuf (rating 15 points). Other items could br ir:ci>deri. 
after suitable research on their prpper positicjn on t h i s  scdl:. 

Given this table as a guide-line, Eysenck went on 16 cl>n?;r3.:cr 
a rating scale for the measurement: ol>jcccively a:?? . ..,.i:i~ . 
reasonable accuracy, of the amount of erotic concent 1;; 2 ;:,,.I::-; 
passage of prose. Points were given for specific. mrntii!!: I.<-- A:.:: 

of the body, and specific erotic activities; Table 43 i:: , u t  

Table 32 Scale of sexual activity I I 
kt?!. 

Social talking l i  

One minute continuous lip kissing i 1 1  

Manual manipulation of female breast. over clothes I :  

Manual manipulation of female breasr. under  clothes - 3 
Kissing nipples of Female breast . - 

- - Slanual manipulation of female genitals ', : 

Manual manipulation of male genitals - I 

Mutual manual manipulation of genitals 
Sexual intercourse, face to face ( 1  : 
hlantlal manipulation of male genitals t o  c~ .~cula t ic~r~  -;  I 
Oral manipulation of female genitals 
Oral manipulation of male genitals 
Sexual intercourse, man behind woman !: 2 
Mutual oral-genital manipulation 

;Ii I 
1 5  1 

Oral manipulation of male genitals to ejaculation 12 3 

Mutual oral manipulation of gerlitals to mutual orgasm 15 1-1 

(Based on Eysenck, 1972~) 
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points for mention of specific parts of the body, and Table 42 
was used to fix the number of points given for specific actions, 
The  details of the procedure are not important here; suffice it to 
ray that when a number ofsubjects were asked to rate a variety 
of erotic and pornographic passages according to their salaci- 
ousness or obscenity, the order agreed over 90 per cent with 
that given by the formula. The method would of course have to 
be extended to include more clearly 'pornographicJ acts, such 
as sex with children, rape, etc.; there is no difficulty in that. 

I~ luch  the same could be done, of course, with visual presen- 
tations; we have drawn up a similar list, and made up a similar 
formula, which has been applied to pornographic films and also 
agrees well with overall judgements made by viewers. Nothing 
tvould prevent the construction of such a formula for acts of 
violence, going from pushina someone to gouging out of eyes, 
flaying, or impaling I t  would be necessary to state duration of 
each act, distancing of shots, and other variables, but in prin- 
ciple suvh a formula presents the only pcssibility of making the 
law what it ought to be - certain, objective, and ~redictable. 
The function of a jury would not be that of experts in psy- 
chology, psychiatry, and sociology, interpreting the Delphic 
overtones of meaningless jargon, but simply to assess the fac- 
tual evidence concerned with the application of the formula to a 
given piece of film. 

Obviously this method would need some research before it 
could be properly evaluated; nevertheless we believe that if 
there is to be censorship, something of this kind is necessary in 
order to remove the huge aura of uncertainty which bedevils all 
present attempts to frame laws involving censorship. I t  will be 
objected that such a formula leaves out of account the intention 
of the whole work of art, does not concern itself with the artistic 
value of the product, and is altogether too mechanical and 
atomistic to be acceptable. We believe that these are not 
defects, but rather advantages.' Many readers ofsuch books as 

Scientific measurement is concerned with measuring one thing at a time; it 
confusing when a sinslc measu:emcnt combines two or more entirely difirent coa. 
ccpts. Early thermometers left the top open, thus measuring a mixture of tcmpcrrtura 
and atmospheric pressure; this confusion was endcd when the top was closed, apd we 
now have thermometers which mcasure tempelilture, and barometers which measure 
atmospheric pressure separately. In the same way, the erotic or pornographic potential 
of a film or a book is one thing; its artistic merit is another. Any scientjfic measurtment 
ofthe former should be quite without regard to thelatter; ifwe wish to takk into account 
artistic merit, this should be separately assessed. 
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Lu$i Chatterley's Luaer are not concerned with its artistic merits; 
their attitude is much closer to that or the kind reader who, ih 

ul written the copy available a t  our Public Library, had obligin, y 
on the front page of the book the numbers of the pages on which 
the most sexy events occurred. 

Our  point would be, not only that art does not need the 
explicit portrayal of sex and violence (to the degree which we 
would like to suggest as subject to censorship), but that s ~ c h  
portrayal is entirely counter-productive, destroying whatever 
artistic intentions the author may have had. Nudity, extreme 
violence and cruelty, and extreme suggestiveness of sexual 
conduc: are so arousing in themselves that they draw attention 
away from the artistic integrity of the film or drama, and reduce 
its aesthetic impact. T o  show Lady Macbeth, to take but one 
example, sleep-walking in the nude (because in her time people 
slept in the nude) does not add to the artistic impact of Shake. 
speare's play; it simply sidetracks viewers' attention, and 
instead of being absorbed by the play they begin to wonder 
about the size and shape of the particular actress's breasts and 
buttocks. Similarly, the film production ~f ,\Iacbeth in cinemab 
we attended at  first held the audience spellbound, and then 
completely lost it, and produced helpless laughter, when Maa- 
b ~ t h  had his head cut off at  the end, and it rolled down from tho 
battlements like a football, Realism in these matters is much 
less gripping and artistic than the use of poetic imagination, 
and we hqve already considered some empirical evidence fbr 
this point of view. 

I n  any case, we would query the argument that much of what 
is presented in the cinema and on TV nowadays is motivated 

1 
by artistic and creative motives, particularly as far as the 
portrayal of violence and explicit sex is concerned. Artistic 
integrity is a useful cover for all sorts of motives - commercial, 
revolutionary, desire to shock; to judge by the final product 
artistic considerations do not seem to play a very large part in I 

these 'shocking' portrayals. I t  is obviously dangerous to argue I 

about motives on the sole evidence of the finished product, but 
a good deal is known about the commercial drives behind much 
ofTV and film violence, and one would have to be very naive to 
believe in the importance of the 'artistic' defence of the vsst 
majority of pornographic and violent productions, 

Our  fourth recommendation is so obvious, and is ~ a d b  sb 

i 

frequently a t  the end of a discussion of almost s n y  psychoii.{i- 
cal problem, that we hesitate to put it down iq princ, H ~ ~ e i . e r .  
we have to offer some qualifications to our recommendation 
which may make a discussion worthwhile. The fecommendd- 
tion is the time-honoured one that more reszurch is r c q x r d d ;  clcsriy 
we have only scratched the surface of the problem: and mzch 
More remains to be known. This much will be obvious to 
everyone who has looked at the evidence, and indeed almost all 
writers on the topic have said as much. We have considered the 
problems arising from this recommendation rather carefully, 
and we feel that simply to say: 'More research!' is not enou$n. 
Research cannot be bought like so many pounds of potatoes, 
although the view that i t  can is often held by Government 
agencies commissioning research. (We have held research con- 
tracts with US agencies which asked for a coritract to he sigzrd 
which in fact was identical with the form of contracc used for 
buying potatoes and other supplies.) T o  ask for more research 
often mcans to get research of the same redundant, poor quaiic!. 
as that already in existence; there would clearly be very lirtlc 
benefit in that. To commission research under the same con- 
straincs operating agaihst discovery of the truth, e.g. bansin? 
certain researchers because they might obtain results unac- 
ceptable to the US television networks, would be useless and 
worse. It  is obviously necessary to specify the conditions under 
&v,hich research can be of value, and this is a dil'ficult 2nd 
complex task. 

\Ye might approach this end by first of all enquiring \ v h >  the 
existing research is of such poor quality, and tvhy  so r n ~ ~ c h  of i t  
is subject to criticism which ought to have been nnricipatcd and 
avoided. One or two of these reasons we have already discus- 
sed. Much work has been done by sociologists unaware oit!le 
psychological complexities of the topic, and ignorant ot' the  
psychological literature; the consequent lack of attention ro 
relevant psychological theories, to well-known psychological 
facts, and to proper des i~ns  and research paradigms has made 
this whole literature rebarbative, and has severely limited its 
usefulness. Research, to be useful, must build on what is 
already known; it cannot start de nouo, rising like Xrhcne f ionl  
the head of Zeus, Non-psychologists may have a supporti\*e 
role to play in research of this kind, particularly when there is 
concern about i~stitutional problems and policits, but without 
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the necessary training in statistics, methodology and especially and learning theory are all invalved with 115 in~uly Jrpl.':!,. 
psychological theory they should never be asked to design or Thus a team approach is needed; individual workers, ho\\ t.: c r  

control the research p r~ jec t .  brilliant, tclsill be frustrated if their tvork docs nor harbl: th;: 
Psychological studies have often suf'fered from lack of time, back-up of a well-chosen team. 

lack of funds, and lack of imagination. The  US Commission The  simplest solution would thus appear co he thr scttln; LIP 

work ivas farmed out, and had to be finished, in a great hurry; of a research team, on a semi-permanenc basis. to car::; D L I L  

this is not the way to get good results. Financing always under* research into the problems raised by the possibly anti-social 
estimated the peed for follow-ups and other vital aspects of p. effects ofses and violence in the media; financed perhaps by the 
proper research design; finance was also lacking to elaborate Government, or by the T V  authorities and the cinerna com- 
desighs by introducing experts in psychophysiological record- panies. There is some precedent for such action. T h e  drug 
ing, for instance, leading to reliance on subjective assessments, companies are obliged by law to provide strong evidence or the 
Lack of imagination was probably the worst fault, aggravating non-harmful nature of any new drugs they seek to marker, and 
the others mentioned. Research in science begins with an idea, this has led to the settins up by the drug comppnies of larse, 
not with funds; if funding precedes individual research idens, permanent research facilities. The  analogy may be closer than 
the work done is likely to be shoddy, meretricious, and of ~ Q W  is a t  first apparent: should we not demand of T?' companies 
scientific value. It is instructive to note h o ~  repetitive much of and film producers that they should provide e\.idrnce for rht  
the work commissioned a t  various times has been; simply doitlg harmless nature of their wares, rather than insist that crirics 
again what others have done before is unlikely to generate new should prove their harmful nature? A small percentage of the 

insights. licence fees, or the advertisement revenues, or the profits of 
Another aspect of the work here reviewed which bas rnili- such companies would serve to set up a Research Insticure of 

tated against success is the individual nature of much of the sufficient magni~ude to give us answers, in rime, to most of chi: 

experimentation, Continuity and team work are essential questisns raised. This, then, would be our fourth recommenda- 
marks of successful research. The  sudden influx of money into tion; however, we would like to point out some serious dansers 
this fie!d took a number of research workers away from their involved in the process. 

proper research sphere, kept them busy for two or three years, The  history of research in this field has left us entirely disrn- 
and then released them back to their previous careers, This _ ... chanted with the activities of either governments and their 
mode of working almost guarantees poor research; i t  takes that 

- nominees, or commercial undertakings and their representa- 
long just to become properly acquainted with the probleme tives, in relation to scientific research. Neither group seems to 
involved, to get to know previous research in depth, atld to start be concereed with the facts, with truth, or with the possible 
thinking creatively about what could be done to obviate the consequences of coming to a wrong decision. Political and 
many obstacles that stand in one's way. I t  tvould be silly to commercial expediency seems to take precedence over scien- 

blame the research workers coricerned; the blame must attach tific requirements; we have amply documented these strictures 
to those doling out the money, in abject ignorance of what in previous chapters, and will not do so again here. If such an 
scientific research is all about. institute as that mentioned above were to be set up, either by 

We have just mentioned the need for team work; tltis Is the Government or by the commercial groups involved, we 

apparent whenever a particular problem (often of an applied have no doubt that every effort would be made to nominate for 

kind) involves many diverse aspects, each of which dernnqds leading positions psychologists known to be favourable to 

specialized skill for its solution. Our  discussions throughout the whatever views might be held by the interests concerned, b+hiir 
book will have illustrated the complexity of the problem itl those not holding these views, or suspected to be impartial, 

question; experts in social psychology, clinical psychology, I I would be blackballed; the memory of Albert Bandura, a highly 

psychophysiology, personality, psychometrics, conditioning respected professor of psychology, a former president of the 
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Amet-icaa Psychological Association, and a pioneer of exper- symbolisms. Sirnilarl:; some sociologists have <us:,-csrc:! i cn~ t j v -  

imental work in modelling, being blackballed and   re vented ing Enid Blyton's Littlr .Voddy because of the occ:tjionai p~ :Li;k; 

from sitting on the US Presidential Commission on Violence by played by the Gollywog, a black doll: this iyas suppust:d to 

the veto of the TV companies will take a lot of living down, produce racial batred. The decision hy some Finnish librarians 
There are ways and means of reducing such a threat. Thus a to ban Donald Duck (because he is naked. and brcaaiz  !I? ;il;e, 

committee could be formed by one of the Research Councils, or a had and bourgeois esample of a one-pzrcnt farnil!; I is equally 
by the British Psycholo~ical Society, or the American difficult to understand, unless i t  was dgne to bricg 311 ce;lsor- 
Psychological Association, or by some other non-partisan, ship into disrepute, S o t  far remotsed from these inanities tva3 

scientific organization, such as the Royal Society, or by some the attempt to have Linda Lovelace's book Insid? Linda Larcllzc-r' 
combination of these; such a committee might then consider banned; this gave enormous publicity to the book at the 

expense of the British taxpayer. The  t;ook is cqmicnl in its 
absurdity, rather than obscenc. I V e  doubt if the famous judge of 
whom it was once said that the proofofobscenity in a book was 
that it produced an erection in him, would have obliged in the 
case of Linda's silly frolic. 

A further recommendation, or perhaps we should call i t  a 
plea, is to cease to regard the batlle between puritans and libertarionr as 
one bttweenpoli~ical right and le). There is no rnea~~ingful relation 
between opposing pornography and wishing to lower income 
tax, or between a belief that the portrayal of violence in the 
media will cause violence in the streets and dislike ot'national- 
ization. In fact, i t  is obvious that there is far more pornography, 
obscenity and violence in the media of the capitalist countries 
than there is in the communist countries -we hai.e seen practi- 
cally none in the Soviet Cnion, Poland, or the DDR, and from 

.-all -. accounts there are no such programmes in communist 
China. The impression of some political link has probably 
come about because the capse of porno5raphy is featured by 
some youngish intellectuals cohnected with the media who also 
show anti-establishment attitudes in political and other fields; 
it seems likely that should the revolution they advocate ever 
happen, they would be among the first of its sons to be 
devoured, This is what happened in the USSR and in China, 
and quitegenerally the old, somewhat tolerant kstablishmenris 
replaced by a new, quite intolerant one. Right-wing and left- 
wing politics do not enter into the subject to any extent, and to 
argue the case in these political terms is irrelevant. On these 
issues left-wing voters have never been shown to dilrer in any 
marked way from right-iving voters. 

Beyond all the points discussed in this book there is one 
which concerns many of the people who are opposed ro the 
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present permissiveness in the media, and which is often neg- 
lected in the arguments so far reviewed. I t  also does not feature 
much in the experimental literature. Agiven country, at  a gi\#erl 
time, has a certain moral climate; this climate can easily be 
disrupted by propaganda in the media and elsewhere. Plato 
was already fully aware of this possibility, and argued vehe- 
mently against the influence of poets and musiciahs in his 
Republic, to the extent of wanting to banish them all. I t  is this 
disruption of the moral tone which obtained when many people 
now living grew up, rather than specific acts ofsexual  immoral^ 
ity and violence, which concerns them, They would argue that 
it is quite wrong to say that they are bent on a process of 
indoctrination, with their oppone5ts wishing only to set people 
free to follow their inclinations. The  propaganda of the liber- 
tarians also constitutes a process of indoctrination; children a$ 
they grow up are bound to become conditioned, indoctrinated 
and brainwashed in some direction by the prevailing tone set 
by the writers, film-makers and T V  producers. Many young. 
sters now bow to the tyranny of those who consider chaatity srtl 
outgrown shibboleth, aqd against their better judgement ape 
the models appearing in the cinema or on TV,  Freedom lo tmbmcb 
promiscuib should also mean/reedom to embrace marital Jidelily; it 
this freedom that is denied the average person when all tfib 
pressure in the media is in the other direction. It  is small 
wonder that this pressure is interpreted, perhaps rightly, as ah 
assault on established values, and resented accordingly. 

Such a view is supported by much of the work here reviewed, 
and in particular the well-established facts of modelling, desen- 
sitization and evaluative conditioning suggest that something 
of the kind must be happening, If  it could be shown that the 
majority of the population had been consulted on the point, and 
had unambiguously voted in favour of such a change in the 
valut: system of society, then one might argue that the democra- 
tic process had validated the change in emphasis. But this has 
not happened, and indeed population surveys show quite strik- 
ingly that the great majority still believe in such issues as the 
sanctity of the family, and the importance of its preserv?t~ob, 
Given that modern trends in the cinema and on TV threaten 
this sumival, it is not perhaps unreasonable that man)' people 
should feel tempted to protest vigorously against what they Bee 
as a threat to their value system. If there were an oppasing, 

Coriclusions and Reconlmendutions 

value system, well articulated and meaningf~111~ prtasenrcfi. 
then one could allow the two systems to battle it out betibrrn 
them, as the Christian and the. Roman religious s?srerns did 
2,000 years ago. 

This, however, is not the position. hlany t\,ho oppo.. .qe :;I? ' 

traditional value system have in fact nothing ro ~ L I  t in its plsce: 
as we have seen, acceptance of the communist \.aiuc sy511:nl 
would if anything strengthen the emphasis on famil:, iii'e. C!ILS- 

tity, and spiritual aspects of the sexual relation. Thus r1ie 

emphasis in the media on pornography and violence is purrl:: 
destructive, similar it1 many ways to the decadence apparent in 
the later years of the Roman Empire. There is little doubc cl':dr 

critics have a strong point here; however. i t  is not clear r h a ~  
censorship is the anstver. Censorship of estreme drs iation.: 
from the norm, particularly when these can be s h o w  enpiri- 
cally to have particular unwanted consequences (un;t.nnted b? 
the majority of the population), is one thing; censorship of 
something as amorphous as the destructi\.e critique of J ~ v h d e  
system of values is quite another. I t  does not seem p~issible to 
counter the present obsession with sex and violence bv prohibi- 
tion, and indeed ic does not seem desirable. \\'hat is needrd 
instead is a more positive assertion of traditional valut*s, ifthg~se 
who hold these values wish to overcome the challenge pre- 
sented by their critics. Our last recommendatiorl, therefore. 
would be not to demand or c.spec& too m l ~ c h f r o m  rr#ru.orship; we shou!c! 

- not use censorship to keep criticism quiet and itnpotrnt? how- 
ever much that criticism may hurt. Iiiothing shoold be banned 
because it is new, uncomfortable, or different; ii is only \vhen 
there is some evidence that it causes actual harm to individuals 
within society, in some measurable way, that such action 
becomes advisable. 

One last point may deserve examination. Those in favour of 
some form of censorship often claim that people need to be 
protected from themselves; they may quote the example of 
enforced safety belt wezring regulations in some countries, In\\ j 
regarding advertising for tobacco qnd alcoholic beverages, and 
other similar examples. The  answer, predictably enough, is 
that people must be left to themselves to choose how to live their 
lives, even though we may not approve of the way in which they 
do so. Paternalism, with its implied sense of superiority, is 
rightly resented by those whose activities are restricted, even 
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though the restriction may be imposed with the best of motives, 
Should we prevent people from harming themselves? Actually 
it is an oversimplification to say that the person who drinks or 
smokes to excess is harming no Qne but himself, an objection 
often made to any form of action that would discourage these 
habits. The person who becomes an alcoholic certainly harms 
his family; the person who drinks and drives may (and only too 
frequently does) injure and kill innocent victims. The person 
who smokes too much may cost society a great deal of money in 
medical costs, hospital charges, and other hidden costs such as 
unemployment benefit. Heroin addicts are an even better 
example; while apparently only harming themselves, many also 
commit serious crimes in order to get enough money to satisfy 
their need for the drus. Society has a right to concern itself 
with ssuch matters, although the experience of prohibition has 
shown the difficulties involved in discharging this social duty, 

Kote that it is not a question of taking away from people 
spmething nice and enjoyable, in the name of some spoil-sport 

I 

nanny who docs not like them to have fun. The  argument is 
entirely based on the point that the portrqal of pornography ~ n d  * * 

+ ,->.: violence has c.ffecls on m a y  people which cause them to interfire with fhc 
lives, health artd happiness of other people. We have to weigh the I 

amusement, enjoyment and delight viewers may derive from 
such presentations against the injuries, degradation and even I 

deaths which may be caused to innocent victims who become 
subject to the perverted sexual and violent urges in part pro- 1 

duced or increased by these portrayals. In  so far as we judge I 
I 

that we would not like to be exposed to such films and shows, 
and that consequently others too should be prevented from 1 
seeing them, we are on very poor ground. However, that is not 
the burden of our argument; the argument is fairly and 
squarely based on the demonstration that presentations of the 
kind mentioned do have effects on the actions, beliefs and 
attitudes of viewers which affect other people, and that these I 

effects are serious enough to demand consideration. I t  is under. 
I 

stood that these arguments come into conflict with ecluall I 

cogent arguments for free speech, and other freedoms whic X 
may have to be curtailed to some extent. We have made certain I 

recommendations, but these reflect to some extent our own ! 

value system, as well as being based on the factual evidence. A9 i 

such, they are subject to argument, criticism, and rejection. I 
1 

Conclusions and ~ecommendations - 1)  -. . 
However, there is a subtle difference between enforcisg a 

rule which restrains a person from fbllowing his natural bent 
(such as not wearing a safety belt) and laying down rules which 
make it more dificult for one group of people to 'lead others 
into temptation' - e.g, by appropriate advertisin0 or tobacco or 

3 alcohol, promising eternal youth, sexual omnipotence, aria 
other wonderful things. Proscribing certain types oi  obscene 
publications, pornographic films and T V  shows, and portray- 
als of violence would seem to fall into the second category: 
many of our subjects have stated that they would not ha1.e 
considered going to see pornographic films had it noc been fc,r 
tempting advertisements, and that they often regretted haviny 
succumbed to temptation. Furthermore, this may be an 
acquired taste (like smoking); l'uppetit uient iz mangson!. 
Removal of the temptation, while leaving the goods in ques:ion 
accessible to those really intent on securing them, is one 
method of compromise, half-way between censorship and 
complete permissiveness. Rules about advertising of shows of 
pornography and violence, out-of-house showing of enticin? 
pictures, and other similar measures are available to reduce the 
temptation without removing the essential freedom of sho\cins 
films in the 'grey' area between permissible and definite!? 
imp.ermissible. Film clubs constitute another such half-\bzy 
hous2The  solution js rather similar to that proposed by the 
Wolfenden Committee for street prostitution; prostirc~tion i+.as 
permitted to continue, but street soliciting \.\-as abolished. 
Sweeping vice under the carpet may not seen] an occupaticn 
worthy ofthe brave new world we are supposed to he building. 
but it may resolve difficult conflict into widel:; accepr~!~lr  
compromise. 

JVhen all is said and done, pornography and \.ioience in the 
media are only symptoms of a much more widespread disease. 
namely a general loss of values, Christian, mora!, or social. 
Being born of this general loss ofvalues, i t  in turn feeds into i t  in 
a kind of positive feedback cycle. KO great changes in socis1 
well-being sho~lld be expected even if the proposals here 
reviewed should be carried into effect, and no great disaster 
should be expected should nothing in fact be done. Clearly this 
is but one of many areas where changes are required; violence 
in the streets is much more likely to be encouraged by the 
general permissiveness which has now engulfed both the law- 
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makers and the law-enforcers, than by the much less important 
efl'ecrs that screen presentations and portrayal may have 
(Eysenck, 1977b). But eve?; little helps; if we cannot turn the 
tide in one go we may have to be content with attacking the 
many different manifestations of our social malaise piecemeal, 
A society which cannot parantee  its citizens a fair degree of 
safety from arbitrary violence, rape, vandalism and sheer 
destructiveness ceases to deserve the name of civilization; it 
must fight back or go under. The  overt, exciting, and tempting 
portrayal of violence in the media is one target which lends 
itself to attack; given the factual knowledge which we now 
possess and granted all the qualifications we have noted, one 
cannot but agree with those who have expressed concern over 
the years that indeed some at least ofthe burden ofguilt for out  
present position must be laid a t  the door of those who for 
mainly commercial reasons have been responsible for this typc 
of titillation. Pornography, although probably less serious in its 
effects, cannot escape blame entirely, Society must take action, 
soon, to redress the balance. 

Conclusions and Recommendalians 7-= 
, I rJ 

promist is inevitable, and compromise pleases nobody, It  also 
has the virtue that it displeases nobody sufficiently to provoke 
public disorder. Our  recommendations, which are clearly sub- 
ject to debqte, disagreement. and argument to a degree that our 
factual findings are not, suggest a closer watch on the portrayal 
of violence in the media, and also certain restrictions on the 
portrayal of pornography, though not'of erotica, Il'e also 
recommend a greater objectivity in the wording of rules and 
laws in this context; present laws are impossible to enforce 
because of the subjectivity of interpretation of the terms em7 
pfoy5d. I t  canno longer be said that the evidence is ambiguous, 
or too contradictory tb allow any conclusions to be drawn; the 
evidence is remarkably consistent, and congruent in its major 
aspects. Much still clearly remains to be discovered, but our 
major conclusions are unlikely to be changed by such f u m e  
work. 

I 
Our  major conclusions are that the evidence strongly indicates 
that the portrayal of sex and violence in the media does affect 1 - 2- 

the attitudes and behaviour of viewers;, that these effects are 
variable, depending on the details of presentation and the 
personality of the viewers; and-that recommendations fur 
actipn depend in part on a person's valuCs)iikhi:Aggii3sive ' 
acts new to the subject's repertoire ofiesponses, as well as acts 
already well established, can be evoked by violent scenes por- 
trayed on film, TV,  or in the theatre. Pornography, too, affects 
many viewers, but its effects are likely to be much more vari- I 
able. Variability of reaction is associated with such factors as 
the sex of the viewer, or his personality; genetic as well as 

I 
environmental factors operate here. C,ondition.ing has been 
shown to play a large part in determining a person's reactions 
to such presentations, but conditioning itself is closely related I 

to personality, and follo~vs certain innate patterns. The great 
variability of attitudes .ind.reactions make it clearly imposs- 
ible for recommendations to be universally acceptable; corn* 
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TELEVISION VIOLENCE AND 
AGGRESSION 

1)ocs cxposllre to lclcvisio~~ \liolc~lc.c c i ~ ~ ~ s c  i~ggrcssiyi- I~rllitvic~~. ~ ~ I I I O I I ~ :  

vic\vels? 'l'his questioll Ilas \)cell ~)tlblicly tlebi~terl [i)r ycilrs i ~ i ~ ( l  Ili~s ;rlso I~rcrl 
the subject of' controversy i\lIiong socii~l scientists. In 1960 the Wi~tiol~;~l 111- 

sliltrte of Mental k I ~ i ~ l t l l  (NIMM) i~plxol~iated $1 million for new ~.~st'i~rcll 011 

lltc cflkcts of 'I'V violcocc, 'l'llrce yeilrs Iiiter [lie Surgeo~r (;encralls Scic~ltific 
Advisory (:onlntitlee 011 'I'elcvision iind Soci;~l 13ehirvior conclutlctl f'ro~li tlle 
NIhIF1 stutli~s that "there is it convergence of the fairly substantial ex])cri- 
metitat evidence for shortrttn causation of aggression among chiltlren I I Y  
~iewitlg viole~lce on [lie screen and the ~nuch less certain evidence fro~n licltl 
slndies that extensive violence viewing precected sorne long-run miinifcs~i~- 
tiotls of aggressive behavior, ?'his convergence. . . constitt~tes some prelir~~i- 
t1i1t.y inclicatio~l of ;I causal rela~ionsllip."~ The tentntis~e corlclusior~. 1ll i~11.  is 
 hat ~lntler stlnle contlitio~ls viewing T V  violence ciulses itggressive I)cl~i~vior. 
Alt)louglt there has 1)een sonie disagree~nent,' nlost sociirl scielitists w11o h;\vt. 
dorle resenrcll'cm TV \liolence seen1 to agree with this conclusion.:' I I I  tl~is 
r-ltnl)lcr wd will (!is(-11ss so111c ol' t l ~ c  gc~~c'rnl li~ltli~lgs fro111 t l~c  l)c~-s~)c~c.tivr of' 
I \ ; ~ I I ( ~ I I I Y I ' S  so(:i;11 I C ; I I . I I ~ I I ~  l11(~)1*y .  LI1c will 1101 ~ I I I ~ ~ I I I ~ I  lo ~cvi(*\v ill1 01' 111i~ 

I . C ~ C V ~ I I I L  rcse;~r.ch, since excellerlt ~wicws i ~ r c  ;~vi~ili~l)lc clsc\\.l~c~~c,' Instc;~cl, 
bur purpose is to integrate sonle of t l ~ e  genel-ill findings illto L I I C  fr;~lile\vork 
of'social learnirlg theory. We will also tlisc~tss a L'elv r.ecellt stl~dies i l l  tlcli~il to 
illuslrnte nletliotlology in t l ~ c  ficltl. 

TELEVISION VIOLENCE I 
I 

I1t~l)lic ;111d reseiucll i~~tellt io~l I~as Li)cuscrl o11 t l~e  cl'li.cts of' ~c)cvisior~ violcncr 
on audiences because ( I )  television is the most pervasive ~lriiss nlctlitt~rl in ~ h c  
U~litecl States todi~y a~itl  (2) televisio~i is violent. St~r\leys 11). tllc A. (1. Nielscr~ , 
( Z ) I I I I ) ~ I I I ~ ~ I I ~ ~ ~ ~ . : I ~ ~  III;IL i l l  thc6 l':11I ol' 1070 t11c i1yctiISr U,S. I~t~t~scl~oltl  \c.irll 

televisio~~ hitd the set tuj-~lecl on 6.82 Ilollrs eyery tli~y, ;un incre;ise ol'ill~liost I 
hotil. over the 1963 level. Hausellolcls \vllere [he heat1 I1:lrl less tl1i111 o11e Y L ' : I ~  
of college watched more television in 197(i (7 Ilours per tl;ry) tl~;ui lio~~sclioltls 
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i r r  wllicll I I I ~  lici,tl Il i l t l  ollr y t ~ r  or tilore of college (6.3I) hours per cI;ty). 
1 ll,l\,c~vrr, . l 'V yic.\\~itrg i l l  tllc Iligl~c.r-rtl~lc*;~tiol~ I~o~lsclloltls il~t.t.citsctl sigrlili- 
c; l \ l [ \y  [ t * ~ t l \  \ ! ) jO  10 l!)y(i (5.(\ 10 (i,:j:) 11o11t.s ( / ; I )~ ) ,  ~ \ ~ l t i l ~ *  tltcb ~ I I C I ' C ~ I S ~  O\T!I' 

s;lnlc tittle ~)eriotl it1 I1)rvcr-ecluc;1tion I~ot~selloltls W;IS 111irlit11;1l ((i.8q to 7 
Ilortrs ~ e r  (lay). '[.his trellcl i~ltlici~tes tllitt -1.V viewing is itlcreasihg in the 
gctlcr;~\ Ix) l )~~l;~t iot~,  I ~ t t t  litore so i~tnon[: peol~lc with Ilighcr educatioll. 

'[.Ilc Nic1sc.11 l iR~t t -~s  J'oI. 1!)70 sllow lhitt wotncn Fil'ly ycius or oltler w;\lcll 
~Itc nlost tclcvi.sior~ (5 11o11rs per t l i ~ y ) ,  li)llowetl I)y tnen lifty yc;~rs or oltlcr (fl.(i 
I~o~rl.s), wotllct~ cigl~tcctl to I'orly-uit~c yciws (4.5 I I O I I I . ~ ) ,  c.l~iltll~ct~ two to c lcvc~~ 
~ C ; I I S  (:\.<) hot~rs), :111(1 I I I ~ I I  c i ~ \ ~ t c c t ~  lo forty-II~IIC (3.5 ~ I O ~ ~ ~ S ) ,  ' ~ ' c ~ I I ~ I @ I ' s  
( t \ \ t c l \ ' r  lo sc\y-~l~ecll yciuds) wi~~cll thc lei~st tclevisiotl (3.1 Ilo111.s per tliry). 

'I'elcvisiotl is the Illass nlctlilt~n most trustetl 1))' ;tclults ;111(l tllc IIIOSI usetl 
Sor ne\vs ;111d ~ I I ~ P ~ I ; ~ ~ J I I I I C I I ~ .  I I I  1974, nationwicle surveys IIY the Roper 0rg;l- 
Ilil;lliollli i l l ( ( i ( . ; l ( (u~ l  ( I l j t l  65 1)cr(.c111 (11 ' ;1 (11r l~  ~ P S ~ ) O I I I \ ( ~ ~ I ~ S  ( .ot~sic\~rr~l I~Ic~isiOll 
to  1 ) ~  ( I l c  ul;tilt sotil.cc of ~lc\vs, conll)at~ccl to 117 pcrcct~t s;iyil~g I I I ~ I I  (Ilrit. ~ t l ; t i t l  

IICII'S S O I ~ ~ C C  \V;IS netvsI);II)ers. Also. 5 1 percent s;iitl tli;lt tclcvision wis the 
rnrtli~~nl 1l1cy t\'o\tltl Ijc 11los1 incli~led to I>elir\le, while o~dy 20 percell1 said 
t l l ; ~ ~  I I C \ V S ~ : I ~ I C I ~ S  \vcrcP ~ I I C  111ost l~c~li~~vi~l)lc, 'l't*lc\~isiot~ vic~vitlg is the l)rill~i~ry 
Icislll.r ; l t l i i . i ly of \,crq)lc, 11, ~ r l l i r l~  ; I I )OI I I  :$I percell1 (11. (1.W lilllc is ( ~ c \ ' I ) I P I ~ . ~  

'1311c c\'it\cllce inc\iciltes tcle\lision is an inll3ortitnt force in our lives 
silllllly I)erit~tsc it tilkes 1111 :I go011 (lei~l o f o t ~ r  tinte. ' lbe next (locstio~l is. Ilmv 
violclll i1l8e tclrvisio~l l)rogrirnls? 

(:rtl)llcr ;llll[ (;~.oss Il;lve c.or,tltlctcrl ;I s e1 . i~~  ol'slutlics lo lltt!ils\irc \'iolcllce 
it1 television.R .I'ltey define violence as "tl~e overt expression of physicill I'orce 
;1gsilat self or odters, a,nlpelling iction against one's will on pain of being 
I~ttrt or killetl, or nctually hurting or killing." 'Selevision ~wogran~s tIl"1 tell a 
story ;I]-c ri(leoti1ped For ;dl aetaorks duril~g one autumn week of priale-tinle 
i ~ t l t l  wecke~~tl morning I)roatlcasting. News, clocumen~i~ries, specials, variety 
I I ~ O ~ K I I I I S ,  sl)orts i11.r no1 i~a~hcl~- ( l  i l l  tllr ;lt~;~lysis. (:OIICIS 111ctl i~t~itly?,e 1 1 1 ~  
v i ~ \ ~ o ~ ; ~ ~ ) ( ~ ~ ,  Il~r;lsul.illg (I I ( .  lic~rlttrtlry ; I I I ( ~  I I ; I I I I I . ( ~  01' v i i ) l ( ' l ~ l  ;I('ISi 1!1(' 1)1'1.- 

~ ) ~ ~ " . : ~ o t s ,  \Yiriil~ts i t ~ t l l  I I I ( ~  (*t~oit*olil~t(~t~t i l l  ivllil.11 t l t ( h  it(.ts ilt.k1 l ) ( 1 r l i ) r ~ ~ ~ ~ 3 ~ I .  
(;crl)ncl.;lllt\ (;ross Il;l\*c st~ttlietl '1-V vioIc11~:~ yeill l y  sitl(.i* I!)(i7. SOIIIC 01'1lll ' it '  

general fitlrlitlgs li)llow.!' 
'I'lte percentage of progranis containing violence has ranged from 80 to 90 

nerrent: in 1977 it \vas 75.5 percerltb C;hiltlren's p rogr ;~ tn~ni~~g durit~g week. 
LIICI ~llornings continues to be the most violent. 

.I'llr r;lle of violent el,iso(\es per hour W:IS Iligllest i l l  1!)7A (9.50); in 1977 
111c~'~ wc'1.1- (j.7 \1iole111 cq)isotlcs per 11011r. 'l'lte ~ . i~ t c  of' violel11 el)isot\es per 
1,rogr;rln was (i.2 in 197(i ilntl 5.0 i r ~  1977. 

'Tile level of violence cluring the F;lmily viewing hour (8 to 9 P . ~ I .  ES'r) 
clt*ol,l'c(l i l l  t l ~c  1!)75-1!)7(i sr;tso~~; !~owevcr, 1l1e level ol' violence in I:IIC eve- 
11itll: I ) l ~ , g l . ; l [ t l ~ r t i t l ~  iilcl.cits~:tl sigl~ilici~~~lly (11tt.illg III(* Si t l l lC I ) c ~ . ~ O L I .  

Fron~ tllis t l i ~ t i i  we ciln cclnclntle thitt there is consitler;~l~le violet~ce i l l  tclcvi- 
sioll, pnrliet~l;~rly in pn,grians illat children i\re likely to watch. The Gerbner 
: I I ~ ( I  t;ross (litt;~ ilrc \vi(lcIs i~ ( . ( *o~) t ed .~~~  'l'l~cir n i ~ ~ ~ s ~ t r ~ s ,  l~os~~cver, l\ilve bee11 
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criticizccl for several reasons," Two comlnon criticisms are lhat the rnrilsltres 
rlo not lake inlo :tccoirnt the Sornl:lt of'tl~e program and rl~at c i l ~ l y  onr vl)iso~le 
01' ;I ~ W O ~ I . ; I I I I  is cotlctl, \rellicll is tltcrl 1;1kc11 lo I)e rcl)rcscnt;~tive of tltc ct~tit c: 
!ic?ilsotl. 'l ' l~e Sorn~at criticisn~ is tllat t l ~c  Gerl~ner ancl Gross tlclit~itiot~ 01 
violence, when strictly ~~secl,  will code as violent cot~ledy, accidctl~s, atltl acts 01 
ui\tlrt1e, thereby infli~titlg violence estimates per progranl iuntl [)el. Ilottr. '1.0 
\his criticisn~ Gerbner and Gross reply  hat violence sho~tltl he nlr;ls~t~'ctI 
wl~crevcr i t  occurs ;~ncl not or1 the bitsis of fi)rcilat.I~ 'I'ltey itlso say III:II 111ci1. 
cJclir~ilio~l of violer~ce is clcilrly not li~nitecl to criminal ;lets or tlclil)ci.;itr l~liys- 
lcrll violence among I I U I I I ~ I I I S .  Colisiclcrirtg t l~e  potcrltii~l el'lerts o t ~  tllc vic\vcr 
OI' observi~lg i\ viole~it art, we would have to agree wit11 (;erl)ilcr i ~ ~ t ( l  C;IO.SS 
(I~at their clefinition is valid. Social learning tlleory preclicts tl l ;~t  ol~servers ci111 

1cal.n acts of violence regardless of where the act is 1)erfot.mecl ill111 r~gi~t~dless 
of sorlllilt. 

~lltttitivciy, h7e \ V O I I ~ I ~  iIg13CC 1\~ i t11  I ~ I C !  critics I ~ I ; I I  ( ; ~ I . ~ I I ~ I .  i111(l t;t-f)ss s l t o ~ ~ l ~ l  
ritlltlollily select a nul~lber of progranls from a series fbr cotlir~g instei~~l ol 
cuding only one episocle. However, there is evirlence th;rt ope el)isocle cii11 
~ : l l i c l l y  represetlt an entire series. CI;lrk i~nd Rlankcnl)urg,l:' for cxan~l)le, 
conipared ratings based on the Gerbner at~cl Gross violencc index wit11 ~.;lti~lgs 
based on synopses from TV G21ide. 'rhey found that there \\*as ; ~ l ) o ~ t ~  I)()- 
I~crcent ngrcement on wllich progranls were violent ;lnd wl~icl~ nScrc IIOI. 

Altllough sonle of the formulas and weights that Gerl~tler alltl (;ross Il;tv(* 

irsetl Lo at~alyze violence in 'SV I)rograsls seem to Ile arl)itr-;try (tlli~t Is, 111crr 
aeenls to be no tlleoreticaljustificatiot~ for coml)initlg indivirlui~l incliccs), tllci~. 
nleasures, taken individunlly, give its a reasonably valicl alld reliable ~ ~ i c t ~ t r c  ol' 
violence in  television. 

EFFECfS OF TELEVISION VIOLENCE 

'I'11c III : I~II  p~.c*clictio~~ of social I t * i~ r l~ i~~g  111eot.y is 111itt we GIII lei11 11 I I C I I ~  ~ t s  01 
violcl~cc I)y ol)scrvirlg tllc itcts ~)cl-li)~.t~lctl or1 tclcvisio~l ot lilllt. A~lo~llcr prc- 
diction irc that abstract modeling can clisinhiblt us from performing violerlt 
acts in real life. A third prediction is that desensitizatior~ can result from 
repeated exposure to televised or  filmed violence, IIILIS increasing the like- 
lihood tl~at aggressive acts in real life will be tolerated or pcrSornlet1. 

We will review the empirical evidence for each of these pr eclictions in the 
rieclions tll;tt follow. 

kmrnlng New Acts of Vlolence 

~~i1111~1tr;t 11:ls S ~ I O \ V I I  ill iI scrit!s or  ~ i t t . 1 ~  ex~)c:vi~~tc~~ls I I t i t t  (d~iI(lt~c~t G I I ~  i ( * ; t ~ . t t  

new 811cl co~t~plcx aggressive acts sin~ply Ily observing tl~ose itcts ~)erli)rn~cti 
once by a rnodel. In a 1963 study, Bandura, Ross ant1 Rosst.' indiviclu;~lly 
oxposerl nursery schaol boys and girls to an adult motlel who perfornietl ;I 
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\vhetllrr l o \ \ * - i ~ ~ c o ~ ~ ~ c  cl~i l t l r~c~~ \\#ill I)e 1llol.r ;II l'ectetl I)!, tclo~isctl violcl~cc t11;111 

I ~ i g l ~ - i ~ ~ c o ~ ~ t c ~  c~l~ i l t l~ .c~~,  sil~ce tllcre is 1 1 0  tli~.ec,t e\.iclen~b o n  this clucstiol~. 'I'he 
~ l l l ~ ~ l l l ~ ~ i l l l 1  ~ ; l t ' i i l ~ ) ~ l ' ,  i t  S c ~ l ~ 1 l l S ,  is Ilo\V ~ ~ ; l l ~ ~ l l l s  1'eg;ll'ti ilggl'l~~~illll ;IS il tllt'ill1S Of' 

; I I I ; I ~ I I ~ I I ~  go;~l!i. (:lli~f'fi'c i111(1 h l ~ I . c o ( I ~ ~  f i ~ l ~ ~ l t l  i n  sevcl.i~l s;1111l)les t l ~ i ~ t  ex- 
~ ) o s ~ ~ r e  to 'TV violerlce i l ~ ~ t l  i~ggressive bel~ilvior \y;~s weaker in lilnlilies rvlicre 
I I I C  I);tl.ellts ~ u ~ l ~ i s l ~ e t l  or tlisi~l)l~~*ovccl of aggressioll I)y tllrir c l~i l t l re~~.  

Vicarious Reinforcement 
A(,(:or(li~~g to soci;~l I C * ~ I I . I I ~ I I ~  I I I ~ O I , ~ ,  we ICI~II.~I l)i:l~i~vio~.s I I O I  o111y W I I ~ I I  \vt! 

:II c3 tli~,r(t~ly rc$it~li~r(.v(\ Sol. ~ ~ I ~ I ' I ) I ~ I I I ~ I I ~  I I I V  l ~ r l ~ ; ~ \ ~ i o ~ ~ s  I I I I I  ; I ISO l)y ol)si-rvi~~g I !I(: 
I ~ O I I S ~ ~ I I I I ( * I I ( ~ ( - S  \ v l ~ i s t ~  ot 11t~1.s I)~,I.I'OI,III I l~ostw l~c~ l~ ;~v io~~s .  \!'tb c.i111 I I I ~ * I X ~ I ~ I I . ( ~  l ) ~ . ( * ( l i ( , t  
t\\;\t! t l~rougl~ \eic:;rriol~s rei~ll'orce~lleut, vir\\~ers will   no re likely ill~ilate i111 

;lg~l.essive rl~orlel \vllcl~ II I ; I I  ~llotlc!l is re\v;~rtletl f i~r  his or Ilcr I)el~nvior 1I1:ln 
w l ~ c ~ ~  tllv ~ ~ ~ o t l c l  is ~ ) ~ ~ ~ ~ i s l ~ c t l .  Ia:~itlc~~c.c: S I I \ ) ~ M ~ I ~ I I S  Illis pn!cIic:~ion is ~)r~)vitlrtl 
l)y I \ :III(~~II.~I,  l<os$ ;111tl I<oss i l l  i111ot11c1* l ! ) ( j 3  s t t ~ ( I y , ~ ~  'l'l~cy sl~o\vc(l c11iltl1~c11 :I 

trlcvisccl ~liotlel \\vlto was either rewat-detl or p~~~iisheri  li)r Iris i~ggression. 'l'wo 
( ~ o t ~ t ~ ~ o l  ~ I . O I I I ) S  S;II\~ (>itI1(-1. ;I 11~)11;1~~1.~*ssivi- 111o(Icl 01. 110 111o<1cl ;it ;III. S111~jecls 
\dlo I l i t t l  scScll I I I ( .  rewiudcrl :~gg~.cssi\li. 111otlcl s~~l)sccli~c~rtly s l~owt l  sigl\ili- 
ciu~tly Illore i~llitiltive i~pgressiol~ tIlitI1 (lid the cllildrcl~ i l l  the other grollps. 

111 ;trlothe~. st~ltly I~;III(IU~~I':' showetl thal clliltlren ;ire less likely to inlitate 
;III  ;~gg~.essivc tllo(lcl wllo is 1)1111isl1ctl Sor his ; ~ ~ ~ ~ . c s s i o ~ ~  tl1i111 ;I 111o(le1 who is 
~.e\v;~rtletl or ;I nlotlcl wllo s ~ ~ l ' f ' c ~ . ~  no conscclue~~ccs l i ~ r  i~ggressiol~. Sul?jcct.s 
\vcl.r exl)osctl to ;I l.ewi~l.tlc(l ~l~otlcl, ;I ~)~ltlisl~ctl ~~lotlcl, ;untl ;I 111otlel rvho wits 
11eitl1c1* rc\v;~~.(lccl 11or ~)1111is11i~(l, C;II~I(II.~II I V I I O  11i1cI see11 II I (*  1)1111isl1c(l I I I O ( ~ ! ~  

sIlo\verl less ilnit;lticjr~ tl~an cl~i l t l re~~ who l~atl see11 the rewilrtled or no-collse- 
c111~1cc nlotlcls. Also, cl~ildrerl who II;IC~ seen the no-consetluence moclel 
sl~owetl i~llnost ;IS I I I L I ~ I I  aggression ;IS chiltlren who h;\d seen the rewarcled 
r~~otlrl, s t~aars t i~~g t l l i l t  cl~iltlrc.n I I I ; I ~  co11si(ler "grttillg ; ~ w ; ~ y  willl  it" as suf'li- 

\vl~cthe~. sul)serlt~e~~l i~gg~.essiot~ is elicitetl i l l  viewers. ' l ' l~c gelleral I~yl~otllcsis 
i s  t11;1t j~lslilie~l n~edi i~ violence can clisirlhil~it real-life aggressive behavior. 
. J I I S I ~ ~ ~ < . ; I I ~ O I I  I ; I I I  t;~ke 1111. ~ I - I I ( ~ I . ; I ~  I ~ ) I . I I I S  01' " v ~ ~ I I ~ ~ ~ ; I I I c L ~ "  01. " s c~ lS -~ l i~ f t~~~se , "~~  

Ilc~ kowit/. i l l  I!)05 sllowt-tl c.ollvgc S I I I ~ \ L . I I I S  :I ~~t.i / .eligl~~ sc'cqllc l'1.0111 ;I I)ox- 
i 1 1 ~  fill11 il l  \vl~icll ontX 01' the I~oxers receives ;I I~loocly I)e;~ti~~g. I'lic victim \\,:IS 
i1111otl11c.ctl to o l ~ r  gro11l) oSs~~l?jccts ;IS :I s t o ~ ~ ~ ~ t l r c l  who hi~tl run ol'l'witll the 
o t l~c~ .  I)oxcr's wilb. '1'0 i111otl1r1. ~ I . O I I ~ )  ol's~rl!jcc~ts, t l~c  victill~ wi~s i~~tl.otl~lcctl iIS 

:III e x - c l ~ i ~ ~ ~ ~ l ) i o ~ l  bvho Iii\tl I'i1lle11 on biltl tirl~cs ; I I I ( ~  wllo w;ls trying LO nrake a 
con~cl~;~c.k. ~l l ' tc~.  sceilrg the filn~s, tlie s~~l?jects were ~ l ~ i l t l l y  :ungeretl i~ncl then 
w c . ~ c .  gi\.c.rl I I I V  ~ ) ~ I ~ M ) I . I I I I I ~ I ~  to tl(.livcm~. c.Ic.c.11.ic. sl~oc.ks to ; ~ ~ r o t l ~ r r  I)rrsoir. 5111)- 

J C L I S  i l l  l l ~ c , j ~ ~ ~ t i ~ i e ~ l  c()11(1itio11 ( \ $ ( I I ~ - I ~ *  t11c I ) I I x ~ ~ I .  \V;IS ~ I I I I ~ ~ C ~ I I C ~ ~ ~  ;IS i I  s(.OIIII- 
tlrel) ntlniinisterecl siguificaurly 1llot.e electric sliocks tl~nu suhjecls i l l  l l ~ e  tlou- 
it~stili~(i co~~(lit iot~. 

111 ;I olorc reccltt sturly, I loy~z'i v;~riccI the 11a1urc oL'jusliliciilio~~, Ilorlrity- 
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i t  its eitller Vc11gc;l1ice (11, S ~ I [ ~ ~ ~ [ ' C I I S ~ .  I le I ~ ) ~ I I I ~  t I ~ i ~ t  11is c~tllrgc* S \ I I ( \ ~ I I I  

sul!jects were least aggressive (Lhey delivered the lei~st n11111bel. of' clrt tric 
dloc:lts) i~f'ter viewil~g [he no-justific;~tio~~ coutlilion. 'i'hey w c l ~  illso 111l11.e 
itgg~.cssive ill  tile vengewncc condition tIi;u~ in tllc self-delt~~sc co~~ t l i t i o~~ .  

'I'llese stuclies provitle sul)port for the vic;trio~~s rei~tfbrcellle~lt hyl)otl~rsi:;. 
'I'elcvised filuleci viole~tcc tl1a1 is considerccl to l)e "ill1 right" I)y ~ l l r  vic\vel.s 
is IIIOI-c likely to elicit sul)sequer~t. aggression tlwn mctli;~ violc~~ce tl1;11 is 
~ ) ~ ~ ~ ~ i s h e t l .  Metlin violetlce that is ~.ew;ircletl, not ~ > ~ r ~ ~ i s l ~ c t l ,  or jtlstilictl :IS vcSrl- 

$ ~ ; I I I C ~  or self'-tlclk~rse is reiuii)l.cirlg ;111tl tller.cli~rc is likely to clic i t  s111)sc:- 
~ I I I C ! I I ~  vicwcr ilgglessio~l, U I I ~ ~ ) I ' I L I I I ~ I ~ ~ I Y ,  l1111cll O I ' V ~ O ~ C I I C C  cIcl)ictc(I i l l  tclcvi- 
~io11 is ~.(!i~~li)~.(:(!(l violc!~~c(*, 111 ;I (.OIII(*III ; I I I ~ I ~ ~ S ~ S  of' I ) I I I ) I I ~ ; I I ~  t(~I(~visiot~ 
I ) I I J ~ ~ ~ I I I I S ,  Li1rse112' ~llowrcl tl~nt cI~a~.i~ctet.~ n~ost ~ I ' I ~ I I  use violc~lt I I I ~ I I I ~ ( I S .  
con~pi~re~l  to otller possible methods, to acl~ieve desirecl goals. I-lc ;llso li)~~ncl 
i l I i I t  so(:ii~lly tlis;~l)l)~~ov~cl ~ ~ ~ c t l ~ o ( I s ,  il~cl~ltling violcllcc. i1l.r 111o1.c I'~.ccl~~r~itly 
~)ol'lr;~yc(l ;IS IJci~lg successf'ul t l l i t ~ r  i11.c socii~lly i~l)l)t.ovctl t~~c~l~ocls ,  

Postobservotion Reinforcement 
A I);uic pril~cilde of' le i l r~~i~lg ~ I I ~ o I . ~ ,  ;IS we jlilvc seerl, is t11i1t rcsl~or~scs ~crl(l 

Lo be perfbrmecl and leiirned when they are rewarded. 'The s;llnc ~~l'ir~cil,le 
applies to the performance of aggressive responses n/cpr expostire to as- 
~t.vssivc rnotlcls. Sever;ll st~l(lics I~i~ve sllo\\.11 I I I ; I ~  cl~iltll.c.l~ i1l.r I I I O I . ~  IiLrly to 
perhrnl 1e;vued i~ggressive responses when they ;\re ~)~.olnisetl ~.e\\~;l~.tls or 
hlllerl tlley ilre aclually rewarcled for performing the I.esl)ollsc. I ~ : I I I ~ ~ I I I ; I ~ ~  
tkx\)oscd cl~ilclre~l t o  i\ggrcssi\le rnotlcls allrl rccortlctl their ~ ~ ) ~ I I I ; I I I C ~ I I ~  inlilil- 

tioil of the aiodel's acts. He tltcn prolnised the cllilclre~~ lilotl ~ I I I ~  trinkets Ibr 
performing the-lmliaviors they lind observed. CVith this incelllive tha chiltl~ ell 
pcrforn~ecl ;1bo11t twice as Inany inlitalive aggressive resllonses ;IS tllcy 11;ltl 

s )~o \v~i  it1 tile first testing. Hicks2!' Lituurl si~rlili~r results sis I I ~ O I ~ I I I S  ; t l ' ~ n  his 
sr~l!jcc.ls I l i ~ t l  ol)scr\'rtl ; I I I  i~ggressi~c ~llotlcl. 'l ' l~r ~)t.o~nise ol' ~ ~ i - ~ e i ~ r t l ~  lnoti- 
viit(YI ( ~ I ~ I ( I I . C * I I  to I ) C ~ I . ~ ~ ) I ~ I I I  I I I I I ~ C ~  ;~gp,c!ssivc rtbs1)ot~scs i 1 1 1 i t ; 1 1 i v ( 6  01 t l ~ c *  111o(lc.1 
~ I I ~ I I I  I I I C Y  II:I(I ~ ) V I ~ ~ O I I I I C ( I  S ~ I O I I I ; I I I C O I I S ~ ~  six I I I O I I ~ ~ I S  ~ I I I < ~ I -  O I ) S ( . I ' V ~ I I ~  1111: 
11loClc1. 'l'l~esc studies clearly sllow LII;IL il~cel~livcs li~cilit;~tc \llc acti1;11 pcr[ov- 
hlance of' learned aggressive acts. 

Other Factors Facllitaflng Aggresslon 
'I'l~ere iira otl~el. filctors I)esitles rciufi)rcc~~~rnt t1t;11 li~cilit;~tc 1 1 1 ~ 1  l i~r-  

m;ulce of' irggressive responses lean~ed I'ro111 it nloclel. So111c. of' Lllrsc ;Ire 
~)c~-ccivctl rei~lity of' the ol)scrvecl event, silnilirrity ol' t l ~e  ~)ostol)scr \~;~~io~~i~l  
sitni~lion to 111e ol)served avctll, i~ggr.essive cues il l  tllc ~ ~ o s t o l ~ s c ~ ~ ~ ; ~ l i o ~ ~ ; ~ l  siillil- 
(ion, and arousal level of the viewer. 

A 1\111l)l)rr of' recc~ll s l~~t l i rs  I I ; I~P  s11o\vt1 111:1t I C I C V ~ S C C I  01. li1111(.(l \~iolc~tcc 
I ~ I I  is ~ ) ( ~ ~ x * t * i v i v l  to l ~ t *  "1~ri11" OI* 11.1it~ to [ilk is 1t101.c~ l ikc4y to elicit ;~ggl~i*ssiol~ i l l  

viewer8 tI~i\ii violence that is pc~.ceivccl to be "J '~I I I~; ISY."  F~sIIII~IcII:") sl~o\\~c(I 
toliege students a filnl of a violent confi.ot~tatio~l between stll(le~lts ~ I I I C I  police. 
[.I& introtluced ~ l ~ e  fill11 as i\ news clip to one group irnd ;is fictiollal tlriuair to 
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ill$ 111e sime i~(ttitr ;IS iI rh;rl.acter in the iiggressive Iil~lt.:'~ Also, collefie stu- - 1 
clo~ils give 1110s~ S I I O C ~ S  \ V I I ~ I I  IIIC: 1)ersoll to be sllocketl has t l~e  s;rlnC I I ; I I I I ~  ;IS 

I I I C  liI111cvl vicli111 ; I I I ( ~  I IOI  111e Iilt11c11 vi(.~o~~.:l* 
'I'llrsc stlltlies sl~ow t l l ; ~ t  a rci~l-lili: victi~~)'s ;~ s soc i ;~~ io~~  \ v i t l ~  t l ~c  1 i l 1 1 1 c y l  ;IS- 

g~~essio~l cilrl p~.oiluce 111o1.e irllcllse ilttncks. ' l ' l~i.~ i~ssocii~tio~~ I)y i~sc-ll is 11i.tr 
necessnry for i~ggressio~l to be elicitetl f.~.o~n viewers, but i t  fiiciliti~~cs tllc 1)t31- 

1 
f 'o~~rn&~~lcc of't~ggrcsdve l.espollses. Al~ho~rglt ge~ieri~lizi~tiot~s ~ t r  reill-lil'e JIII;I- 
I/OIIS f'roln thcsc Ii~l~oriItory sttltlies nlust Ile (lone ci~utiol~sly, 111c1.c is s o t ~ ~ c  
stlcial s i g~~ i l i c i~~~cc  in tllese Iintlit~gs. C:ols;ulson, l i ~ r  cxi11111)le, s~lggrs~s 111~11 

repcitl(-(l ~)or~ i~ ;~y;~ ls  ol' n~i~lol.ity gro11l)s ill  telcvisio~~ ;IS viclinls of' ;~ggl.c.ssiotl 
I\\:IY i~lcre;lsc Illc likclil~ootl I I I ~ I I  ~lley will I)e ~ l l c  vic~irlrs oI'vioIc~~c c i l l  I V ; I I  IiI'c, 
si~lcc lllcir rel)c;~lctl i~ssoci;~tiot~ wit11 n~ake-believe violel~cc ritn r~~irkc I I I C ~ I I I  
nlor'e visiljle targets ill  the real ~korltl.:~!~ 

Elnotional ;rrous:~l is a~~ot l ie r  fi~ctor I ~ I ; I I  c:111 incrc:~sr ~ l i c  ~)~.olcr;~l)ilily I ~ I ; I I  

~(!)cvisctl 01. lilt~~ctl violc~lc.c will i.licit :~gg~.cssio~~ ;11110115 vii.\vt*~.s. I ~ : I I I ( I I ~ ~ I I ; I ~  
arous;rl involves tivo processes: the degree of' ~)l~ysiologic.itl cxcit;ltior~ ;I I I ( I  
cogt~lti\~e I:~beli~ig of the pl~ysiological exciti~lio~~.'"' I'liysi~)logic;~l itro~ls;~l is 
~rlrlr~iksletl in autoi~o~nic respotlses s~lc11 its 11e;11.t t-;l(e, b~.eii~llit~g, s~vcitrir~g. 
I I I I I S C ~ I ~ ~ I I .  tcllsion, gi~strointesti~~i~l scc!.etio~ls, vi~sculiir ~ .e i~c t io~~s ,  i1111l I ) I . ; I ~ I ~  
activity Ievcl~:1~ (:og~~i~ive I;~beli~lg is the process l ~ y  \vI~icll ;III  i ~ ~ f l i v i t l ~ r i l l  . I [ -  

tirclles a specific I;lbel (Liw exil~nl)le, i111gcr or I'r~~strit~ion) lo l~is or 11c.1. :II.OIIS;I~. 
Accordi~)g to D;u~tlurn'l%;unrl Uerkowi~z;':~ a general stare 01' ~)liysiologic;~l 

arousal illcreases the ~)~.ol)i~l)ili~y o f  iiggressioll uficr exl)osurc to lil~llctl or 
tcleviserl ~ i o l c ~ ~ c c .  R*lorc rercl~tly, Co~llstork rl rrl:ll I~i~\lc sl~ggcstctl tI1i11 g c ~ ~ c r -  
i\I it~ot~sal is ;I I I ~ C L ~ S S ( I J ~  condition not only SolA a~gression l)ut Ibr ;III!' ovc1.1 
ballnvior. 

Most ol'~11e eirl:ly~stutlies showecl that emotional arous;~l l'rom Trilst~.i~tio~i or 
i\lIgel led to greater aggression nnlong vieuters af.ter exl,osllre to lil~llctl or 
t~~I(~vis(~(l vioI(*~~(x*:~~ ' l ' y l ~ i ( ~ ; ~ l l y  i t 1  I II(%(% SI 111Ii(*s, s~~l!ic~.is \vl~o \VVI  (* ; I I IG( . I  I Y I ,  
i l l s l l ~ l ~ ~ ~ ~ ,  (11,  ~ ' I ~ I ~ S I I ~ I I ( ~ I ~  :lggl I * S S ~ ~ I ~  I I M I I  (: ~ I ~ ~ I ~ I I S I  :I l i t 1 1  ; 1 1 t ( ~ t  I ) ~ I S I ~ I ~ \ ~ ~ I I ~  l i l ~ ~ t i - t i  

violt\t~(*i~ I~ I : I I I  S I I I ? ~ C ~ ( ~ I S  ulito ivi:~.c I I O ~  so it~.ot~sc~I. 011c  I I I ~ I I I ~ I ~ I . ; I I  ~ S ~ I ~ ; I I I ; I I ~ I I ~ I  

lilr tl~csc I ' i~~t l i~~gs  is L I I ~ I L  ilrl#er or L'rtistratiol~ gellcrlltes ;ill i~ggrcssivc (11 i \ t n  

th:ct is Ileigl~tenetl hy ol)set.vi~~g fil~~letl \+iolcnce i l t l t l  I I I ; I (  cilrl 111r1l I I ~  r.c.tl~~cctl 
l ~ y  S I I ~ I S I , I I I I ~ ~ I I I  :~gglx*ssi\.i~ II~*~I;II*~oI..  l< ( ac i*~~~  i~~v i*s~ ig i~~o~ . s  11i1v(, sllil~cil 111ci1 
i1llv111io11 I ' I .~III  I'~.t~s~~.illioil (11. ;IIIS(.I. 10 g ~ * t ~ c ~ i i ~ l i / ~ * ~ l  ;II.OLIS;II it1111 1 1 1 ~ ~  li11)cl t11i11 

ill((ivi(lllills i l l t i l ~ l l  to t l l ib  ~ I ~ O I I S ~ I I . " '  Slutlies h;~ve sllow11, li)~. crti~l~ll~lr. ~ I I ; I I  
$i!~~eri\li~e(l ~ I I ' I I I I S ~ I I  rvs11ili11g ~.I.OIII sti111~11i ~ I I C ~ I  ;IS el.o~ic li1111s ~ I I I I I  l)I~ysi(.;~l 
cxcr.c.isc ciul i111d oftell tlotls Ic;~tl to iiggl.essio11.l7 

, 1 . I I C S ~ ~  li1111i11gs SC(*III 10 S I I I ) I )~I . I  I % ~ I I I ( I I I I ~ ~ I ' S  s11ci;11 II!;II.II~IIR ~ I I I ~ I . I I I . ~ ~ ; I I ~ O I I  01 
' ~ I V I ) I I S ~ I I  ~ I I I C I  4ggrcssio11. A c c o r d i ~ ~ ~  Lo tltis vie\\-, ; I ~ O I I S ; I I  i ~ ~ ~ r ~ i t s e s  t I I V  I I I .OI I ; I -  
' bilily 11111t it11 il~(livitlu;ll \ \# i l l  ~ . rs l~o~lt l  to it S I ~ I I I I I ~ I I S .  'I'l~is ; I I .~ I IS ; I~  is I I I I I  l i i ~ ~ i ~ c s t l  
I 1 0  ; l l lp ,C' l '  0 1 '  ~ ' l ~ l l ~ l l ~ ~ l l ~ i l l l .  silll'l' ( ~ i ~ ~ ~ ' l ' l ' 1 1 1  t ~ 1 1 1 0 1 ~ 0 1 1 ~  i l ~ I ~ I ( ' i 1 1 '  10 I l i l ~ ( '  i l  ~ i l l l i ~ ~ l l  

~~l~ysiological si;ttelH nutl tllc sillne ~)l~)lsiological state cii11 Ije cxl)crir~~cctl or 
Ii~l)eleil 21s tliI'f'i*rent e~i~otio~~s:~!) \~II;IL is i r ~ ~ l ~ o r t i ~ n ~  iq t l ~ ; ~ t  l l l~l 'r  sllo~rltl 11c 
st~uie level ol' l)l~ysiologicul ;ll.ot~sal io tlle i~~tlivitlui~l i111tl t l l i ~ t  Ile or sllc is :1l1li1 

&: 
i 
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I h~hieved. I t  il~volves the progressive introcluctio~l of i l ~ e  i l ~ ~ x i c ~ y - l ) n ) t l u ( . i ~ ~ ~  
R ~ \ I I I ~ I ~ I I S  to slll?jects W ~ I O  itre otherwise reli~secl ;111tl i l l  co~~~lr , r t i~ l ) l r .  11011- 

lIIl'e;~lclli~lg r ~ ~ \ ' i l . o ~ ~ r ~ ~ e ~ ~ t s . ~ ~  I:or CX;IIIII)~C, SIII IJ)OSO I Ilil(l ; I I I  l l l ~ ~ l ; ~ ~ l l l ~ i ~ l  Ip;lr 

of  nice. 'l'o "cure" lnc of Lhis L I I I I I ~ ~ L I I X ~  fear, Iny tl~er;~l)ist cot~ltl I ) I ; I ~ ~ ( *  I I I C  i l l  .I 

cc~n~fortal)le room, give nle ;I beer,  ~ ) l i ~ y  soft 111usic to ~.el;lx Ille. ; t ~ ~ t l .  il1c11 
expose lnc to sli~nuli i~ssocii~terl \\lit11  nice. 'I'l~e tllern1)ist c o ~ ~ l t l  lil.sl sllo~v I I I ~ .  

picl.i~~*cs of' ~niec, I I I ~ I I  r~11)I)rr 111ice, I I I ~ I I  li\pe \11i(*e. '1'11e t1.ie.k is to kc*clp I I I C ~  

\'cl;~xe(l lvllilc t l ~ e  it~tensity o l ' s t i n ~ ~ ~ l i  ;~ssoci;~tt*(l \\,i!ll 1llic.e is i ~ ~ c r c ; ~ s c ~ l .  .\I'I~.I. 
I + I ~ ] I ~ I I I ( ~ ~ I  ~ ) I ~ ~ ~ S ( * I I I ; I ~ ~ I I I I S  I I I ' I I I I ~ S ( ~  sti111[11i, I ( Y ) I I I ( I  I ] (*  I . I I I , ( ~ , I  of' I I I Y  I ( : ; I I~; I I~II  1 ~ 1 i ~ l ~ t  

C V ( ~ I I  01. ;11)1(~  to 11;111rll(* 111ic.r \v i t l~oo~ too I I I I I ( :~I  ~ I I I X ~ C I ~ .  

I l i~t~rlur:~ has been able to tlesensitize cl~ilclren usillg ol>scrv;~tio~~;~l tcc11- 
nirl~les." 111 one smdy he selecacl s o ~ n e  cl~ilrlren tvho were ;~ l )~a ) rn~ ;~ l ly  sl'r;~icl 
of'(Iogs, 011e g r o ~ j p  \tv;~s ~.c~l~t-;~tetlly SI IO\VI I  ;I peer \bl~o pl:~yc*fl \ $ o i ~ l ~  :I I ~ I ~ I I I V I I  
(:o(.li(~ slli111i(4. 0tI1t-I. KI . I I I I I )S  \V(*I.I* I IOI  s1101t-11 ; I I I ~  1110tltu1 01. \ v t - ~ . ( ~  O I I I \ ~  S I I O \ V I ~  
t11c ( 1 4 1 ~ .  Al't" s(.\'c*I.~II scssicr~ls, 1l1c clril~lrc~r wl~o  \vc4~.c s l l o \ \ * ~ ~  ; I I IOI~I ( ' I .  c . l l i l t l  

playing with ii clog sl~o\verl sigsiIic;lt~lly less avc~irl;\~~ce of clog$ ~ I I : I I I  c l~ i ld~~c-I I  
i t r  the o t l~e r  groups. Sin~ilar r.esults were ol)scrved rv11e11 the chi l i l rc~~ 1vrl.c 
alrow~l filn~s 0fi1 peer i~~sl .ci~tl  ol' ;I live nlotlcl ~)l :~yi~lg wit11 i1 rlo~."' 

I ~ ~ I I I C ~ U ~ X ' S  stuclies clei~rly show t11;11. repe;~tytl ol>se\.vatiorl of' :~nxicty- 
p~ovoking activities ciln recluce iuitiill ; ~ ~ ~ x i c t y  associi~tetl with those i~clivi~ics. 
llowever, r e t u r ~ ~ i l ~ g  Lo lhe ol*it;i~~;~l c l i~es t io~~,  \ \ p i l l  ~ . ~ l , e ; ~ ~ c t l  cxl)ostll.r to t(.lc- 
vised or  filnlecl violel~ce lcsset~ our ;~i~xiety sl)out viole~~cc? Srvcri~l rccrllt 
~ I I V ( ! S L ~ ~ I L ~ ~ I I S  il~(Iic:;~tc ~II;IL I I I C  : I I I S \ V ~ ~  is yes. 111 o11e st11(1y l )y  C;li~lc. (:roSt, ; I I I ( I  
C1ottt.rierfi" r:hilclrell who were either Iieavy o r  light tclevisioll viewers were 
shown a nloderately violent fill11 (clips from Chnlt~pic~i~, ;r lilm ;\I)OIII Iroxing). 
'I'he researchers ~ne;~sured skin colltlucta~~ce and I)lo~)tl vo lu~ l~c  1)111se : I I I I ~ ) ~ ~ -  
t~~c ie  (physiological indices of enlotionnl i~rousi~l) ol' the chiltlren I)cf'o~.c ;111tl 

clurillg their e_y~)osure to the violent film. 13cSore exl)osurc the r l ~ i l t l r e ~ ~  c l i t l  

1\01 (lil'lib~* i l l  I I ~ ~ ~ s ? ~ ~ I I ~ s ~ ~ I o ~ ~ ~ ~ ; I I  III(- ;ISIIIX~S. I III\v(-\~(~I., \vl1i11, \V;II( .II~IIK ~ I I ( -  l i 1 1 1 1  
~ ~ l i ~ ) ! i  ~:l~ildlx!il all11 \vcl~.c. I I ~ ~ I V ~  si(?\rrlr *(.I,! hss ; ~ ~ r ) l ~ n s ( l  ~ I I ; I I I  (~11il(l1(.!1 \ \ ~ I I ~ I  
wc1l.c. ligl~l \~irtvr~.s. (:lillr 1.1 (rl. took tl~is to l ~ i .  cvitlc~~c:i. ol' 111c tlcsc.~~sitiz;~tio~~ 
cf'lkct o l ' ~ r l e \ ~ i s i o ~ ~  violc~lcc. 'l'llcy re;lsol~c(l t l~;u Ile;~\-y vic\\*c~,s tvoultl I)c 11101.c' 

ext)os(*(l to vic1lr11c.e ;111cl w o ~ ~ l t l  t l~crcSo~~c I)c Icbss ; ~ ~ . o ~ ~ s c t l  111. Icss ~ I I I S I O I I S  \ ~ I I C * I I  
hey ~ I I C O I I I I I C I . ~ ~ ~  violrt~cc. 

011c ] ~ o b l c l ~ ~  ~ v i t l ~  tllc C:lille I# /  ol. stutly is t l ~ t  ; t s s~~nr l> t io~~  111;tt Ilri~vy tclc\.i- 
! .sior~ viewi~~g ulealls gre;tter ex1)osul.e to 'I'V violellce. Otllcr ~.csc;~~.c.l~crs l1;1vc 
' dto\vl~ 1Iii11 l l~is is I I O L  tlcc~css;~~~ily so."' Also, C:lillc 1.1 o l . ' s  ~l.oul)s ol 'l~t-i~vy ; ~ n t l  

liglll 'I'V \~ic:wrl.s (lil'li!~.r(l i l l  s o ( . i o ~ ' ( . o l ~ o ~ ~ ~ i ~ :  I I ; I ( ' ~ ~ I . O I I I I ( ~ S .  'I'llis r l i l ' [ i * ~ . c . ~ l c . ( *  

lttIp,l~l I I ; I V ~  i~l'lk(:tc(l I I O \ V  111cy I.C*;I(:IC:C~ to 1 1 1 ~ -  vjolc~~t li1111, A I I I O I . ~  (li~-ct:t ~ I I I I I  
rigit! lest of the 1'V \liolcnce clcsellsitix;~tion hyl~o~l~ciiis is ~)ro\#itIrtl I)y 'I'IIOIII- 

I rib, I-10rto11, : I I I ( ~  l .ippi~~cott.(~? 111 IIVO ~ ~ X I ) ~ I . ~ I I I ~ I I I S  t11c.y cxp~~s(vl  I.;III(\OIII 
; ~ r o ~ l j l s  01' ~111!ji~ts Lo e i l l~ i*~,  i t  li1111 clip 1'1.0111 it vioIc111 police ~II.;IIII;I 111. :I clil) 

). lion1 iIn exciting but ~lonviolent \:tjlleyl)all giime. Roth groul)s werc tllcll 
I I ~ I ~ \ V I I  a \~irleot;lped scene of real aggressior~. 'I'l~e first expcrirllc~~t usctl cllii- 
0rc11 of 110th sexes ;IS sul?jects, ages eigllt to tell. 'l'llc ~.c;tl i~ggrcss io~~ fill11 . . 
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l ~ , l ~ f ~ / l f ~ . , l l i t l l l l ; l ~  ,\Ii~ll;i~jtlf~. 1 7, I !la::\, ]Ill. .I :\:\-.I*\!!. 
I!). J .  h l .  1111111. hl, \\I. (:OIL-, ; I I I I ~  I;,, IIi~is. "Sil I I ; I L ~ I I I I ; I ~  (:IIUS I ) i s l i ~ ~ ~ c ~ i s l ~ i ~ ~ g  I \ I I~L ' I ' ,  ~ : ~ I I I ' ,  

;111tl SIII.I.IJ\V," , I I I I ~ ~ ~ I ~ ( I J I  , ] (~I I~I I (~ /  I!/' l J , v ~ ~ l t ~ ~ l ~ ~ 4 ~ ~ ,  71 ,  l!)58. 1111. I Ni- I5 I . 
80. :\. I \ ; I I I ~ ~ I I I . : I ,  " S I I I : ~ ; ~ ~  I . i * : ~ ~ . ~ l i ~ ~ ~ ' I ' l ~ e o r y  ~ I ' : \ ~ ~ I ~ C S S ~ ~ I I , ' ' , / I J I I I I I ~ I /  I!/ C I I I I I I I I I I I I ~ ~ ~ I ~ ~ I I I I ,  ZI~,  

{ifi, 'l'l~i~stv ~\~c*;~k~~t!ssi~s i11.1: ( I~S~~IISSI : I~  11y I-!. I1:~~,kc, I , +  l\e~.ktr\vit,, ,la 1.(8,c-~~\, 5. \\'I,,!, , . I I I I  
I<. Scl)i~slii~n, "Sollle 1~:fYki:ls of' \'iole~ll ;III(I N o r ~ v i o l e ~ ~ ~  hlirvies (111 I I I C  I l c l ~ ; ~ \  iol. 111 

Ju\*enile Dcli~~clt~cnts," in I.. I%erkowitz (ecl.), /Idlnitrc*,t ill ~ ~ Y / I ~ J ~ ~ I I I ~ I I I ~ I ~  S I I ~ I ~ I ~  Ib\?rl~t~l- 
11~7, Vol. 10 (New York: Aciltlelllic I'~,ess, 1!)77), pll, 135-17'3. 

G!), 1';lrk~ rl III., 011. ri/.  11. I !\!I, 

11:. t\. l < c ~ l ~ i ~ ~ s l c i ~ ~ ,  "'I'clt~~i!iiot~ ;IIIII l \ ( b l ~ ; ~ v i ~ ~ r :  ( ; I I I I I ~ ~ I I ~ ~ I I I I S  (I[ '  1111~ l!l'i? K l  \:I I I l<ib- 

j l i ~ v t  : I I I ( I  .l'l~cir 1'11ii~:y l~i~l) l ic . ;~~io~~s,"  A I I ~ ~ I , ~ ~ ( I I I  ~l.iJ~/l~l/l~K~,i/, .],V, 1!)8:\, 111,. 8?3)-~:3. 
Its hIil:lvsky, It. l<esslc:r, i I, S I~I I I I ,  i111iI b'. S. I < ~ I I ~ C I I S ,  " ' l '~ l rv i s i t~~~ ;IIIII , I ~ ~ I . I ~ W ~ ( T I I :  

~ < e ! i l l ~ l ~  O ~ ' : I  I i i I I I ~ I  Sllltl~," ill 1). I'~i1l.I~ 1.. ~ ~ 1 1 ~ 1 1 ~ 1 i ~ e l .  i11iiI ,I .  I . ~ I ~ . ; I I ~  (~11s.). '/; '/~'~'IsIIIII 
(11111 /II~II(II~~OI~~ \'oI, 11 (\~'il~~lill~lilll ,  I).(:.: U.S. ( ; I I \YI , I I I I I~I I I  ~ ' ~ ~ I I I ~ I I ~  (11 1it.1~. I!IS?I, 
I.. K, I~luestlli~rln, "'l'elevisiol~ \'iolence allti Ags12essive Heli;~\.iiri.." i l l  1).  I1t,;r~,l. I.. 
l30~1111iIc~, :111cl ,I. I.i~Xar ( C ~ S ~ ) ,  T ~ ~ P I ~ ~ J ~ I J I I  OIIII Jj~l1(111ior, Vul+ 11 ( \ \ ; I S ~ I ~ I I K I ~ I I I ,  I).[;.: . 
U.S. Goveriliilerll P~.irllin~ Oflice, 1!)82). 
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Eretic. ninteriitl in hooks, ~t~;~g;tzines, tclevisio~t, itntl tlic ~llovics ilrc OI'ICII 
El:! rcti.rrctl to :IS "ol,src~~ity" or  " ~ ) ~ I . I I o ~ I . ; \ ~ J I ~ ) . . "  R4ost I~c)t;~vio~.;~l sric~it is~s tlcli~ic 
: 111'1 erotica its "sexually explicit" materials that can sexuitlly arouse t I ~ c i ~ +  ;ILI- 
i' : " 1 dicllces.~ Eroticii incll~des pictures o r  other illustratiolis of itttr;itti\~e ~~:tkctl  
; l a  : young Inen i~tltl  wonlen, of i~ttractive coirples e n p g e d  in vilrious sex~~; t l  ac- 
l L a  tivily (such :IS intercourse, o~.al sex, iuld the like), ancl explicit \~erbal or  lilewry 
:I 

T i v  1 tlaacril,tio~ts of sexual activityw2 
I' : )iul,lic co,icenl wit11 erotica Itiis focused on its possible 11;1r1111'11I e l ' f ~ c ~ s  O I I  

I, 1 dieoccs. 'I'ltere ;ire widespreitd ll~lblic beliefk, for exaniple, \II;II crotic;~ 
xci~es people sexually," "leitds to a I~rcakdowll of n l o ~ ~ l s , "  "leittls 1)eoplc to 

?' nlmit rape," or  "mitkes people sex crazy."" large lniuority of the ~)rtl)lic 

alsb belikves that erotica hits long-tern1 effects on sexl~al I~eh;r.viors of ~)rol)le. 
p - 1  

1' "7 
How valitl are these beliefs? One O F  tlie niajor coricerted efforts ;tt elit- 

1 '  ' 6  Ily i~ivestigating tlie effects of erotica was the series of studies s~ )o~~sorc t l  

t' ';b the Commissionih Obscetiity and l'ornogriiphy, which culminittetl in ~ ) L I ~ I -  

Itk'ilI ~l io i t  or 7'11r I?r/ror.~ of rhr C:or~ct)ri.y.~i~r?i OII Ol>,\r~i~i/v ~ i l t l  I ' I I~ I I I )~ I I /~ / I J  i l l  1!)7 1 .  
01' I I I ( *  I I I~!~OI.  (.o11(:111sio11s 01' 111(~sc stt~(li(:s ~ V C I ~  t l ~ c s  l .o l lo \v i~~~,  

r '" 
L-111; 
c lal I. I!vcti I)~~icl 'cxl)ost~rc to eroticit scxt~i~lly itrouses   no st ~i~;t lcs i111t1 1e111;1lrs. 
P"h 2. Exlx~sure to erotica elicits a variety of positive and negative e~~~otiotl i t l  

reslx)llscs itnd other emotioni~l reactions s ~ ~ c l i  as feelings of "iml)~~lsi \c-  
IIC.SI." '~jlllnl)illcss." ;t11(1 4 ' ~ . c ~ l l c ~ ~ ~ l c ~ ~ "  it1t1011g ;I ~il;!~orit)' 0 1 '  I l lC l l  il11tI 

\voIIIcII. 
3. Exlx)sure to erotica does not substa~~tially change est;~l)lislicrl j)iitterns ol' 

~xe~i~i t r i ta l ,  nl;u.ital, and extrn~naritill coitus, Iiomosex~~itl i~~tivil)t,  ; I I I [ ~  

sext~itl I;uitiuy, 'l.liese piltterlis of  sexual bel~itvior are ge~~cr ;~ l ly  wrll- 
establislied prior to exposure to erotica. 

4, Afiioltg tlie experie~lcerl, exllost~re LO erotica Ici~tls to te~til)ol-;~~'y 
(nvcnly-li)ur li)r~y-eigllt Iloilrs) iuicl slight i~lcreitses i u  111c ~ ' ~ ~ ( I L ~ C I I C ' I C S  
of previously establisliecl patterns of  mast~~rbittion, coitus, scxuitl cl~eiini~,  
fantasies, and conversation habits. There  are Seiv, if it~ry, clli~~lges in ovrrt 
sexunl belinviors xilong the sexually inexperienced followi~tgexl)osurc to 
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Ilrlliivt' ilggl.i*~si~~Iy." ScXllill ilrotlsill I r s l ~ l l i ~ ~ g  LI.~III csl)ohtlrr to i s l  oti( .I 
rl111111tl 11irl.rlbre l i ~ c i l i t ; ~ ~ ~  ;~gg~.essio~~ \c'llcl~ ;tggtessio~~ is ;I S I I O I I R  t r r  ( I I I I I I I -  
11iti11 I'csl)o~~sc ~)ossil)ilily fill 111c i~~tlivitlu;~l itltcr. cbxlrtrsctr c. to I / I ( *  sc*xct;~l I I I ; I I ( * -  

\hI$. 12fll. ~ ~ i ~ l l t ~ ~ ~ ~ ,  ;I 1)erSOIl \itl1O is i l ~ l g e ~ . ~ ~ ]  i111c1 I V ~ I C ,  is t11c.11 t~o11f)o111ctl \ri111 
the soul.ce ol'his o16 I I ~ ~ . ; I I I ~ c I '  1t~i1I Illore likely Ile i~g~~.essive I I I ~ I I I  ;I I ) C I ~ O I I  110 

, i s  rlor it~lgeretl. 'I'llus, tve ciln say tliilt i~ggt.ession will be ;I rlotllin;~~~t ~csl)ol~sc 
~)ossiI)ilil)~ l i ~ r  111is : I I I ~ ~ I - L ' ( J  j)t*l:$oll. U~III(IUI.~I'S theory suggests t11;1t 101. S I I ~  11 
j~c~aons cxposllre lo erolic.;~ \ v i l l  i11cre;tse 1l1c l)~.ol)nl)ility r ) f ' s ~ ~ l ~ s c . c l ~ ~ ( : ~ ~ ~  ; I ~ S I  I - \ -  

$ioll, 0 1 1  the O ~ ~ I C I .  I I ~ I I I ~ ,  \ V ~ I ( ~ I I  ;1gg1~Cssio11 is 1101 ;I ( ~ O I I I ~ I I ~ I I I I  I ~ $ I ) O I I ~ ( ~  pi)\- 
s i l~i l i ty ,  S C X I I ~ I I  ~ I ~ O I I S ~ I ~  I I I ; I ~  IeiI(I 10 ~~ot~i~ggrcssive resl)o~~ses. S~II((:  S O I I I C ~  01 I I I C  
14CS~)OllSl'S il('li\'i11$'1~ 1))' S ~ ~ l l i l ~  i l ~ O l l ~ i 1 ~  lllily I )c  i 1 1 ~ 0 1 1 1 ~ ) ; 1 1 i ~ ) ~ ~   f fill^ ;~ggIi*shio~~ 
(SII('II :IS S C X I I ~ I I  I ' ~ I I I I ; I S ~ C S  ;IIICI O V C ~ I  lovc~~i;~kit~g),  S C X I I ~ I I  ; I I 'OIIS;I~ i l l  it I I O I I -  

angcrecl ~~crsoi l  Illny illhilit sr~l>secl~lent aggressive I,eh;~vior. 
' I ' ; \ I I ~ C ~ I ~ ) ~ I I I I I I  ;111tl % ~ I ~ I I I : I I I I ~  tlse :I sill~ili~r i111:llysis to csl)l;~i~l ~ I I c *  I i l c  i l i ~ . ~ ~ i \ c  

l'ffk1:t~ 0 1  S C X I I ~ I ~  ~ 1 1 ' O l l ~ i l I  011 i l ~ g ~ ~ ~ ~ i O t 1 . ~ "  '1'0 ( ~ 1 ~ 1 1 1 ,  1 1 1 ~  c~.ilic';~l [ I I I I ~ ' ~ ~ ! , ~  is: 
"excitation transfer." 7';1ke a person tvllo is p~.etlisl~osctl to ;~ggl.cssic,t~ ( S I I I  11 ;t\ 
n a  I~ngel.etl ~)el.sott). S111)pose 01is 1)ersotl is  the11 exl~osetl to cro~ic;~ ; r r r t l  it 

, U P X I I ~ I I I ~  : I I ~ ~ I I S C ~ I .  A(-(,ol-(li~~g to ' I ' ~ I I I I I C * I I ~ ) ~ I I I I ) I  : I I I ( I  Xill111i111's ~ ! X C ~ ~ ; I ~ ~ ~ I I - I I I I I I S -  
li.1' ttlotlcl, lllis ~)ct.sot~, i f '  1)l;lcccl i l l  ;I siliril~ion wllcl.e itggrcssioll is it sll.orrg. 
[masible resljonst! (sutli as rvl~ell npl)ropri;~te t;lrgets of ;~gg~cfisio~~ arc ; r \ ; ~ i l -  
;~blo)~ will Iilbcl or inte~.pre~ sexltill ~ I ~ O L I S ~ I ~  11s i111ger ;uicl wi l l  tl~ct.eIi)t.e Ilc I I I ~ I  c 
nggressive than if' he or she l i ;~c l  ~ i o ~  been sexttnlly ;~rot~sccl. Agg~.es.sio~~ is 
lacilifa!ecl I~ecause the adtlitional itrousi~l resulting fi.on~ exposure to crotic'i~ 
[ ' ~ I I I  i ' i ~ i ~ e ~ ~ s i f j  l'celi~~gs of i~ligcr ;II I ( I ,  ~ ~ l l i t ~ ~ i ~ ~ e l y ,  ;~g~l.cssivc ~ ~ c i ~ c ~ i o ~ i s , " ~  1 

8~11)1101.t Sor tile general i1ro11sal lnodel is provided in research by Zilllll;~~~ 
rrn(l his ns~ociaIes .~~Their  rni?jt)r finding is that exposure to strong crotic;~, 
sut:]~ as filiils dcpict.jn_~ precoital ant1 coitill behaviors, can i~~tensiSy i~gg~.cssivc 
reacliuns in angered male adults, 

Mbre rccet~tly, horvever, a series of stuclies I)y Bi~ron ; ~ r l c l  l~is ;~ssoci;~tc!s~ ' 
11 i1~c '  S~IO\\ 'I\  tI1:11 OXI)OSIII.(* 1 0  S O I I I ( ~  ki~lcls of c'roti(.:~ (.;III :t('t11;111y I I T ~ I , , ~  sill,\(*- 
f ~ l l ~ ~ l t l  i~g~l~(~ssit111, 111  ( I I I ~ .  h 1 1 1 ( 1 ~ l  ' I I I ~ I I C '  s1111ic( IS  i l l  t \ v i ~  ~ ~ Y ~ I ( ~ I ~ I ~ I ~ ~ I I I ; I ~  K I O I I I ) \  

\ V ( ~ V ~ *  111 S I  ht I O I I R I ~  : I I I ~ , ~ I  (*(I 01. I I O I  ;111gi*1 ctl l)y ; I  C O I I I ~ ( I ~ I ~ : I I ~  01 L I I C  cxl)i-~ i -  
U I ~ I I ~ C ~ .  Sulljects wllo were ;~ngeretl were insulted lly llie cor~Setlr~.;~~c, \sIro 
illso ~i lvc tllcn) scver;~l eIct.lr.ic. sllocks in 111c rol~lcxt of it  I ~ ; I I . I I ~ I I ~  r x l ) c r i ~ ~ ~ c ~ ~ t .  
111 Lllc no t~ ; i~~gc~~c t l  colltlitiolrs si1l!jec14 \vctSe givel~ ;I \!clay Si~\~o~.;~l>lr cv;~lu;~tiir~~ 
\)y the col~lkdc.r;~le ;111d were give11 only one electric sllock, i~lso in tllc co~~tes t  
t)f ' i l  le i~r t~i t~g st~ttly, After tllrse proretll~rcs, srll?jcc~s \iqrrc i~shctl to C S ~ I I I I ~ I I ~  

t\ti(/ iSi\ti* strli1c s t i~~tr~l i  ti l i l t  tllr v s l ) r ~ . i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ c r  "\vi~s I ) ~ ~ I I I I I ~ I \ ~  I O  I I S ~ '  i l l  ; I I IOI~I( - I .  
tx)1(~t~ittl(~t11." 1 1;1Il' 01' tile sul!iist 1s i l l  tllc ; I I I~~*I.c(I  ;ultl ~ ~ o l ~ ; t t ~ g c ~ ~ r t l  io l~( l i t io~~s  
\vere sllo\yn ])ict~u.es of' estrenlely i~ttlxcti\~e, nuclc, y o ~ ~ l ~ g  \ \ l o ~ ~ ~ c ~ ~  to ;II o1lse 
Lhbm sexually. 'l'l~e o~hel. 11;tlf S ~ I \ V  pictures of'scencry, f'~~l.t~itr~re, i11\(1 ; I I ) s I ~ ; I (  I 
ptt ,  Afti*ts C X ~ I ~ S I I I ~ ~ ~  to ( ~ ~ I I I L * I *  111i. (e~.oti(. (11, I I C I I ~ I . ; I ~  1)i(*t111~es, s1111ivcts \\TI i* ti1111 

\hill ~ I I u ~  \ ~ O t l / l ~  I)(! l i h : l ~ ~ 1 ~ l ' S  i l l  il ~~ill~1lillg ~ ~ ~ ) ~ ~ i l ~ l ~ l l t  ~ 1 1 1 ~ ~  tIl;l[ 1 1 1 ~  ~ 0 1 1 f ~ ~ ~ c ~ l ~ ; l l v  

youlrl be tire u lq~~~ ;eq~"  ' '11 'c .t wits ~ f ~ e n  toIcI tI1:tt Ite ~ o L I I ( I  ttcli\,et. ;III! - 
iullcl*r f i o l l l f f ; ~ ~ ~ c ~ ~ e I ; i Q L ~ $ L . k s  ~ b r  every el.n)l- t11;tt tile o)t~k(let. ;~tr 
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~ro&al and Distraction Model 
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