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VIOLENCE PROFILE NO. 7

. SUMMARY

Americané livé'much of fheir iiﬁés'in the world of television drama.
. Children and adults alike are exposed tb vivid pafterns of the facts of
_ life in that ﬁdrid. What éré those facts, especially with fegard to the
contéxt, structﬁre; and funétioné of_violence, and what lessons do
children and adults derive from their exposure to_tﬁose facts?
-These are the baéié questions addressed in the reéearch that yields'
the Violence Profile. Trends in network television drama and the. "conce‘ptioné
of_social.réality that viéwing tends to cultivaté in the minds of.viEWers
are studied iﬁ a continuing“project called Cu;tural Indicators. The research
 is.designed to provide annual iﬁdicators of tele§iSion'c0ntent and effects..
The current seasbn's Violence Profile is'the_first to.report a specia;
compa;iéon of trends during the so-called family hour (for practical purﬁosés
.8 to 9 p.m. EST) and other hours of pfogramming including late evening aﬁd
weekend daytimé (children'é) program hours. The research is based on .the’
_observationé of trained énalysts coding-videotaped samples of each sedsdn's
_programming since 1967, and on surveys of child and adult viewers cdnducte&
siqce 1973. |
The-Vioience Profile consists of measures of (1) the programmiﬁg
context iﬁ which dramatic violence occurs, {2) the composite couqté Qf
the prevalence, rate, énd roles of violence  that ﬁake up the Violénce
Index, (3) thé structure of power in the.world of television drﬁﬁé aé.

indicated by the different risks of violence and victimization for



for different groups in the fictional population, and (4) the extent to
which television cultivates. its own view of social reality as reflected
in the responées of light and heavy wviewers to questions related to the
message of violence on television but applied to the real world.
(1) |
The critical aspect of programming is the proportiod of "action programs"
which contribﬁte most vioieﬁce.to the world of television drama. 'Figure'l
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Figure 1: “/Action™ (crime, western, adventure) programs as percent of cartoon and of other
’ {general) programs analyzed -

shows that such pfogréms comprise more than half of all prime-time and week-
end daytime cartoon p:ogramming, and their proportion of the total has nof'
changed much in recent years. In fact, while general (non-cartoon)

crime and adventure plays dropped from their 1974 high of 62 percent to.

54 percent in 1975, cartoon crime and adventure rose in the-saﬁe périod

from 47 peréent to 66 percent of all cartoons.



(2)
These programming trends foreshadow the violence findings that
foliow. We can summarize them by noting that there has been no significant

reduction in the overall Violence Index despite some fluctuations in the

specific measures and a definite drop in "family hour" violence, especially

on CBS, in the current season. The "family hour" decline has been matched

by a sharp increase in violence during children's (weekend daytime) programming
in the current season and by an even larger 2-year rise in violence after
9 p.m. EST,

Figure 2 shows these trends in detail.
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Figure 2: Violence index for different hoursr of dramalic programhing .
Figure 3 pfovides similar information separately by each network,
showingjthat late évening viélence shof'up on all three networks in the
past two or three years (with minor dips on CBS and ABC in 1975), and that

children's (weekend daytime) programs became more violent on ABC and NBC
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in the paét season. Figure 4 is a direct comparison of the Violence Index
.f0: a1l hours for each network,_showing remarkable'lopg;term stability and
.similérity ambng them. .Figure 5 is a direct comparison of the "family hour"
'Violence-index for each network, showing little @hange over a.two~year
pé;iod for ABC and NBC, but a substantial reduction for the sgcoﬁd year in

a row for CBS.
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Figure 5: Violence Index for each network, iamil);' hour only.



The Tables at the end of this réﬁort present all measures for the
_differeﬁt hours of pfogramming. They show how the specific measures fluctuate
and combine each yeér.to make up the composite Violence Index.
The indicators reflected in the Violence Index are clear maniféstations.__
of_what network'pfogramheré actuélly de as cpmﬁafed to whét they say or intend
to do. VWhilg our data pérmit many specific qualifications to'aﬁy'generalization
.that might be made, it is safe fo say that network policy séems to have responded
in narrow terms, when at all; to very specific pressure, and only while the heat
was on. After nine years of investigations, hearings, and Commissions (or siﬁcer
we have been tracking violence on televiéion); eight out of every ten programs
{(nine out of eve;y.ten Weekend children's hour programs) still contain-somé
violence. The overéll rate af violent episodes, 5.6 per play, is, if anything,
highest on record. (The violence saturation of weekend children's programs
déclined from the 1969 high but increased from its 1974 low to 16 per hour,:
double that of 6verai;_programming,.as can be seen on Table 4.) ‘Between

six and seven out of every ten leading characters (eight and nine for'chiidren)
Care still involvéd in some violence. Betwéen one and two out of every tep
. are still involved in killing. Reductions have been achieved in the port;ayél
of on-screen killers (eépecially during weekend children's hours) and in

"fémily hour" viclence (especiaily by CBS), but, as we have noted, a éhérp
rise in Iate evening éﬁd gengral children's violence has canéeled ot |
any bﬁerall gains from the_latter;
(3>
The most élementary —- and telling'—— relationship invelved in violent

action is that of violent and victim. The pattern of those who inflict and

those who suffer violenece (or both) provides a differential calculus of



L life chanceé for,differenf_groups of people.in the world of television drama.

Thé'3qmmary Tgble on the next page (based on Tables 43 - 67 presented in
the'Findings) gives overall scores of involvement and what we call Risk Ratios.
Tﬁe Qharactef scores (CS) is the roles coﬁponent of the'Violenée_indexg it dis
the pércent of éll*chéracters involved in any vioclence plus the percent involvéd'
in any killing. The violenf*victim and killer~killed (risk) ratios are obtained
by dividing violents and victims, or killers and killed within each group. The
plus sign means more.violenté or killers in the group; .the minus sign meaﬁs
more'victims.

.Tﬁé totals from 1967-75 show 1.19 male and 1.32 female victimslfor every:'
violént.male and female. Even mﬁre éﬁriking are the differential fisks of
fatal ﬁictimization.' There were nearly twé male iillers for every male killed;
howevéf; for every female killer one.woman'was.killed.

The Table also shows the differential risks of involvement and victim—
ization for other groups,.projecting éssumptions aboﬁt éocial and power |
relations. 0ld men, marriedrmen; lower class, foreign;:and nonﬁhite maleé-ﬁere
most:likely to get kiileé rathér than to inflict lethal injury. ”Goodrgu§s”'

- were most.likely to be the killers.

Among femalés,_more vulnérable than men in most categories, both ydﬁné'
and old women as well as unma;ried, lower clags,.foreign; and nonwhiée:women
.bore especially_heavy burdens of relative viétimiéation. 0ld, poor, aﬁ&l
black ﬁomen were shown only as killed and never as killeré. Interestiﬁgly,
"good" women; unlike "good" mgh,'héd no letEalipower, but "bad" woﬁeﬁ ﬁéfe
even mqré iethal than "bﬁd"'men.

The pattern'of”relatiﬁe victimization is femarkably stable froﬁ year

to year. It demonstrates an invidious (but socially functional) sense of



: Risk ratios for all programs studied 1967-75

. .: Male Characters _Female Characters
Character - Violent-victim  Killer-kilied Character  Violent-victim  Killer-killed
Groups o N score - ratio ratio N score . ratio ' ratio
All characters . .21 80.0 C 119 +1.97 605 - 48.9 -1.32 1.00
Sacial age ' : i - ' )
Children-adolescents 188 64.9 -1.83 +0.00 77 46.8 -1.39 0.00*
Young adults 431 81.2 -1.21 _ +3.07 209 59.8° — 167 _+1.29
Settled adults 1068 80.8 . -1.15 +1.98 267 37.8 1.00. 1.00
old 41 58.0 “+1.03 -2.00 22 . 50.0 -2.25 -0.00*
Marital status } _ S ' '
~ Notmarried 1133 836 ~-1.16 +2.24 - 306 57.2 -1.51 -1.43
) Married ) 462 66.9 ' ~1.33 +1.57 252 ) 39.3 -1.11 +7.40
Class ) _ ) : . . )
Clearly upper 196 87.2 . ~1.28 +1.15 70 52.9 ~1.64 +1.33 .
Mixed; indeterminate 1744 o787 -1.19 +2.36 517 48.2 - -1.26 - © .00
Clearly lower ' w70 91.4 —-1.11 ~1.33 18 55.6 —2.67 —0.00*
Nationality _ . .
U.Ss. ) ' ) 1505 75.0 -1.19 +2.39 503 46.1 -1.39 -1.08
Other 276 96.7 -1.22 +1.13 66 60.6 - ~1.55 +3.00
Race ‘ ' .
White 1533 77.6 ~1.20 +2.12 541 . 49.9 -1.29 +1.07
Other _ 264 83.3 : ~1.27 +1.33 50 38.0 ~2.43 —-0.00""
Character type** .
“Goed” (heroes) 928 69.3 —1.26 +3.47 : 314 433 -1.56 -6.00
- Mixed type 432 711 1.3 +1.09 156 436 -1.37 100
“Bad” (villains) 291 1141 —T.(_J3 +1.80 . 41 829 +1.14 _ +2.00

* Group has neither violents nor victims. [f 0.00 is preceded by a sign, group has either no violents or no victims; +0.00 means only violent(s
“but no victims(s); —0.00 means only victims but na violent(s).
=+ This classification was introduced in 1969. _ . _
Note: Character score is the percent of characters invelved in any violence plus 1|‘|_e percent involved in any killing. V-V ratio  is of violents {+) and
victims (-} K-k ratio is of killers {+) and killed (~).
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risk and.power. We do not yet know whether it.also cultivates a correspond-
ing hierarchy of fear and aggression. But we do have evidence to suggest |
that television viewing cultivates a general seénse of danger and mistrust.
_Tﬁat evidence comes from the fourth and final element of the Violence Profile,
the component we call the-Cuitivation Differential{

(4)

The Cultivation-Diffe;éntial is the difference in the pattérn of.
resp@nses between light gnd heavy viewers of téleﬁision} with age, sex,
education, and newspaper reading comtrolled. Child'and aﬁuit samples are
asked questions about social reality that relate to the "facts".teievision
preéents in its own particular way. The differenée.between light viewers
(usually Watcﬁing 2 hours or less a day) aqd heavy viewers (usually watching
4 hours or more a day) giving the "televisioﬁ version" of two divergent
answers_is the Cultivation Differential indicating the effécts of exposufe
-ﬁo television dréma.

The Violence Profile's Cultivation Differéntial.shows heavy viewers
gignificantly overéstimating (compared to iight Qiewers in the same age,
sex, education, aﬁd feader categoties) thé exfent of violence and danger in
the world. Their heighténed sense of fear and mistrust is manifesfed in

their typically more apprehensive responses to questions about their own
personal safetj,“about crime and law enforcement, ana about trust in other
people. |

Childrgn exhibit the same éatterns as adults, but the "under 30" or
"telévision genefation".is eveﬁ mofg imbued with the television view of

life than the "over 30" géneration.—~ the last to grow up without television.

Education makes a difference, as does regular newspaper reading, but heavy
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viewing of television'tgnds to counter these other cultural influenceé
even within the college and news readér.groups.

The fécts of life in the world of téievisiqn drama -- a violent world
and a mean world -- seem to bé reflected in the conceptions of héavy viewers
about social reality. This is particularly true of the young and less:
educated viewers. Figures 6, 7, aﬁ& 8 show tﬁe typical pattern of responseé
'to three of.the guestions asked in the sufﬁeys conducted fér the Violence
Profile. Future repdrté will be able to show ﬁhether Ehése conceptions
can also reflect changes in'te;eéisién programming, if any, that m’y.occur

in the years ahead.
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DEVELOPMENT OF THE REPORT

The Violence Profile is a set’'of multidimensional indicators of trends in
television drama and their correlates in viewers' conceptions of social
reality. The continuing research from which this report is drawn has
investigated the extent, mature, and symbolic functions of violence ‘in

network television drama since 1967, and the conceptions of social reality
television viewing cultivates since 1973. The cunulative data base for

this report now consists of a coded and computerized archive of 924 television
programs {(plays), 2,649 major and 7,248 minor characters, 4,694 violence
episodés, and the selected responses of 4,485 adult and child viewers taken

in four separate surveys.

The research began with the investigation of violence in network television
drama in 1967-68 for the National Commission on the Causes and Prevention of
.Violence and continued t.rough 1972 under the spousorship of the Surgeon
General's Scientific Advisory Committee on Television and Social Behavior.

_The study was broadly conceived from the beginning and both reports showed

the role and symbolic functions, as well as the ‘extent, of violence in the

world of television drama. A conference of research consultants to the Natiocnal
Institute of Mental Health in the spring of 1972 recommended that the Violence
Index developed for the report to the Surgeon General be further broadened to
take into account social relationships and viewer conceptions. Implementing
that recommendation, we issued the Violence Profile (fifth in our series of
reports)}, including violence—victim ratios and eventually viewer responses.”

The then Secretary of Health, Education, and Welfare Caspar W. Weinberger
reported to Senator John 0. Pastore in the fall of 1973 that our research was
"broadened to encompass a number of additional dimensions and linked with viewers'
perceptions of violence and its effects, as recommended by NIMH consultants and
‘as incorporated by Dr. Gerbner in his renewal research "

(The "renewal_research" to which Secretary. Weinberger referred is our present
project, Cultural Indicators. Conducted under a grant from the National Institute
of Mental Health, it consists of periodic study of television programming

and of the conceptions of social reality that viewing cultivates in child

and adult. audiences, Although the study of wviclence is a continuing aspect

of the research, the project is also developing indicators of other themes,

roles, and relationships significant for social science and policy.) '

Several additional events influenced the further fate and development of the
Violence Profile. Senator Pastore and Chairman Torbert Macdonald of the
House Communications Subcommittee continued to take an active interest in -
it. The research director of the studies for the Surgeon General, Eli A.
Rubinstein continued to press for follow-up research.* Douglass Cater and
Stephen Strickland wrote a book on the report and argued for 'ongoing research
capable of undergirding large policy investigations.”** And, finally, a

‘%*Rubinstein; Eli A. "The TV Violence Report: What's Next?" Journal of -
Commun1catlon, Winter 1974, pp. 80— 88. ' : -

**Cater, Douglass, and Stephen Strlckland. TV Violence and the Child; The:
Evolution and Fate of the Surgeon General's Report.  New York: _Rusgell
Sage Foundation, 1975, p. 133.
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committee of the Social Science Research Council especially formed and funded
by NIMH to study the Violence Profile recommended continued use and further
development.#*

MESSAGE SYSTEM ANALYSIS

Large and representative aggregates of television cutput (rather than indivi-
dual selections from it) are the system of messages to which total communities
(rather than selective individuals or groups) are exposed. Message system
analysis does not deal with single works, subjective perceptions, or dramatic
subtleties. It focuses on the gross, unambiguous, and commonly understood
facts:of portrayal. These are the features that can be expected to provide .
bases for interaction and common assumptions and definitions- (though not
necessarily agreement) among large and heterogeneous mass pﬁbliés._

Message system analysis has been performed on anmual sample-weeks of prime
time and Saturday daytime network dramatic programming since 1967 by trained
analysts who observed and coded various aspects of TV contént by the most
reliable methods employed in any research of this kind.

The purpose of the ana1y51s is to provide systematic, cumulative, and obgectlve
observations representing relevant aspects of the world of television drama.
The analysis yielded the basic data for the construction of indicators of
trends in the dramatic context, in the prevalence, rate, and dramatic roles .
involved in violence, and jin power relationships expressed by the distribution
of risks to different groups in the fictional population. These indicators.
will be described after a discussion of definitions, units, samples, data
collection procedures, and reliability tests of the message system analysis.

Definition of violence

The definition of violence was "the overt expression of physical force against
gself or other compelling action against one's will on pain of being hurt or
killed, or actually hurting or killing.'" The action may be "accidental,"

it may be "humorous" or "serious,''** but idle threats or purely verbal
gestures were not included. The analysis thus focused on clear~cut and
obvious physical expressions of violence. It did not presume what type of -
manifest violence might have what kinds of effects. The establishment of
effects is the task of cultivation analysis. :

Units of analysis

All observations were recorded in three types of units: the program as a.
" whole, each specific violent action {(if any) in the program, and each dramatic
character appearing in the program. :

*Social Science Research Council. "A Profile of Television Violence."
Report gubmitted by the Committee on Television and Social Behavior of
the SSRC, July 1975, '

**There is no evidence that "humorous' dramatic violence performs less
significant symbolic functions than "serious" violence in cultivating
conceptions of social reality. '
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"Program" means a single fictional story presented in dramatic form. This
may be a. play produced for television, a feature film telecast during the
" period of the study, or a cartoon story (of which there may be one or more
in a single program). Each of these would be analyzed separately and recorded
" as a "program'; thus the basic unit. is actually the play. All such programs
telecast during the study periods were analyzed whether or not they contained
viclence.

Violent action means a scene of some violehce confined to the same parties.
If a scene is interrupted (by flashback, or shift to another scene) but con-
tinues in "real time," it is still the same act. However, if a new agent of
violence enters the scene, that beginsg another act. These units are also
called violent episodes.

Characters analyzed in all programs (whether violent or not) are of two
types. Major characters are the principal roles essential to the story.

" Minor characters (subjected to a less detailed analysis) are all other
speaking roles. (The findings summarlzed in this report intlude the
analysis of major characters only.

Samples gf_prdgrammigg

'Because nationally distributed programs provide the most broadly shared TV
dramatic fare, network dramatic programs transmitted in evening prime time
(8 p.m. to 11 p.m. each day), and network children's dramatic programs
transmitted weekend mornings (Saturday and Sunday between 8 a.m. and 2 p.m.)-
comprise the analytical source material.* '

The anﬁual sample consists of videotaped programs broadcast in one week during |
_the fall TV "season." When and if an episode of a regularly scheduled program
_is pre—empted by some special offering during the selected week, the next

available episode of that series is videotaped. This replacement procedure
"is also used for those rare occasions when video-recorder failure results in

the loss of a program during the scheduled sample week. .

Although the sheer numbers involved make empirical estimation of sampling
error for all of the dimensions in the recording instrument prohibitive,
with respect to four basic sample dimensions —- network, program format .
(TV play, cartoon, feature film), type (action, comedy, etc.), and tone
(humorous, serious) the solid week sample is:at least as generalizable to
a year's programming as larger randomly drawn samples. In a sampling
experiment executed in connection with the 1967-68 study, a sample of 365
programs was constructed according to the parameters of the 1967-68 project's
sample, except that it was drawn according to a one-program—-per-day random
- selection procedure, for a calendar year that approximately bridged the
interval between the 1967 and 1968 one-week samples.** There was mo

#In 1967 and 1968, the hours included were 7:30 to 10p.m. Monday through
‘Saturday, 7 to 10p.m. Sunday, and children's programs 8 a.m. to noon Saturday.-
- Beginning in 1969, these hours were expanded until 1llp.m. each evening and
from 7a.m. to 2:30p.m. Saturday and Sunday. ' As of 1971 however, network
-evening programming has been reduced by the FCC's prime time access rule.

The effective evening parameters since 1971 are therefore 8 to llp.m. Monday
through Saturday and 7:30 to 10:30p.m. Sunday.

*%Eleey, Michael F., "Variations in Generalizability Resulting from Sampling
Characteristics of Content Analysis Data: A Case Study." The Annenberg
School of Communications, University of Pennsylvania, 1969.
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significant difference in the distribution of programs by network, format,
type and tone (as defined for the 1967-68 project) between the experimental
and solid-week samples.

Coding -and training procedures.

For the analysis of each program sample, a staff of between 18-24 coders is
recruited. The initial period requires about three weeks of instruction and
testing. Several introductory sessions are devoted to item-by~item discussion
of the recording instrument. The trainee group is subsequently split into
randomly assigned coding teams of two each, and all pairs then view and code
three selected programs. Each coding pair works independently of all other
pairs, and returns one joint coding for each program. Tn the next general
meeting, the ‘entire staff discusses the difficulties encountered in the three-’
program exercise. When these problems have been resolved, the coder-pairs
return to ¢ode seven additional programs selected from the tape archive for
this training purpose.

The data generated by the coder—pairs on the ten training programs is key-
punched and subjected to computerized agreement analysis. On the basis of

~ these results, instructions are further discussed and perhaps revised,. and
idiosyneratic. coder pairs are assigned to other tasks or dismissed. = Coder
palrs who survive this testing process proceed to analyze the season's, v1deo—
taped program sample.

During both the training and data-collection phases, coder pairs monitor their
 assigned videotaped programs as often as necessary, re-screening portions as
needed, All programs in the sample are recorded independently by two separate
_ coder-pairs to provide double-coded data for reliability comparisens. (For
- budgetary reasons, only 30% of the programs in the 1967-1968 analysis were
coded a second time. )

A final data set for subsequent analysis is compiled from the full data base
by randomly selecting one of the two codings for each program. As a last
check against deviant coding, reliability measures are computed for each
pair, before the final selection. This procedure would identify problem
coders who may not have been screened out in the training and pretest phase.
In such an instance, the data recorded by the questionable pair would be
excluded from the selection, and the alternative coding used. (Over the
course of this study, only one such case has been encountered.)

Assessment of religbility.

The purpose of reliability measures in content analysis is to ascertain the
degree to which the recorded data are consistently representative of the
material being studied and do not reflect observer bias or instrument
ambiguity. Theoretically both types of contamination can be corrected by
refining the ingtrument and/or by intensifying coder training, or, as-a

last resort, by eliminating the unsalvageable variable or dismissing the
incorrigible coders. Thus measures of reliability serve two functions:

(1) as diagnostic tools in the confirmation of the recording instrument, and
(2) as arbiters of the replicability of the procedure, assuring confidence

in the final data. 1In this project, reliability measures serve both purposes.
During the preliminary period of instrument revision and coder training, they
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provide direction to the preblem areas in the recording process. Final
measures, computed on the study's entire corpus of double-coded data,
- determine the acceptability of information for analysis and provide guide-
lines for its interpretation. '

Agreement due merely to chance gives no indication that the data truly
reflect the phenomena under observation. Simple percent—~agreement measures
are therefore inadequate indicators of reliability, since they fail to
account for the amount of agreement expected by chance. Reliability measures
in the form of agreement coefficients, however, indicate the degree to which
_agreement among 1ndependent observers is above chance. In general, then,
observed disagreement

Coefficient of agreement = 1 - — -
expected disagreement

Values for coefficients of this form will range from plus one when agreement

is perfect, to zero when agreement is purely accidental (or perfectly random),

to negative values when agreement is less tham that expected due to chance.

These coefficients will generally give more conservative estimates of reliabil ity
than will simple percent-agreement measures.

Five computational formulas are available for calculating the agreement
coefficient. The variations are distinguished by different formulations

of the disagreement function —- depending on whether the variable is considered
to constitute a nominal, ordinal, interval, bipolar or ratio scale. Except

for their respective scale—appropriate sensitivity to deviations from perfect
agreement, all formulas make the same basic assumptions as the prototype for
nominal scales ‘devised by Scott.* Thus In the case of the binary varlable,

all five formulas yield identical results.®*%

The project's double-coded sample of data was analyzed for agreement via these
coefficients, with the aid of a recently developed computer program.**%* The
cumulative rellablllty results for both the items and the compound measures
and indicators governed the reporting of the results.

The findings of the message system analysis-are presented in Tables A through
F and Tables 1 through 67.

*Scott, William A. '"Reliability of Content Analysis: The Case of Nominal
Scale Coding,” Public Opinion Quarterly, 17:3:321-325, 1955.

%#*For a formal discussion of part of this family of coefficients, see Klaus
Krippendorff, "Bivariate Agreement Coefficients for the Reliability of Data."
In E. F. Borgatta and G. W. Bohrnstedt (eds.), Sociological Methodology, 1970,
(San Francisco: Jossey-Bass, Inc., 1970).

- ***xKrippendorff, Klaus, "A Computer Program for Agreement:Analysis of Relia-
bility Data, Version 4," Philadelphia: The Annenberg School of Communications,
July 1973 (mineo). ‘
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- CULTIVATION ANALYSIS

The message system analysis suggests directions of inquiry for the study of
conceptions that the message systems might cultivate in viewers. The study

of TV's contribution to notions of social reality proceeds in various ways,
each -comparing responses of heavy and light viewers, with other characteristics
held constant.

This report includes results of cultivation analysis from four data bases. The
first of these is referred to as "STARCH," a spring 1973 quota sample of 607
households in Philadelphia, Chicago, Los Angeles, and Dallas. Second is "ORC,"
2052 adults selected through a multi-phase probability sample stratified by
geographic area and cluster at the neighborhood level, Third we have "NORC,"

a March—April 1975 national probability-quota sample of 1490 non-institutionalized
adults 18 years or over. The fourth data base we call "NJKIDS1," a December
1974-March 1975 survey of 335 children attendlng a publlc middle school in rural
New -Jersey.

Except for NJKIDS1, data bases are named for the organization responsible. for
data collection: STARCH, by Starch/Hooper; ORC, by the Opinion Research’
Corporation; NORC, by the National Opinion Research Center of the University
of Chicago. NJKIDS1 was conducted by this project's (Cultural Indlcators)
staff members, it is named for the respondents' home state.

Except in the case of NORC‘ data were collected specifically for analysis
~ by Cultural Indicators.. NORC data are from a continuing "General Social
Survey' which we have subjected to secondary analy51s

More detailed information about each data base can be found on the next page.
VIOLENCE PROFILE MEASURES AND INDICATORS

The two types of research comprising the Violence Profile, message system
analysis and cultivation analysis, yield four sets of measures from which
indicators of trends can be constructed. Three of these come from message
system analysis and the fourth set from cultivation analysis.

Message system analysis contributes threé types of information to the Violence
Profile. 'The first is the program context of which any dramatic element, such
as violence, iz an integral part. The second consists of the specific :
indicators of violence in various program categories, and the composite
Violence Index. The third type of information is in the form of risk ratios
and scores which show how the pattern of violence and victimization works out
for different kinds of people in the world of television drama.

Program context

Trends in programming and in such characteristics of the plays as the time
and place of the setting provide the background against which specific
manifestations of violence may be seen. The proportions of feature films,
‘cartoons, television programs, and especially of "action drama™ in the



Sampling

No. of
respondents

Collecting
organization

Method of
collection

Demographic _
characteristics

Sex

- Age

Race and .
ethnicity

Education

IV yiewing
light

medium

heavy

Newspaper Reading

light

medium

heavy

INFORMATION ABOUT THE FOUR DATA BASES USED IN THE CULTIVATION ANALYSIS 18

Starch
Spring 73

Philadelphia
Chicago
Los Angeles
Dallas

Quota, from house-
holds randomly se-
lected from telephone
books. ‘Screened for
sex and TV viewing
(less than 2 hrs or
at least 4 hrs daily).

607

Starch/tooper

Telephone Interview

male 49.3
female 50,7
under 30 21.8
over 30 78,2
no college  57.2

some college 42.8

up to 2 49,4
hrs/day

4 hrs & 50.6
up/day

once in-a 21.8

while or al-
most mever

78.2

ORC
May 74

National

Probability, strati-

fied by geographic

area and cluster at
neighborhood level

2052

Opinion Research’
Corporation

Personal Interview

S
male 48,7
female 51.3
under 30 27.3
over 30 72.7
30-54 43.5
55 & up 28.6
white 90,2
nonwhite 9.8
ne college 67,5
not high
school grad - 33.0

high school
grad - 34.5

some college 32,5

up to 1 hr 35,1
“Westerday™
1-3 hrs 37.1
"yesterday"

3 hrs & up . 27.8

"vesterday'"

up to 15 min 32.0
“yesterday" '

15~44 min
"yesterday"

45 min & up 29,3

38.7

"'yesterday"

NORC
Mar,-Apr.75

National

Modified preobabil-
iry, half block
quotz-half full
probability

1490

‘National Opinion

Research Center

Personal Interview

%
male 45.0
female - 55.0
under 30 27.9
over 30 72.1
‘white ' 88.8
nonwhite 11.2
- no college  69.7

some college 30.3

‘up to 2 47.7
hrs/day _
3 hrs/day 19.6

4 hrs & 32.7
up/day
lesé_than 18.3

daily
daily 81.7

NJKIDS1
Dec.74; Mar.75

Rural/Suburban New Jersey

Student -population of

‘a public middle school:

335

Cultural Indicators

Self-administered questicmmaire

Z

male 51.0
female 49,0
6th grade 37.56
7th grade 31.6
- 8th grade 30.8

Mean = 12,20

sdv = 0,97
“Just American"  74.8
Italian 10,0
Black, Afro. 1.3
Jewish - 2.6
German 1.5
Irish 1.5
Remaining 6.3
Neither parent
attended college 51,9
Father or both
parents attended .
college 48.1
‘up to 2 hrs/day’ 16;7
2-6 hrs/day 46.6
6 brs & up/day 36.7
almost never 15,0
once in a while 157.2
almost daily 27.8
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overall programming also have a major effect on the incidence of wviolence.
‘Tables A through F present these contextual features of programming.

Measures of violence

Three sets of measures have been computed from the direct observational
data of the message system analysis. They show the extent to which violence
occurred at all in the program samples, the frequency and rate of violent |
episodes, and the number of roles calling for characterizationms as violents,
victims, or both. These sets of measures are called prevalence, rate, and
role, respectively. ' '

Prevalence. The percent of programs containing any violence indicates the
prevalence (as compared to frequency or rate) of violence in a particular
program sample. Prevalence 1s calculated both as percent of programs (ZP)
and as percent of program hours containing violence, but only /P is included
in the Index.

Rate. As measures of prevalence indicate the proportion of program units
‘in which one or more acts of viclence occur, so rate expresses the freguencx
of these acts in units of programming and in units of time. The acts them-
‘selves. are called "violent episodes," defined as scenes of some violence

- confined to the same characters. The number of such episodes.divided by the
total number of plays (violent or not) yields the rate per program (R/P).
The rate per hour (R/H) is the number of episodes divided by the number of
program hours in the sample, The latter measures the concentration or.
saturation of violence in time, and compensates for the difference in rates
between a long program unit (such as a feature film) and a short one (such
as a 1l5-minute cartoon)

Roles. The pdrtrayal of characters as violents (committing violence).or
victims (subjected to violence), or both, yields several measures.:  They

- are: percent of violents out of -all characters in a sample; percent of

- victims out of all characters in a sample; all those involved as violents
or as victims.or both (%V); = percent of killers (those committing fatal
violence)}; percent killed (victims of lethal viclerce);  and all those
involved in killing either as killers or as killed (ZK). '

Composite scores and Index

" The above measures of violence are based on analysts' observations. They

©are provided in all tabulations and should be used as the basic indicators

of trends. However, for ease of illustration and comparison, they are

combined to form summary scores and an index. These are not statistical
"flndlngs in themselves, and should not bhe treated as such.  Rather they
'serve as convenient illustrators of the basic findings and to fac111tate
__gross comparisons.

The twec scores ate based on selected measures showing qualities of programs
and of characterizations, respectively. Prevalence (%P), rate per program
(R/P), and rate per hour (R/H) are reflected in the program score (PS).

ThlS is computed as follows:

PS=(%P)+2 (R/P)+2 (R/H)
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In the formula, %P is the percent of programs containing violence, R/P is
the rate of violent episodes per play, and R/H is the rate per hour. The
rates R/P and R/H are doubled in order to raise their relatively low
numerical value to the importance that the concepts of the frequency and
Saturation of violence deserve. Nevertheless, the program score gives
the greatest weight to the extent to which violence prevails at all in
. the programs. Secondary weight is given to the frequency of violence and
the saturation of the programs with violent action. ' :

Roles involving characters in any violence, weighted by roles involved
in killing, are expressed in the character score (CS). The formula

.CS=(ZV)+(ZK).

-.represents the percent of all leading characters committing violence, -
suffering violence, or both (%V), with added weight given to the percent of
those involved in killing either as killers or as victims, or both (ZK). -

‘Finally, the Viclence Index is obtained by adding the program score to
the character score. Prevalence, rate, and role are thus reflected in the
‘Index, with program information usually weighing slightly more heavily in
'the'balance:than-information derived'from character analysis. '

All measures and indicators are tabulated for all years by dlfferent program
samples in Tables 1. through 43. :

-Risk ratios

The most elementary ~-— and telling -- relationship involved in violent actiom
is that of vielent and victim. The pattern of those who inflict and those
who suffer injury or death provides a differential calculus of life's chances
for different groups of people in the world of television drama. That pattern
is expressed in the trends and comparisons of Risk Ratios (victims divided by
violents or violents by victims within the same groups) and Character V

Scores {percents of characters involved in any violence plus percents 1nvolved
in killing) given in Tables 44 through 67. A summary of risk ratios for all
yvears for male and female characters by age, marital status, class, nation=-
ality, race, and type ('good" vs. "bad," etc.) appears on Page 8, above.

Cultivation differentials

The fourth and final set of indicators in the Violence Profile comes from the
cultivation analysis. They are called Cultivation Differentials and highlight
conceptions of sgocial reality that tend to be cultivated by television viewing
in different groups and in comparison to other cultural or medla activities.

Respondents: are asked questions drawn from or related to propositions about

facts of life and society found in the fictional world of television drama.

The respondents must choose between alternatives representing either the
"television answer or some other version of these facts or views. To. the
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extent that the patterns of dramatic television cultivate conceptions of
social reality, heavy viewers should be more likely than light viewers to
choose the "television answer" provided that demographic and other factors
are controlled so that the difference reflects thée independent contribution
‘of television viewing to the cultivation of these conceptions.

The Cultivation Differential is the percentage difference between heavy
viewers and light viewers (as defined in the various samples described
above) giving the "television answer.'" A positive CD score shows that ~--
all other factors being equal —-— viewing does tend to cultivate TV's version
of the world in the minds of viewers with respect to a particular question;
a zero or negative CD score suggests that it does not. As Tables 68 to 79
show, most CD scores are positive and significant.

FINDINGS

The detailed findings comprising Violence Profile No. 7 are given in the
tabulations that follow. The four sets of measures from which indicators

of trends in television violence and of its symbolic functions can be con--
structed deal with (1) program context, (2} violence measures and indices, -
(3) Risk Ratios, and (4) Cultivation Differentials.

(1) Tables A through F present the context of trends in the format, time,
place; setting and tone dimensions of programming. Table A shows the percent
of cartoons, TV plays, and feature films in the samples; Table B gives the
proportions of plays in which the major action takes place in the past, present,
and future; Table C presents trends in U.S. and foreign, and Table D in urban,
small town and rural, and other settings; Table E shows what proportions of
plays are of the "action" (crime, western, action-adventure) and of other -
varileties; Table F traces the comic or serious tone of programming.

(2) Annual monitoring sample dimensions, the measures of Prevalence, Rate,
and Role, and Composite Scores and Indices are given in Tables 1 through 43.
The first 22 Tables present all measures and Indices by time of telecast,
format, and type of program. Tables 23 through 43 give selected information
geparately by network. : '

(3) Tables 44 through 67 give detailed trend information on Risk Ratids by
time and type of programs, and sex, age, marital status, class, nationality,
race, aud type ("good" vs. "bad," etc.) of characters. The violent-victim

- and killer-killed Risk Ratios are obtained by dividing the larger by the

- smaller classification within each group.

(4) Tables 68 through 79 tell the results of the cultivation analysis.
They present the percents of "'television answers" given by light and heavy
.viewers and Cultivation Differentials controlllng for age, sex, education,
and newspaper reading.
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TABLE E: '"ACTION" PROGRAMS

YEAR
COUNT - I~
COL PCT . 1
ol o . :
. . 1 1967 I 1968 1 1969
TYPE = --aoo--e R R LS SR | S
: . S 16 1 8 i 17
CRIME PROGRAM 1. 10.4 1 9.2 1. 14.0
o B R TPy (RSP Temomn e
2 1 9 I - 11 1 7
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-1 ......... I--._- .... ]_-_ ......
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lomeoncan
1 35
I 3t.8
Jemenonaa
1 47
I 42:.3
) .
: 11
12.0
I 1975
(P
1 51
I 45.9
|
1 9
1 8.1
| AP
1 51
1 45.9
) (PR
: 11

305
33.0

406
43,9

924

100.0.

ROW
TOTAL

426
46.1

212
22.9

286
31.0

924
100.0

e



TABLE 1: ALL PROGRAMS. ALL NETWORKS

1957

SAMPLES (100%) : o N
Programs (plays) analyzéd o =133
Preogram Hours Analyzed : 62.0
teading characters analyzed. - 240
PREVALENCE o B : %
(%P} Programs containing viotence ) 81.3
Program hours contain1ng violence 83.2

RATE . _ - N
] Nuimber of violent episodes . 478
{R/P) Rate per all programs {(plays) 5.0
(R/H) Rate per all hours _ CTT
buration of Violent Ep1$odes (hrs) .-
ROLES {% OF LEADING CHARACTERS) S %
Violents (committing viclence) 55,

. Victims {subjected to violence] 64 .
(%V) Any involvement in viclence S 73
Kitlers (committing fatal vioience) 12.5

. - Kitled {victims of tethal violence) - 7.1
(¥K) . Any involvement in killing ©oo18.7

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Program Score: PS=(%P)+2(R/PI+2(R/H} 106.6

Character V-Score:. €S = (%V) + (%K) 92.1.

Violence Index: V1. = PS + CS 168.7

w oo

1968

N

a7

£8.5
215

- 1969

N

121

71.8.

377

[ ECRA)
=

71.9

183.3

o
®
WO

1970

i
67.2
186

52,
56,
62.

101.3

71.4

172.7 .

~oo; [ A Rey

1971

103
70.3
252

46,

5]
[}
nme o

61,

0wm
oy k3 =3

103.7
71.4

175, 1

1972

100
72.0
300

104.8

€8.0

172.8

1973

99

-+ 75.2

- 359

~3 U1 (N

Q

£
o
~1 R,

~1 W &
gwmo

160.5

N owb

1974

96
75.0
346

[N G Ut
o woebLN

1975

111
v7.3
364

W oM
o - OO

43.

64.

-0 W o Q-

DWW

1056.8

©73.9

179.7

TOTAL

924

630.

2

2649

104,
73.

177.

A A ~3 (0'001

¥4



TABLE__Z:

1967
SAMPLES (100%) _ . . N

Programs (plays) analyzed ' 38

Program Hours Analyzed - ‘ o 30.0

Leading characters analyzed ' . 103

PREVALENCE - o %

{(%P) Phogréms'containing'violence 78.9

Program hours containing viclence - = 86.7

RATE S S N

. Number of violent episodes :. 240
“(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays) ) 6.3 -

{R/H) Rate per all hours o o 8.0

Duration of Violent Episodes {hrs) e

-ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS): . %

Vioclents (committing violence) ' 58.3

Victims (subjected to violence) 68.9

{¥V) “Any involvement in violence ‘ 75.7

Killers fcommitting fatal violence]) 22.3
Killed (victims of lethal violence) 7.8 -

' 5

(%K) Any involvement in killing ’ 28.

iNDICATORS OF VIOLENCE
Prognam Score PS (%P)+2(R/P)+2(R/H) 107.6

‘Character V-Score: CS = (%V) + (%K) 103.'9

Viclence Index: V1 =-PS 4+ C5 . ~2114.5

ALL FAMILY HOUR PROGRAMS

1968

36

102

39,
46.
56.

0 - A

10.

o
-1 m®

12,

90.9

. 69.6

160.6

1869

" a8
27.3
130

78.5

. 58.5

137.

O

1970

35

26.0

76

68,7

44 .7

113.4

1974

28

©25.0
78

37,
38
50.

(=4 ) ]

[« R Q]
woo

81.7
60.3

15t.9

1972

.27
23.5

o8

37.8

40.8 .

50.0

S AN
..A—A—l

93,5
. B51

14B.6"

1973

32

29.0 .

110

o b=
-~

0

%

29

(%]
[
w ey =

40.

L )
[= N5 N

75.6

50.9

126.5

1974

29
27.0
109

69.0
77.8

5w -
o O~

Y

29,
45,
12,

16.

84.4

61.5

145.9

w® O~sb

1975

© 31

- 21.5
105 .

51.6

60.5

63.7

37.1

100.9

O ws
wm o od

TOTAL

294
236.3
g1

35.0

©41.4

49.5
.6

LA 0

84.0
60.5

144.5

9¢



'TABLE 3:  ALL EVENING PROGRAMS FOLLOWING FAMILY HOUR

SAMPLES (100%)

" Programs {plays) analyzed

Program Hours Analyzed .
Leading characters analyzed

PREVALENCE

(%P)

RATE

(R/F)

(RYH)

ROLES

(%V)

‘Programs containing violence

Program hours containing violence

Number of violent episodes
Rate per all programs (plays)
Rate per al! hours

buration of Vicolent Episodes (hrs)
{% OF LEADING CHARACTERS)

Violents {comnitting violéence)
Victims: (subjected to viotence)

Any involivement tn violence

" Killers. (committing fatal violence)

(%K)

Kitlled (victims of lethal violence]
Any involvement in killing

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Program Score: PS=(%P)+2(R/P)+2(R/H)
Character V-Score: €5 = (%V) + (¥K)

Violence Index; VI = PS5 + CS

1967

26
25.0
75

38,
42
56.

ObLd
Wow

82.9
65.3

148.2

G~

1968

21
24,

0

- 60

55,
68.
16.

6.

03.
85,

178.

woo

~ O

1969

30

96.
$9.

155.

26
o
88

-

[ AR

1970

- 26

28

0

56

86.
78,

165.

o

PY-3 %

R LR A

1971

a4
30.3

91

92.6

76.9

169.5

1972 1973
N
33 - 30
33.0 27.5%
119 104
%
69.7 63.3
79.8  79.
172 130
5,2 4,3
5.2 a.7
. 1.3
x
37.8 32,7
45.4 36.5
55.5 41.3
16.0 12.5
8.4 6.7
19.3 14.4
890.5 81.5
74.8 55.8
165.3  137.2

1974

29
33.0
115

- OuN
W NeO

56.5
61.7

71.3

16,5

10.4.
24,3

114.7

95.7 -

210.4 .

1975

N

- 35

39.5.

133

85.7
92.4

SNaN
7 T VI

-

51,1

B b

68,

16.

w
wowm

23.

116.3 -
9t.7

208.1 .

TOTAL

260
270.7
841

44.0
49.7
59.1
13.6

7.4
17.6

895.7
76.7

172.4

LT



TABLE 4:

1967

SAMPLES (100%)

Programs (ptays) analyzed

Program Hours Analyzed . I AR
62

. leading characters anaiyzed

32

o)

PREVALENCE
{%P) Programs containing violence 93.8
Program hours containing violence 84.0
RATE '
: Number of violent episodes “ 151
(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays). : - 4.7
(R/H) Rate per all hours ) 21.6

Duration of Viotent Episodes (hrs) -

ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS)

Violents {committing violence) T2,
. Victims (gubjected to violence) 83.
~{%VY) Any involvement in violence _ ‘80,
Kiliers (committing fatal violence)
) - Killed (victims of lethal violence)
{¥K) Any involvement in killing 1

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Program Score: PS=(%P)+2(R/P)+2(R/H) 146,
Character V-Score: CS = (%V) + (%K) 154.

violence Index: vI '= PS5 + C§ = C.251.

50 &
N m

Lo,

ALL DAYTIME PROGRAMS (WEEKEND)

1968

3c

7.5
53

62.
75.
7?;

wow
oo

150.7

B1.1

231.8

E-R N

1969

57
14,0
159

66.7
g1.8
88.1

169.1

89.9

258.0"

1970

50
13.2
64

152.8

96.9

249.7

1971

41

15.0
83

55.6

'65.
74.7

ry

- 132.2-

75.9

208.1

© 1972

40

15.5"

43,
66,
72.

133.9

73.5

207.4

(o]
NN O W

1973

. 40.0

(3]
-3
N 3

77

L)
-1 O~

. 134.4

7.9

212.3

1974

a8

16.0

122

126.6
65.6

192.1

1975

a5
16.3
126

%

%

57.
69.
B84,

<Y
omo

135.3
85.7

221 1

OO -

TOTAL

370
123.2
897

141.1
82.3

223.4

8¢



TaBlE

SAMPLES .(100%)

Programs (plays) analyzed
Program Hours Analyzed
Lteading characters analyzed

PREVALENCE

{%P) Programs containing viotence .
Program hours containing violence
RATE '
Number of violent eptsodes
{R/P) Rate per all programs (plays)
(R/H) Rate per aill hours
Duration of Violent Episcdes (hrs)
ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS}
Violents (cowmnitting violence)
] Victims (subjected to vioience)
{%V) Any 1nvo!vement tn violence
Killers {(committing fatal violence)
Killed (victims of lethal violence)
(%K) '

Any involvemerit 1n killing

"'INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Program Score: PS={¥%P}+2(R/P)+2(R/H)
Character V-Score: (S = (%V) + (%K)

Violence Index: Vi = PS + CS

1967

64
55.0

178

50.

wn
=
HOO

67.

15.

[a}]
R

20,

97 .1

87.6

184.8

5: GENERAL PROGRAMS (ALL EXCEPT GARTOONS)

1968

.62,

51.6

44.6
50.0
61.

L)

.12,

13.

92.3
75.0

167.3

168"

E-Y
~3 T

1969

68
55.86
231

36.
45,
53.

oa ;M N U

g8.4
61.0

149.5

1970

61
54.0
133

76.4
59.4
135.8

1971

70

59.3

188

w
N

90.9
66.5

. 157.4

E-Y
[ ]
~] = {0

1972

63
58.56
225

%

g1.7
64.4

156.2

11,

#
‘ o
BN O=®

1973

67

59.5
230

L] O ]

3t.

(A )
o]
(e 5]

a3,

o
wWh o~

-79.9

55.2

1356.1

osrn

w

1974

64
63.5
246

43,1

48.8 .

56.9
13.4

18 7

101.3
77.8
172.0

1975

76
66.5

273

72.4

82.0

N O Ww
2] [oR SR

381
47.3
58.2

8.4

4.8
1.7

94.8
70.0

164.7

TOTAL

595 -

527.4
1872

-3 Nhod
© OBN |

39.8
456.0
55.2

10.3

5.2
13. 2

20.4
68.4

158.9 .

62



SAMPLES (100%)

Programs (plays). analyzed
Program Hours Analyzed
Leading characters analyzed

PREVALENCE
{%P) Programs containing violence .
Program hours containing violence -
RATE
Number of viclent episodes
(R/P}) Rate per all programs (plays)
{(R/H} Rate per all hours

Dpuration of Violent Episodes {hrs)
ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERSj

Vicltents {(committing violence)
Victims (subjected to violence)
(¥V) Any involvement in viclence

Killers {dommitting fatal violenge)

Killed (victims of lethal violence)
(%K} Any involvement in killing
INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

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

Character v-Score: €S = (V) + (%K)

Violence Index: VI = PS + CS

TABLE 6: TELEVISION PLAYS

19

67

T %

49,
67.
15,
20.

98,

186.

88.

w - ~2

5

™ W~

1968

55
36.6
145

40,
57.

1.

P
F =]

12,

88.0
69.7

187.7

1969

&0

43.1
202

37.
44
52.

wn -

- 87.4

60.4

147.8

n
© m©

1970

%

70.4
52.1

'122.5

1971

59

41,0

155

IS
o
wo -

M~
BOm

84.5

58.7

143.2

1972

51
38.0
173

33.
35.
43.

o8N
w

84.9
52.6

- 137.5

wwen

1973

54
37.5
175

B0 -
L%} ~] W D

-

i Y
LS ]
~ O W [ANAR A

69.8
52.0

121.8

1974

54

45.0
198

75.9
81.1

R RN b
o O-—-n

p—y

36.4
40.4
51.5

9.6

12,14

94.2
63ﬂ6

157.8

1975

.69
53.5
245

69.6
77.6

(LY N
o ows

E-Y
F-9
now

P .9
O

89.1

64.5

.183.6

TOTAL

515
378.7
1571

36.
S1.

oWwm
[ e 3 o

' 85.4

62.5

147.9

0g



SAMPLES (1.00%)

Progﬁams'(piayé} analyzed
Program Hours Analyzed ]
Leading characters analyzed:

PREVALENCE
" (%P}  Programs containing violence
Program hours containing violence
RATE .
Number of vicolent episocodes
(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays)
{R/H) Rate per all hours

Puration of Violent Eptisodes (hbs)
AOLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS)

Viclents {committing violence)
~ Victims (subjectéd to violence)

{%v)] Any involvement in violence

Kitlers (committing fatal vioience)
: Killed (victims of lethal violence)
(%K) Any involvement in killing
INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Program Score; PS=(%P)+2(R/P)+2(R/H)}

Character V-Score: CS$ = (%V) + (%K)

Violence Index: Vv1.= pS + (S

TABLE 7:

19

52.
68.

10,

97.
84,
181,

&7

%

5

o W L0

1968

. 15.0

23

1006.0
100.0

o
Wb

69.
69.
87.

ome

21,

126.8
108.7

235.5

©
NN

FEATURE FILMS

1969

39.

56.

)]
-
B RN

o ww
SRS

103.1
65.5

16B.6

1970

100.0
100.0

AW
oY Ut~

85.

w
a
0~ ~

92.

21,
14.
28.

[ RIVIE

126.1
121.4
249.5

1971

11
18.3
33

100.0
100.0

~}~1

51
57.
69,

3

27.3.

33.3

124.8
103.0

227.8

© 1872

12

20.5-

52

% .

91,7

wo-
)

51.
78.
17,

17.
25,

120.7

103.8

224.6

[ W AR [+l AR

1973

13
22.0
- 55

34,

FeY
-
- o ;

49.
14.

16.

120.7 .

85.5

186.2

0
b

1974

10
18.5

70.8
83.3
B89.6

29,2

25.0
45.8

137.3

135.4

272.7

1975

71.4°

67.9
82.1

32.1

35.7

145.3
117.9

263.1

TOTAL

80
t48.8
301

L~ P =3
O o=~

(o}
L] .
-0 m

-
N
SRR+ ]

C §22.9

99.3

222.3

T¢



SAMPLES'{100%)

Programs (plays) analyzed
Program Hours Analyzed
Leading characters analyzed

PREVALENCE
(%P) Programs containing vicience
Program hours containing violence
RATE
_ Number of violent episodes
{R/P) Rate per ali programs {plays)
(R/H) Rate per all hours
buration of Vioilent Episodes (hrs)
ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS)
Violents (committing violence}
Victims (subjected to violence)
(%v) Ahy involvement in violence
Killers (committing fatal vlblence)
_Killed (victims of lethal violence)
(%K) Any involvement in killing

iNDICATORS_OF_VIOLENCE

TABLE 8:

1967
N

32
7.0
.. 82

72.

©
W
Lo

90.

©
N -0

14,

PﬁognamLSCDFQ:'PS:(%P]+2(R/PI+2(R/H) 146.3.

Character V-Score: €S = (%V) + (%K) 104.8

Violence Index:. VI = PS + CS

251.2 -

CARTOONS

1968
N

25

6.9

. 47

66,
76.
78.

w0

o
Wwow

155.8

83.0

238.8

1969

53
12:2
146

172.

[le]

89.0

‘261.9

© .
- e Q-

1870

50

- 13.2

63

79.
93.

152.8

96.8

249.6

LS RoR NG h

1971

33

11.0
64 -

146.2.
85.9

232.1

_
omem bR

<1972

37

13.5-
75

- 138.6°

78,7

1973

3z

16.7

129 .

40.

76.

o
. mOow

140.6

77.5

217.3  218.1°

[+)]
W
~] M.

1974

32
12,5
100

130.0
66.0

196.0

22}
wn
o000 OO0

1875

35
10.8
91

L%

£58.2

73.6
84.6

0.0

1.t

146.8
85.7

232.5

“TOTAL

A%



SAMPLES (100%)-
Programs (piays) analyzed

~Program Hours Analyzed
Leading characters analyzed

PREVALENCE
(%P) Programs containing violence
Program hours containing viotence
RATE
Nuﬁber'of violent episodes
(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays)
(R/H) Rate per atl hours

Duration of Viclent Episodes {(bhrs)
ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS)

Violents {(committing violence)
Victims (subjected to violence)
{%V) Any involvement 1in violence

Killers {(committing fatal violence)

- Killed (victims of tethal violence)
(%K) Any involvement in killing .
INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Program Score: PS=(%P)+2(R/P1+2(R/H)

Character V-Score: CS = {%V) + (%K)

Violence Index: VI = PS + C5

TABLE 9:

1967

72.
89.
18.

26,

127.3

115.9

243,2

i ]
Q
oma

CRIME. WESTERN, ACTION-ADVENTURE TYPE PROGRAMS

1968

54

39.2

1357

-3
(1]
[ LR A N

L]
oW

128.2

100.0

228.2

1969

N.

B2
40.2
248

63.
5.
B84,

w
- NN

139.0
92,3

231.3

Wb~

1970

C 43
33.3.

80

223.1

1971

59

45. 4.
145

62.1.
67.6
77.9
t3.1

- 14.5

- '125.9

92.4

218.3

88,

1872

56,
77.
13.

15.

128.8
93.4

222.2

woan oo

1973
N

51

_46;1

208

© Ody
- A @

%
o

43.
63
69.

w
Mo Nmw .

12.

130.6
81.7

212.3

1974

5.

53.0
206

54,4

64.1

76.2
16.5

2.7
22.8

125.3
99.0

224.3

1975

N

- 64
‘49.2

212

95.3
95.9

N L= IS -1

L+s]

%

56.
65.
77.

10.

T O . N

14.

128.0
92.%5

220.5

W

12,

" 16,

TOTAL

518
391.8
1549

o wanm
© NWO

59,
69.
79.

ONN oW

128.4

95.95

223.9

£e



TABLE 10:

1967

SAMPLES (100%) : ' S N
Programs (plays) analyzed ' 25
Program Hours Analyzed . 23.5
teading characters analyzed' a 73
PREVALENCE - ‘ _ %
.(%P) Programs containing violence 100.0
. Program hours containing violence - ~100.0
RATE : . ' N
_ Number of viclent episodes _ " 230
{R/P) Rate per all programs (plays) - 9.2
{R/H) Rate per all hours : : 9.8

Duration of Violent Episcdes (hrs}) .-

ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS) %
Violents (committing violence) 75.3
Victims (subjected to viclence} . B86.3
(%¥V) Any involvement in violence . 93.2
' Killers (comhitting fatal violénce)- 31.%
) Killed {(victims of lethal violence) 1.0
(%K) Any tnvolvement in killing ' - 39.7

CINDICATORS OF VIOLENCE ‘ _
Program Score: PS=(%PR)+2(R/P)+2(R/H) 138.0
Character V-Score: (S8 = (%¥V)} + (%K) 132.9 .

Violence Index: VI = PS + CS 270.9

FAMILY HOUR -CRIME. WESTERN._ACTION-ADVENTUQE TYPE PROGRAMS

1968

21

18.5

62

100.0

. 100.0

54,
64,

@ Ut

17.
21.

121.6

96.8

- 218:3

o
o=

1969 .

14
13.3
52

80.8
13,
21,

.116;4

101.9

218.3

1970

13

3.5

30

122.6

96.7

(A
oOWwo

1971

17

16.0

9.
46,
63.

© 10,

N
NOon

10.

114.2

73.5

187.7

Wwiw o

1972

12
13.5

69.8
65.1
79.

—-—

N
oWwo

130.5

86.0

' 216.6

1973
N

15
18.5

55.

- N

o Nme
-]

47.3

69.

na

10.9

o
-

18.2

125,2

87.3

1974

14
17.0
51

56.
76.

27,

[N N~ 0

35,

116.8

228.6

1975

36.
30,
50.

o
Q0 QO

105.5

50.0

-155.5

TOTAL

139
144.8
445

o
F-3
H~¢

~3
BN

122.9
97.1

220.0

Lo
o+~



TABLE 11: GENERAL CRIME., WESTERN, ACTION-ADVENTURE TYPE PROGRaMs (ALL EXCEPT CARTOONS)

1967 . 1968 1969 1970 1979 1972 1973 . 1974 1975 TOTAL
SAMPLES (100%) : R S N NS N N NN N A ]
Programs (plays) analyzed - 87 - 33 29 24 35 28 29 40 41 296
Program Hours Analyzed - -~ - 38.5 - 33.8 28.1 29.06  38.3 32.5°  35.0 47.0 - 42.5 324.6
Leading characters analyzed - - - .. o1 87 102 - 53 ‘o8 110 113 158 152 894
PREVALENCE I o % % % % % % % %% %
(%P) Programs containing violence - 87.3 87.0 96.6 95.8' 94.3 100.0  93:1 97.5 5.1 96.3
Program hours containing viclence 94.8 ¢8:5  98.2 96.6 897.4 100.0 g2.9  97.9 96.5 96.9
RRTE : SRR N N N N N N N N - N N
Number of violent episodes ' 295 191 189 162 209 236 252 312 326 2172
(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays) 8.0 ‘5.8 6.5 6.8. - 6,0 8.4 8.7 . 7.8 8.0 7.3
{R/H) Rate per all hours _ 7.7 5.7 6.7 5.6 5.5 7.3 7.2° 6.6 7.7 6.7
Duration of Violent Episades (hrs) —. s - e - - 2.0 3.0 2.2 7.2
ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS) ' % % % % % % % % % % -
Violents (committing viclence) 71.2 62.9 58.8 73.6 56. 1 60.9 47.8  '58.9 54.6 59.5
victims {(subjected to violencel} 77.5 70.1 68.6 - 81.1 61.2 63.6 59.3 66.5 59.9 66.4
{%v) Any involvement in 'violénce 88.3 - 81.4 80.4 84.9 73.5 77.3 66.4 78.5 72.4 77.5
Killers (committing fatal violence) 24.3 20.6 11.8 17.0 18.4 18.2°  16.8 20.9 14.5 - 18.1
S Killed {victims of lethal viclence) 9.0 7.2 5.9 7.5 5.1 9.1 10.6 12,7 - 7.9 8.7
(%K) Any involvement in kitling 31.5 22.7 16.7 20.8 20G.4 21.8 22.1 7 23.1

29.1 19.

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Program Score: PS=(XP)+2(R/P)+2(R/H) 128

[}

119.9 -~ 123.0 120.5 ~ 117.2  131.4 124.9 126.4 126.4  124.3

¢t

Character V-Score: €S = (%V) + (%K) 119.8  104.1 97.1  105.7  93.9  99.1 88.5 107.6  92.1 100.6

Viclence Index: VI = PS + CS5 248.4 224.0 220.1 226.2 . 211.0 --230.5 213.4 234.0 218.5 224.9



- TABLE 12:

1967
SAMPLES (100%) | ] SN
Programs (plays) analyzed 27
Program Hours Analyzed 5.8
Leading characters analyzed - 53
PREVALENCE : ‘ %
{%¥P} Programs containing violence . 92.6
Program hours containing violence - = 92.8
RATE R o o : N
Number of violent episodes 124
(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays) 4.6
(R/H) Rate per all hours 21.6
Duration of Violent Epiéodes {(hrs}- --

" ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS) ' %
violtents {committing violence} . ~ 75.5
Victims (subjected to violence) 86.8

{%vV) Any-involvement in violence 80.6
Killers {committing fatal violence) 5.7
Kilted {(victims of lethal violence) 11.3

0

%K) Any jnvolvement in killing 17.

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE
Program Score: PS=(%P)+2(R/P)+2(R/H) 144.9
Character V-Score: £S5 = (%V) ¥ (%k) 1@7;5j

Violence Index: VI = PS + C§ : 252.5

CARTOON CRIME,

1968 -

N

2t
5.4
38

169.7

'89.5

259.1

1969

67.

B7.

172.9

89.0

261.9

o
_-p O

ACTION-ADVENTURE TYPE PROGRAMS

1870 1971

N

- 19
4.3
27

66.
81,
88.

(=]
Q00 wuw-

_150.6

88.9 .

" 239.5 .

164,
-.39;

253.

nNo o

Y

1972

18
8.7
41

43,
73.
78.

134.2

TB.U

209.2

O
ogo onNw®

1973

22
1.1
95

.37,
68.
72,

O bW

145.1
73.7

218.8

1974

39,

68.

nNoN
- -

129.7
70.8

200.6

on
[5)]
00,

- 1875

23
6.7
© 60

145.6

93.3

. 238.9

TOTAL

. 222
67.2
- 555

85.9
86.0

1427
6.4
21.2

1.7

151.3
B6.3

237.6

9¢



- TABLE L3

SAMPLES (100%)

programs (plays) analyzed
Program Hours Analyzed
Leading characters analyzed °

PREVALENCE

{%P) Pnograms containing violence .
Phogram hours containing violence

RATE

. Number of violent episodes
(R/P) Rate per all programs {plays]
{R/H) Rate per all hours

Dunat10n of v1olent Episodes (hrs)
ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS)

Violents {committing viclence)
Victims (subjected to violence)
- {%V) Any involvement in viotence

Killers (committtng fatal violence)

- . Killed (victims of lethal violence)
(%K) Any involvement in killing

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Program Score: PS={%P)+2(R/P)+2(R/H)} -

‘Character V-Score: €S = (%V) + (%K)

Violence Index: VI = P% + CS

19

67

-aq

21
1

37.

S5.

59.
142.

.8
07

Y

) CHW
HOH W@

N~
woo

ALL COMIC TONE PROGRAMS

1968

a2
18.7

€66.7
64.9

87.3

58.0 -

145.4

68.

L =N W

1969

60
- 22.3
101

76.7
61.5

a7.5

W w

70.

o
QO

114.4
70.3

184.7

1870

.- 60
20.8
.74

63.
66.
75.

A ;

d
RETE

117.5
76.4

185.9 -

1971

43

17.2
61

50.
55,
63.

oom ©oN®

107 .1
£65.6
172.8

* 1972

a5

t7.1

- 66

86.0
37.9
123.9

1973

46
20.8
118

O Wb
o WS

I
omo

(=]
Lo

92.2

50.8
143.0

1974

35

13.5 .

72

107.1
58.3

165.5

1975

51
19.3
-88

52

35,

59.

fa]
0co

102.0

161.1

F-Y
s
- WA

TOTAL

426
171.6 -
768

1760'

10 3

2.3

39.
49.
57.

100.1

59.8

159.9

Chm WOW
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TaBLE 14

1867

SAMPLES (100%) - - . N
Programs (plays) anatyzed - - 14
Program Hours Analyzed 7.0
Leading characters analyzed ‘ 35

PREVALENCE- - - o %

{(%P) Programs containing violénce - . 50.0
Program hours containing violence ) 50.0

RATE o : SN
Number of violent episodes |26

(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays) ’ 1.9

{R/H) Rate -per all hours : _ 3.7
Duration of Violent Ep1sbdes'(hrs) .-

ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS) - %
Violents {committing violence) .31.4
victims (subjected to violence) .3t

(%V) Any involvement in violence 45.7
Killers (committing fatal violence) 8.6

‘ © Kitled (victims of lethal violence) .-

(%K) Any involvement in killing 8.6

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE
Program Score: PS=s(%P}+2(R/PI+2(R/H) 61.1
Character V-Score: CS = (%V) + (%K) . 54.3

Violence Index: VI = PS + CS ©115.4

FAMILY:

1968

13
8.5

25.0
281
37.5

0.0

6.0

54.9

37.5

92.4

HOUR COMIC TONE

1969

14
B.5

30

. 35.7
© 471

. b..-
~NoWw

16.7
33.3
36.7

0.0

0.0

44 .4
36.7

81 .1

1970
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8.5
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45.0
25.0

70.0

PROGRAMS

1971
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7.1
21.4
28.6

0.0

0.0
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28.6
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1972
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47.9
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(=] A =
o [=RwR)

12,
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TABLE 15

SAMPLES: (100%)

Programs (plays} ané1yzed
" Program Hours Analyzed )
Leading ‘characters. analyzed

PREVALENCE.

{%P) Programs containing violence
Program hours centaining vieolence

RATE

' Number of violent episodes

{R/P} Rate per all programs .(plays)

{R/H} Rate per all hours

Duratién of Violent Epiéodes {hrs)
ROLES (% OF'LEADING CHARACTERS)

Viotents (committihg-violeﬁce)
Victims (subjected to violence)
{%v) Any involvement in violénce

Killers (committing fatal violence)

T Killed (victims of lethal violence)
{%K) Aany involvement in killing

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Program Score: PS=(%P)+2(R/P)+2(R/H)_

Character V-Score: €S = (%V) + (%K)

violence Index: VI = PS + CS

1967

--28
" 18.5
- 75

28,
34.
42 .

Y]

~ W W

60.8
49,3

110 .1

GENERAL COMIC TONE PROGRAMS (ALL EXCEPT CARTOONS)

1968 -

- 27

14.8

‘59

30.
32.
44,

-

wWow
rOb

€2.5
47.5

110.0

1969

23

14.8
T AT

*

23.
40.
42,

b

53.7
42.6

96,3

1970

~ 20
t0.5
- 27

18.
25,
33:

[=]
Qo0 wow

55.2
33.3

88.6

1971

20

9.8
29,

17,
27.
34,

71.3

37.9

. 109.2
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HOSH OOW

1972

. 21'
10.2
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-
[P g
WwH -~

NO N
MO N

40.0

5.6

'55.6

1973
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10.8
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-
LM ]
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41.3

18.4

59.7

A = =
Www o
WWKw Waw

1974

12
6.0
30

a7.2
26.7

73.8

1875

24

12.5

51

%

15.
27.

a1,

=3
000 KN«

45.5
41.2

86.7

TOTAL

198
107.8
412

B R
w @Wuw
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20.
25.
34.
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53.6
36.4
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SAMPLES (100%)

Programs (pléys) analyzed
Program Hours Analyzed )
Leading characters analyzed

PREVALENCE
(%P) Programs containing violence
Program hours containing violence
RATE
Number of violent episocdes
(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays)
{R/H) Rate per al) hours
Duration of Violent Episodes (hrs)
ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS)
Vié]ents (committing violence)
Victims (subjected to vicience)
(%V}) Any involvement in violence
Killers (committing fatal violence)
© Killed (victims of lethal violence)
(%K) |

Any involvement in killing

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

TABLE. ]1.6: CARTOON COMIC ‘TONE PROGRAMS

1967

N

16
3.3
32

59.
75.
84.

(=]
D00

Program Score: PSQ(%P)+2(R/P)+2(R/H) 13&19

Character V-Score: (S = (%v) + (%K)'l 84.4.

Viclence Index: V1 = PS5 + CS

223.3.

5O BN

1968

15
3.9
- 22

93.3
87.2

146.8

. 86.4

233. 1

68,

1969

37

7.6
54

92.
94,

180.4
©94.4

274.8

1970

40
10.3

47,

89.4
B89.4
100.0

B
W - W

160.7

©.104.3

265.0

197

23

7.4
325

81,
81
90,

RN S

[»]
COQ

144 .4

90.6

235.1

1972

24
6.9 .

21

133.8

B5.7

219.5

1973

23

10.

%

a7,

‘72.

143,
73

217.

HOH

2

T AR

8

9

7

1974 .

23
7.%
42

144.0

"81.0

. 224.9

" 83.

1975

27
6.8
37

62.

e
o000 ©ooan

.170.0

83.8

253.8

TOTAL

228
63.9
356

A
X
o @p~

N

61.
75.
85.

152.7
BG.8

239.5

BwWE BON

0%



TABLE 17: ALL PROGRAMS ‘CONTINUED

1967
SAMPLES (100%) R SN
Programs (plays) analyzed 64
Program Hours Analyzed o : 44,0
Leading characters analyzed 164
PREVALENCE ' ' %
(%P} - Programs ccntatning'yiolence- _ 79.7
Program hours containing viclence - = 81.4

RATE S ' N
Number of violent episodes . 308

{R/P) Rate per all programs {plays) 4.8
(R/H) Rate per atl hours o 1.0

Duration of Violent Episodes {hrs) .-

ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS) - - %
Violents (committing viclehce) : 52.4

. ‘ Victims (subjected to viclence} 60.4
A%V) Any ipvolvement in violence 701
Killers (committing fatal violence)  12.8
Killed (victims of lethal viclence) 4.3

5

(%K) Any involvement In killing . 16.

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE
Program Score: PS={%P)+2(R/P}+2{R/H) 103.2
Chéracfer V-Score: C§ = (%V) + (%K) 'B6.6

Violence Index: VI = PS + {5 189.7

1968

39
22.5

97

47,
84,
62.

10.

W=w Vi

110

94.5

74.2

168.8

1969

. .65
43.0
208

49,
57.
65.

Lo

w
~p@

106.5

74.0

180.5

1970

87
43.7
118

86.2
'66.9

163.2

FROM THE PREVIOUS. YEAR

1971

L]
-am

100.5
66,2

166,7

Iy
mm
- Qo

1972

.N

70 -

50.0
201

a4.
56
64.

w
L OO0 NN @

11.

105.8
75.6

181.4

1873

64
52.2
223

o o omw
W=

-

88.7
60.1

158.8

1974

60
49.5
228

43,
53.
62.

14.

108.3

. 76.8

185. 1

[+1]
noe (SRR -]

1975

62
46.5

207

N MW
- Owm

-3

45,
60.
67,

bW

-~
[« EARS

164.0
79.2

183.3

TOTAL

552

- 395.1

1594



SAMPLES (100%)

Programs (plays) analyzed .
Program Hours Analyzed
Leading characters analyzed

PREVALENCE
{%P) Programs conta1ning violence
Program hours containing violence -
RATE '
* Number of viclent episodes
{R/P} Rate per all programs (plays)
{R/H} Rate per altl hours
Duration of Violent Eptsodes (hrs)
ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS)
Violents (committing vioience)
Victims (subjected to violencel
(%V)  Any involvement in violence
Killers (committing fatal violence)
Killed (victims of lethal violence)
(%K)

Any involvement in killing

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

TABLE 18: ALL NEW PROGRAMS

1967

32
18.0

%

-y
(3]
(ARSI S]

Program Score: PS=(%P)+2(R/P)+2(R/H)} 114.2

Character V-Score: €5 = (%Vl_+ (%K) 103.9

Violence Index: VI.= PS + C§

218.2

-
[
~nN o

1968

48
. 36.0
118

50,
S6.
66,

-
-
OO Wwo .

111.8

78.8

180.6

1969
N

56
22.8

169

47.

67.

120.6

69.2

189.8

[+ I [+ il

. 1870

44
23.5
78

59.
61.
70.

108.8

78.

D

188.0

nuo

1971

42
©32.6

104.

LA
F-9
W oN

[
oy

.109.2
7&.8

188.1

1972 .

30

22.0
98

28.
35.
46,

b w

102 .4
52.5

154.9

1973

. 35
23.0
136

34.
54.
61,

94 .9
68.4

"163.3

och®

1974

36
26.5
-118

83.3
86.8

G -

-

n
~3
WLHD OUO

107.3
69.5

176.8

‘1975 -

a3
30.8

157

39.5
45. 2
61,

-

108.2

66.9

175.0

TOTAL

372
235 .1
1058

43.
53.
63.

M~

MW=~
@w; =

108.7

72.4

181.1
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TABLE 19: GENERAL PROGRAMS CONTINUED FROM THE PREVIOUS YEAR. (ALL EXCEPT CARTOONS) -

1967 . 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 © 1973 1874 197§ TOTAL

SAMPLES (100%) ' S N N N N N N N N NN
Programs (pi'ays)' analyzed . . . 44 -3(5 45 42 . 3é ) 44 "~ 48 39 42 72
Program Hours Analyzed: 40.0 20.0 43.8 38.0 31.3 42.5 45.0 ° 41.0  40.0 341.6
teading characters analyzed : 125 80 157 .93 _ 105 15_5 167 159 155 1196

PREVALENCE _ ' % %% % % % %% Loy %

(%P) Programs containing viclence . - 72.7  76.0 .75.6  ©64.3  63.2 70.5 - 66.7  76.9  69.0 69.9

i Program hours containing violence’ . 80.0 77.5 B3.5 77.6 78.4 80.8 80.6 85.4 80.0 80.7

RATE o ' o "N N N N N N N N N N
Number of violeht episades : 223 94 204 138 147 229 228 207 238 1708

(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays). 5.1 3.1 4.5 3.3 - 3.9 5.2 4.8 5.3 5.7 4.6

{R/H) Rate per &11 hours ) 5,6 - 4.7 4.7 3.6 4.7 5.4 5.1 5.0 5.9 5.0
Duration of Violent Episodes (hrs) -- R .- “- - 1.6 2.2 1.7 5.5

ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS) B % % % % % % % % % %
Violents (committing violence) 48.8 43.7 42.0 40.9 32.4 a2.6 29.9 46.5 41.9 '40.9
Victims (subjected to violence) £§5.2 . 850.0 47.8 44,1 36.2 50.3 35.3 50.9 53.5 47.2

(%V) Any involvement in violence 64.8 60.0 56,7 49,5 45.7 58.1 43.7 59.7 61.9 55.7
Killers {committing fatal viclence)  16.8 10.0 7.0 8.6 9.5 11.6 7.8 11,9 . 9.7 10.3
Killed {victims of lethal violence) 5.6 3.7 3.8 5.4 3.8 7.1 4.8 10.1 6.5 5.9

(%K) - Any involvement in kil)ing 21.6 11.2 10,2 11,8 11.4 14,2 9.6 20,1 14,8 14.0

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE _

Program Score: PS={%P)+2(R/P}+2(R/H) 94.0  B5.7 §3.9 - 78.1 80.3 . 91.6  B6.3 97.6 92.3 89.1 =
Character V-Score: CS = (%V) + (%K) . 86.4 71.3 66.9 61.3 57.1 72.3 53.3 79.9 76.8 69.7 bt

Violence Index: VI = P§ + C§ . 180.4  156.9  160.8 - 139.4 - 137.4 163.9 139.6 177.5 169.1 '158.8



TABLE 20 : NEW GENERAL PROGRAMS (ALt EXCEPT CARTOONS)

1967
SAMPLES (100%) ' N
~Programs {plays) analyzed . 20
Program Hours Analyzed o 15.0
Leading characters analyzed : 53
PREVALENCE R %
{%P) Programs containing violence : 80.0
- Program hours containing violence 86.7
RATE - o . : N
Number of vioient episodes : ‘104
(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays) : -
(R/H) Rate per all hours : 6.9
Duration of Viclent Episodes (hrs) -
ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS) ' %
Violents (committing Qiolence) ‘ 52.8
© Victims {subjected to violencej 64.2
{%V) Any involvement in violence 73.8
“Killers {committing fatal violence) 11.3
- Killed {(victims of lethail violence) 7.5
(%K) Any tnvoivement 1n kiliing ‘ 17.0

"INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Program Score: PS=(%P)+2(R/P)+2{R/H) 104.3

Character V-Score: CS = {%V) + (%K) 90. &

‘Violence Index: VI = PS + CS 194.8
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123.7

1974

25
22.5
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"TOTAL
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TABLE 21% CARTOON PROGRAMS CONTINUED FROM THE PREVIOUS YEAR

1967

SAMPLES (100%) N
Programs {(plays) analyzed = 20
Program Hours Analyzed 4.0
Leading characters analyzed - 39

" PREVALENCE . %
{%P} Pnbgnams containing violence : 95.0
Program hours containing vicolence 95.8.

RATE . ’ N
. Number of violent episodes ' 83
(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays) 4.1
{R/H) Rate per all hours 20.8

~Duration of Vielent Episcdes {(hrs) =~ -~
ROLES (%.OF LEADING CHARACTERS) %

Violents (committing violence) 64 .

Victims (subjected to violence) 6.

(%V) Any invoivement in violence 87.

Killers (committing fatal violence) 0.

’ Killed (victims of lethal violence) G.

(%K} Any involvement in killing : : 0.

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE .
Program Score: PS=(%P)+2(R/P}+2(R/H) 144.8
Character V-Score: CS5 = (%V) + (%K) 87.2

Violence Index: VI = PS + C§ : 232.0

0OQO A O -
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7.5
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56

48,
71.
78.

-
oo BN

145.6

80.4

225.9

1974

21
B.5
6%

FNY-Y-

138.9
59.6

208.4

1975

20
6.5
52

80c.0
B84 .6

137

[}
[».]

2%.1

57.7

80.8

- -0
Voo

145.9

86.5

232.4

TOTAL

180
53.5
398

148.2
84.4

232.6

gy



SAMPLES (100%)

Programs (plays) analyzed
Program Hours Analyzed
Leading characters analyzed

PREVALENCE
(%P} Programs containing violence
. Program hours containing violence
RATE
Number of violent episodes
(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays)
(R/H} Rate per all hours :

(%v)

(%K)

buration of Violeht Episodes  (Krs}
(% OF LEADING CHARACTERS)

Violents {committing viclence}
Victims (subjected to violence)
Any inveolvement in violence

Killers {(committing fatal'violence)'

Kitled (victims of lethal violence)

“Any involvement in killing

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

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

Character V-Score: CS5 = (%V) + (%K) 134.8°

Violence I'ndex: VI =PS + CS

TABLE 22: NEW CARTOON PROGRAMS

1967

12

23

87.

[t}
7
—w~NO

95,

13.
26.
39.

148.3

~283.1

- - )

1968

16
4.4

66.
76.
80.

o
- 000 O =3~

164.7

1969

65.
76.
84,

N @ W

o
L k- O

178.3
85.3

- 263.5

1970

25

7.5

8a.2
78.9

(LR
W oy W

154.2

102.6

256.9

~ B6.

1971

10

4.6
21

38,
76.

FAENN
Tmom N

133.2

81.0

2141

© 1872

29

3,

65.

(o]
00O N O

123.4
65.5

188.9

11

1973

16
8.5

73

G~ =

o
1]

135.9
75.3

S 211.2

W

1974

32.3

58,1

jego s
000

112.5

58,1

170.6 -

1975

15

39

148.1
84.6

232.17

TOTAL

149
49.3
379

[V
&b O

146.2

83.6

2?9.3

9%



TABLE -ﬁﬁ:'ALL ABC PROGRAMS .

1967 . 1968 1989 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 TOTAL

SAMPLES (100%) . NN Y N N NN N N N
Programs (plays) analyzed = . 35 22 39 atr 31 3% 38 30 a8 308
Program Hours Analyzed - 22.0 17.5 22.5 21.2 22,4 24.0 26.3 24,5 - 24.3 204.8
Leading characters analyzed . ‘ 86 .. 63 127 . .76 - B8 104 126 - 108 123 901

PREVALENCE . o % % ¥ % % %. % % %

'(%P) Programs contaiﬁing violence 88.6 90.9 --76.9 73.2 71.0 75.8 63.9 90.0  78.9 78.0
Program hours containing violence Q0,9 84,3 70.0 681 83.3 84.7 70.6 93.9 82.9 81.8
RATE - . NN N ‘N N N N N N N
. i o . : . ’

) - Number of viglent episodes 195 - 111 168 173 113 205 161 188 227 1541

(R/P) Rate per all programs (pilays} 5.6 5.0 - 4.3 4,2 3.6 6.2 4.5 6.3 €.0 5.1

{R/H} Rate per all hours : . ‘8.9 6.3 7.5 'B.2 5.0 8.% 6.1 7.7 9.3 7.5
Duration_of Violent Episodes (hrs} o me - - e - - - 0.7 1.8‘ 1.1 3.7

ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS) . % % % % % %% % % %
Violents lcommitting violence) 62.8 55.6 41.7 47 .4 34.1 ' 34.6  34.1 41.7 48.0 43.4
Victims {subjected to violencej 72.1 - 57.1 48.8 £52.6 40.9 - 44 .2 40.5 61.1 57.7 - 52.2

{%V) Any involvement in violence © B2.8 66,7 57.5 59.2 - 46.6 54.8 A49.2 62.0 71.5 60.6

‘ Killers (committing.fatal violence) 14.0 12.7 . 3.1 3.9 5.7 11.5 2.4 13.0 2.4 7.1
Killed (victims of lethal vielencel 8.1 1.6 2.4 1.3 2.3 8.7 1.6 7.4 3.3 4.1

(%K) Any inveolvement in killing . 221 12,7 5.5 3.9 6.8 0 16.7 5.7 9.8

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

LY

Program Sconeg PS=(%P)+2(R/P}+2(R/H) 117.4 113.7 100.5 98.0 868.3  105.3  B5.1 117.9 109.6 103.
Character V-Score: CS = (%V) + (%K) 104.7. 79.4 63.0° 63.2 '53.4 . 69.2 53,2 78.7 77.2 70.4

Violence Index: VI = PS + CS 222.1 © 183.1  163.5 161.1 - 141.7 174.5 138.2 196.6 186.8  173.6



SAMPLES {100%)

Programs {plays) analyzed
Program Hours Analyzed
Leading characters analyzed

PREVALENCE

(%P) Programs containing violence .
Program hours containing violence

RATE
Number of violent episodes

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

{R/H) Rate per all hours . o
Durdtion of Violent Episodes (hrs)

ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS)
Vielents (committing violence)
Victims (subjected to violence)}

(V) Any tnvolvement in violence
Killers (committing fatal violence)
Killed (victims of lethal vioclence)
Any invoivement in killing

(%K)

“INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Program Score: PS={%P)+2(R/P}+2(R/H) ~108.3

Character Vchore:‘ cs =

Violence Index:. VI = PS + CS

TABLE 24: ABC FAMILY HOUR PROGRAMS

1967 1968 1969 1970
N N N N
13 11 13 14

10.5 8.0 9.3 10.0
a7 30 a7 35
% % % %

76.9  81.8  46.2  42.9

85.7 . 87.5 62.2  50.0 -

1971

N N N N
T 48 38 26
7.0 4.4 2.9 1.9 3
8.7 6.0 a.1 2.6 4
% % % %
67.6  46.7  31.9  31.4 31,
78.4 © 50.0  34.0  34.3  37.
81.1 56.7  42.6  37.% a1,
24.3 10.0 B.5 2.9 a
10.8 0.0 . 4.3 0.0 3.
35,1 10.0  12.8 2.9 3
102.5 60.2 51.8 70.
(%V) '+ (%K) 116.2.- 66.7° "'55.3  40.0° 44,
224.5 169.2 '115.5 - 91.8 . 115,

BrO pOO

1972

10
9.0
39

a1.
46.
56.

10.

-~
O ~W

12.

90.7
69.2
159.9

ANO

1873

12

12.5

45 .

o

LS
~hN T~ ~3

. 77.86

42.2

119.8

- )
N NVe

44,
66,
66.
25,

27.

116,
94,

210,

mwo

SRXRUNN

1978

10
7.0

33

o bW
-1 W W

o

18.
39.
45 .

76.0

45.5 -

121.5

o
o0o wbaw

12,

TOTAL

101 .
83.3
aat

usa
N N W~

-

37.

51,

82.5

63.7

146.3

-3
3N 5

8y



SAMPLES . (100%)

Programs {plays) analyzed
Program Hours Analyzed
Leading characters analyzed

PREVALENCE
(%P) Programs containing vioclence
Program hours containing violence -
RATE
Number of violent episodes . B
{R/P} Rate per all programs (plays)
{R/H) .Rate per all hours
Duration of violent Episodes (hrs)
ROLES (% OF LEADTNG_CHARACTERS)
Vicolents. {(committing violence)
: Victims {subjected to violence)
(%V) Any involvement in violence:
Killers (committing fatal violence)
Killed (victims of lethal viclence)
{¥K} .Any involvement in killing

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Program Score: PS=(%P)+2(R/PI+2(R/H)

TABLEQQiiABC EVENING PROGRAMs (FOLLOWING FAMILY HOUR)

1867

57.
S0.
73.

-~

15,

104.4

Character V-Score: CS = (%V) + (%K). 88.5

Violence Index: VI = PS 4 CS

192.9

~
T

1968

68.
68,
BG.

22.

MU BN

22.

119.8

109.1 - -

228.9

1969 1970

N
a
9.3 6
28.
"
75.0 71

N
31
3.9 4
3.4 5
%
28.5 46.
35.7 61.
42.9 61.
0.0 15.
3.6 7
3.6 15,
.B9.5 91
6.4 76.

135.9  167.

BNA N

.G

9

9

1971
N

13

- 10.3
37

. 29.7
37.8

45.9
10.8

0.0
10.8

82.8
56.8

139.8

1972

32.6
37.2
51.2

18,6
14.0
23.3

. B85.6

74.4°

160.0

1873

11

7.0
35

A =
B

‘o
o

28.
22.
31.

44.3

34.3°

78.6

wow roo

1974

10.0

31

100.0
100.0

e

- 58,1

77.4
6.1

16. ¢
25,8

132.4
103.2

235.6

-0
-~ NON

1975

10

12.0-

42

O D s -
~ oy

. B1,
69.
B3.

wow

0
U

16.

132.2
100.0

.232.2

ToTAL

84
81.0

277

96.0
75.5

171.5

6%



TABLE 26
1967
SAMPLES (100%) ' ' N
Programs {plays) analyzed 137
Program Hours Analyzed K ) 3.0
Leading characters analyzed 23
PREVALENCE o : %
(%P) Programs containing violence . 100.0
Program hours -containing violence 100.0
RATE : : . N -
. Number of violent episodes ' 70
(R/P)} Rate per all programs (plays) 5.4
(R/H) Rate per all hours 23.3
Duration of Viclent Episodes (hHhrs) .-
ROLES. {% OF LEADING CHARACTERS} ‘ %
Viclents (committing viclence) 60.9
Victims {subjected to violeénce) - 87.0
(%V) Any involvement in violence 95.7
Killers {committing fatal viglence) 4.3
Killed (victims of lethal violence) 4.3
7

(%K) Any fnvolvement in killing 8.

'INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE
" Program Score: PS=(%P1+2(R/P)+2(R/H) - 157.4
Character V-Score: CS = (%V) + (%K)  104.3

Violence Index: VI ='PS + G§ . 261.8

ABC DAYTIME PROGRAMS . (WEEKEND)

. 1968

"100.0

100.0

147.7

. 845

1969

18
4.0

52

100.0

100.0

‘87,
69.
78.

160.5 -

78.8

o .
OQ0C @Nn-

1970
N

20
4.7
28

67.
71.
85.

o
QOO

155, 3
. .85.7

'202.2 239.3 241.0

~ bW

1971

'88.9
88.0

45,
50.
54,

BAR
mun rowm

118.4

59.1

177.5

't 1972

5.5

22

27.

o
D
AW

59.

144 .7

59. 1

1203.8

o
=X-1-

1873

13
6.8

46

45.7

67 .4
76.1

NON
NON

130:3
78.3

208.5

1974

13
5.5

41

amnn

w

b

QOO0 GLud
o000 wouo

113.1
46,3

159.4

1975

18

5.3
48

%
56.
60.
79.

121.7

79.2

200.9

[»]
OO0 Kb

TOTAL

120
40.5
293

49,
62.
7t

b0 Guw

136.8
73.0

209.8

05



SAMPLES (100%)

Programs {plays) analyzed'
Program Hours Analyzed
Leading characters analyzed

PREVALENCE
(%P) Programs conta1nihg violence
_ Program hours coqta|n1ng.violence
RATE '
Number of viotent episodes
(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays)
(R/H} Rate per all hours .
Duration of Violent Episodes {hrs)
ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS )
Violents (committing violence)
Victims (subjected to violencel
(%V) Any involvement in violence
Kiltlers (committing fatal violence)
Kitled (victims of lethal viotence)
Any itnvolvement in killing

(%K)

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

' Character V-Score: CS = (%V) + (%K) 104,

1967

a2
19.0

63.
66G.
77.
17,

27,

Program Score: PS=(%P)+2({R/P}+2(R/H) 106.3

Violence Index: VI = PS + C§

211 .1

oo, o~

®

1968

N

18-~

16.0
. B2

55.
57.
69.
15,

15,

109.0

84.6

183.6

O~ OO

1969

<21
18.5%
75

712

52.0
123.2

1870

21
16.5
© 48

52.4

60.6 -

W
oW

35
41 .
43.

LS IEE o~ b

55;2
‘50.0
115.2

1971

30,
36,
43.

78.
" 50,

128.

25
19.
76

8

TROW

[ RANA]

1
0
1

1972

- 24

- 20.0
92

37,

n
ey
(SRR e

52.
13.

o
WO

i6..

. 89.2

68.5

157.7

-TABLE'27; ABC GENERAL PROGRAMS.(ALL EXCE?T CARTOONS)

1973

24
20.0

R = | [ARA)
[ W Www

28.
6.
36.

~ th

n
[so R .

64.5

41.0

105.4

1974

18
19.5

94.4

g87.4

T~ -
M whbh

-

49.3.

71.0
71.0

20.3

11.6
26.1

123.1
87.1

220.2

1975

YL

21
i9.5

79

76.2
84.6

O N~
C oMK

43,
55.
68.

0 -=n HO

106.3
77.2

183.5

TOTAL

184
168.8
637

69.1
79.6

N O wBhw
© beah

4a0.

55.

13.

- 89.1

68.4

157.6

Q0
LA ] Lo,

18



SAMPLES. {100%)

Programs {(plays) analyzed“
Program Hours Analyzed
Leading characters analyzed

. PREVALENCE
(%P) Programs containing violence
Program hours containing violence
RATE
Number of viclent episodes
. (R/P) Rate per all programs (plays)
- (R/H) Rate per all hours
Duration of Violent Episodes {hrs)
ROLES (%‘OF LEADING CHARACTERS)
~ Violents {committing violence)
Victims (subjected to violence)
(%V) Any fnvoivement in violence
Killers {committing fatal vioclence)
Killed {victims of lethal violence)
(%K) “Any involvement in killtng

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Prognam Score PS= (%P)+2(R/P)+2(R/H)

Character V- Score €5 = (%v) + (%K}

Violence Index:_vVI + PS5 + C§5 -

TABLE 283

1967

13
3.0
23

100.0
100.0 -

60.
87.
-1

~Ow

157.4
'104.3
--261.8

ABC CARTOON PROGRAMS .

1968

100.0

100.0

-~ m
S n®

54,
54,
54,

147.7

- 54.5
. 202.2

o
coo vaw

1969

18
4.0
52

100.0
100.0

160.5

78.8

239.3

1970

20

28

67.
85.

185.3
B5.7

241.0

(=]
ooco waw

1971

100.0

100.0

58.
66.
66,

W

137.9

75.0

2129

]
W w

© 1972

100.0

100.0

16,
66.
75.

159.2

75.0

234.2

o
OO0 O~

1973

12.

43

*

44,

74.

131.2

. 76.7
208.0

N
WOW:  b:bN

1974

12
5.0

83.3

80.0

28,
43,
46.

113.9

46.2.

160, 1

o
000 NGB8

1975

17
4.8
a4

%

56.
61.
7.

122.2

77.3

189.5

o
o000 WhHM

TOTAL

11
36.0

264

. 50.
64.
73.

(5, 3

o
no -

140.6
75.0
215.6

ZS



_TABLE 29:

SAMPLES (100%).

Programs {plays) analyzed
‘Program Hours Anaiyzed
-Leading charactérs analyzed

- PREVALENCE
{%P) Programs containing violence
Program hours contatning violence
RATE
Number of violent episodes
{R/P}) Rate per all programs (plays)
‘(R/H) Rate per all hours ‘ :

Duration of Violent Episcdes (hrs)
ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS)

Violents {committing viotence)
Victims (subjected to viclence}
{%V) Any involvement in violence

Killers {committing fatal vioience}

© Kitled {victims of lethail violence}
(%¥K)  Any. involvement in Killing

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Program Score: PS=(%P)+2(R/P)+2(ﬁ/H)

'Chahacfer V-Score: C8 = (%V) + (%K)

Violence Index; VI .= PS + CS

1967

25
18.3
65

100.0
100.0

73.
84.
53,
18,
10.
29.

NO® OO m.

132.2
123.1

256.3

ABC CRIME, WESTERN, ACTION-ADVENTURE TYPE' PROGRAMS

. 1968

N
16

12.5
45

%

100,0
100.0

64.
8.
75.
15,

i5.

1282

91

©219.3

-~
Y

Cco® Mmwub

- 85.

1969

26
12.B
-85

57.
67.
77.

136.

w0

©

222.8

IS
NE~ Q=]

1970

"N

21
iG.8

39

%

128.6
97.4

226.0

1971

N

14.

12,9

42

121.,7

85.7

207.4. .

1972

14

13.5

49

1006.0

©100.0

138.7
102.0

240,7

1973

20
17.8
72

50:0
56.9
68.1

121.2

75.0

196.2

1974

. N~

- 18
19.0 .

66

94.4

97.4

NE
B I TS T

-

57.
75.
77.
21,
12.
27.

W= LWk

125.8
104.5

230.4

1975

N

23

13.7.

76

%

63.
68.
85.

135.8
93.4

229.2

w
QOO GsN .

60,
69.
79,
11.

15.

129,
95.

224,

W O~am
N Moo’

A;-OU'? WY

o »

o

£G



TABLE 30: ALL CBS PROGRAMS

SAMPLES (100%)

Progvams {plays) analyzed
- Program Hours Anaiyzed
Leading characters analyzed

PREVALENCE
{%P) Programs containing violehce
Program hours contatning violence:
RATE '
Number of violent episodes -
(R/P) Rate per all programs (plays)
(R/H) Rate per all hours

- Duration of Vio!ent Epfsodes {hrs)
"ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS)

Violents (committing violence)
Victims (subjected to violence)
(%V) Any involvement in.violence

Killers {committing fatal viofence)

Killed {victims of lethal violence)
(%K} ~Any 1nvolvement in killing -
INDICATDRS OF VIOLENCE

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

Character V-Score: C$ = {%V) + (%K}

Violence Index: V1 = PS + C$

1967

32
19.5
73

39.
46 .
53.

13,

'83.9

“ 1511

B~

67.1

1968

35 -

20.0

77.1
80.0

98.7

68.4 -

167,0

1969

44
24.0
135

.49,
57.
65.

MR,

W
w0 o3

71

182.8

1970

4t

24.0
63

54.0
$4.0

N Wb
@

93.3
68.3

TN

1871

37
© 24.5

81

54,
61.
71.
14,

16.

106.8
87.7
194.4

Qwm o~

1972

44
24.5

108

- 34.

44,
51,

92.5

57,4

149.9

23.1

o
BEedn ©bLt’

1973

29

107

~l g -
L\ @K =

-

33.

57.

~
-

13,

104.0

0.1

174 .1

a
hY
owo

1974

34
26.0
124

76.5

80.8 -

~ -
v e m

(o]

41,
46,
58.

13,

101.9
72.6

. 174.4

i} MR ~3

oW

-
~1 0 =

1975

40

25.5

123

%

41,

s
o
WD O.

B
@0 U

TOTAL

'333
211.1
893

~ B0
(AR R

(5
s

51.
Be.

= W

10.

oy
WO,



SAMPLES (100%) -

Prbgrahs (pfays) analyzed
Program Hours Analyzed .
Leading characters analyzed

PREVALENCE
{¥P) Programs containing violence
Program hours containing violence -
RATE:
Number of violent episodes
- {R/P) Rate per all programs {(plays)
{R/H} Rate per &ll hours

Duration of Viclent Episoqes fhbs)‘
ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS)

Vioients {committing viotence)
_ Victims (subjected to violencel.
(%¥v} Any involvement in violence
' Killers (committing fatal vioience]
Killed (victims of lethal violence)
(%K) - Any involivement in killing
INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE
.- Program Score: PS5=(%P)+2(R/P)+2(R/H)
Character V-Score: C5 = (%V)} + (%K)

vViolence Index: VI = PS5 + CS

7ABLE 3E7 CBS FAMILY. HOUR PROGRAMS

1967

37.
44,
48.
18.

18.

76.
66.

143,

1968

13
8.5

37

35.
48.
§9.

13.

= | mg =

16.

91.9

75.7

167.5

1969

30.
38.
43.

~3 = O = A o]

79.2
51.3

130.5

1970

66.7
48.0

114.7

75.0 .
86.7

a;m
[A RT3 B

52.9
58.8
64.7
29 .4

5.9
29.4

98.3
94,7

193.4

1972

18.8
21.9
28.1%

<
QO

64.4

28.1

892.6

1973

10 -

7.5
30

© wa
O LD

L]

20.

f-9
(=)
Wo o

4a3.

-
Q
Lo~

13.

70.5
56.7

127.2

18974

10
8.0
41

[ Rl
oW
WPWw WU

I NEN

63.9

36.6

100.5

XYY

000 wWwWwN
(=X=-X=

T 1975

27.3
30.8

o W
o

- O

37.1

23. 1

60.1

~ 0 Q

TOTAL

97
69.0
287

72.2
EC.2

122.4

cg



SAMPLES (100%) .

Programs (pIéys) analyzed
Program Hours Analyzed -
Leading characters ahalyzed

 PREVALENCE
(%P) Programs containing violence
Program hours containing violence
RATE
} Number of violent episodes
(R/P} Rate per all programs (plays)
(R/H} Rate per all hours

" buration of Violent Episodes {hrs)
7 ROLESI(% OF LEADING CHARACTERS)

Viclents (committing vioilence)
. Victims (subjected to violence)
(%¥V) Any involvement in viglence

- Killers (committing fatal violence}
Killed (victims of iethal violence)
(%K)} Any invoivement in kiiling '
INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

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

Character_V-Score: CS = (%V) + (%K)

Violence Index: VI = P§ +.C5 °°

TABLE 32: CBS EVENING PROGRAMS (FOLLOWING FAMILY HOUR)

19

60.
37.

- 87.

67

1968

22,
22,
31.

[aRalNe]
cCoC [reBER BN

53.7
31.8

B85.6

18969 -

1.

10.5

37

32.4

45.9

87.2

- 541

“141.3

1970

10
10.0

42.

47.

w e
oty 0O -—-Y

1 69.2

66.7

136.9

1971

13
12,0
35

68.6
20.0

22,9

95.2

g1.4

S 186.6 .

$ 1972

12.
t2.0

39

%

33.
38.
43,

15.

bOE OOW

15.

77.0

59.0

136.0

T973

11
11.5
45

%

81.8
91.3

o
[ W ¥ =Y

%

IS
et
N o

N ==

104.6
68.9

173.5

1974

12

12.0.

38

-~
coob

‘o
I

$9.0
84,1
66.7
23
10.3
' 33.3

103.0

100.0

‘o W

83.

1975

14

13.0

43

o
=
—n R

91.9

-3

203.0 . 175.6

£t wwoo

-l
-
oo



 TABLE 23:

1967
SAMPLES (100%) - o N
Programs (plays) analyzed - : 10
Program Hours Analyzed . .. 2.0
Leading characters analyzed - - _ 19
PREVALENCE o . %
(%P}  Programs containing violence 90.0
Program.hours containing violence ar.5
RATE . S e - N
_ Number of violent episodes - _ ' . 44
{R/P) Rate per all programs tplays) ’ 4.4
{(R/H} Rate per all hours 22.0
Duration of Violent Ep!sodes (hrs) C e
ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS) : %
Violents (committing violence) 84.2
Victims (subjected to vioTence) B4.2
(%V) Any *nvotvement in viplence : 89.5
Killers ‘(committing fatal viclence) - 5.3
T Killed {victims of. lethal violence) 15.8
(%K) Any involvement in killing = - 21.1

jINDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Prognam Score PS (%P)+2(R/P)+2(R/H) 142,8

Character V- 5core Cs = (%V) + (%K) 110.5 "

Violence Index: VI = PS + cs _ 253.3

. 70.

. 80.

CBS. DAYTIME PROGRAMS (WEEKENDS)
1968
13

3.0
20 .

100.0
100.0

80.

163.2

95.0 -
258.2

0oC0. cOo

1969

72.
84,
91.

ﬂ
AN~ NGO

165.5
94.9

260.4

1870

T

100.
88.
100

(=N Nel
o000

‘t40.0
'100.0

240.0 -

i8

ano

1971

16

5.0

29

58.
69,
79,

wod -

136.7 -
78.3

216.0

[=]
ooo

1972

20

-123.7
8t

204.8

a7

1973

o
w

-1
@
—

OO0
QOO0

153.7

844

238.1

1974

12
a4

10C.0
100.0

136.0

81.8

‘217.8

1975

56.
70.
82.

133.0
85.4

218.4

o -
HLAO W=

TOTAL

133
44 .1
298

60.
74.
85.

141.5

88.6

230.1

L ONWw o®N

)



. TABLE 34:CBS GENERAL PROGRAMS (ALL EXCEPT CARTOONS)

. SAMPLES (100%)

Programs (plays) analyzed
Program Hours Analyzed
Leading charactehs analyzed

PREVALENCE
(%P3 -Programs containing violence
Program hours containing violtence
‘RATE
Number of vioient episcdes
(R/P) Rate per all programs {plays)
{R/H) Rate per ali hours

Duration of Violent Episodes (hrs)
ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS)

Violents (committing viclence)
Victims {subjected to violence)
(%V) Any invoivement tn violence

K\llers (comm;tt1ng fatal violence)

Kitled (victims of lethal violence)
(%K) Any invo]vement in killing '

;INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Program Score PS (%P)+2{R/P)+2{R/H[

Characten V Score

Violence Index: VI = P5 4 CS

GV (%K)

1967

22

17.5
54

24.1

33.3

40.7
9.3

'11.

66.3

12000

L 81.9

1968

22
17.0
59

76.1

59.3

135.5

139,

1969

24

18.5

80

35.

B
(=]
Mmoo

47.

- 84.6
55.0

‘m'

1970

24
19.0
48

39.6-
43.7 -

47.9
6.3

4.2
10.4

69;6

: 58.3"

1280

1971

23
120.5

50.
56,
65.

21,

~!
dwm

23,

'_95.5

88.1

184,86

55

U bW

1872 -

22

19.0

73

27.
31.
37.

. 73.4

45,2

2]

118.

[ /0

-
SIS

1873

21
19.0
75

108

5.1
5.7

0.9

30.
45 .

13.

18,

88.3

4.0

152.3

1974

24
21.5

o1

44.0
41.8
51.6
12.1

17 6

88.7
69.2

157.9

1978

29
'22.0
95

55.2
68.2

o -y
U R

69.9

57.9

127.8

TOTAL

211

174.0

630

AR

L[5

34.
40.
47.

10.

o aus

[w NN

BN

13.2

79.
60.

140.

86



,TABLE 35:

1967
SAMPLES (100%) - ' ‘ N
brognamé'(plays) analyzed . 10
Program Hours Analyzed : 2.0
Leading characters analyzed . ' 19
PREVALENCE ' ‘ %
(%P)' Programs containing violencé 90.0
Program hours containing violence 87.5
RATE ‘ . ' N
: Number of violent episodes ] a4q -
{(R/P) Rate per aill programs (plays) : 4.4
- {R/H) Rate per all hours ] 22.0
Duration of Violent Episodes (hrs) - .-
ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS) _ %
Violents (committing violence) - 84,2
) Victims (subjected to vialence) 84.2
(%V) Any 1nyolvement in violence ’ 1 89.5
Killers (committing fatal violence) . 5.3
Killed (victims of lethal violience) . 15.8

(¥K) Any involvement in killing 211

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE
‘Program Score: PS=(%P)+2(R/PI+2(R/H) 142.8
Character V-Score: €5 = (%V) + (%K) 110.5

Violence Index: VI = PS + CS 253.3

B IR T B

mowm ©0O0
[N e o0
(2]
o

CBS CARTCON PROGRAMS

1968° 1969

N N

13 20
3.0 5.5
20 58
% %

100.0  .95.0
100.0  93.9

77 . 180
25.7  28.1

163.2 169.2

95,0 94.5

258.2 263.7

Do Voo

1970
N

17

.0

141.7

S 100.0

241.7

1871

148
4.0
26

T 1872

19

5.5
35

84.2
87.3

128.3

82.9

211.1

-3
[v4]
By

153.7

84 .4

238.1

(=]
T OoO00

1974

10
4.5

100.0
100.0

36,
57.
78.

140.0
81.8

221.8

33

w
OO0 @os

1875

-~
@«

i a8

~ W

W
[RoNa i

161.8

89.3

. 251.1

TOTAL

.ot22
37.1
263

[
E ]

148.0

90.1

238.1

65



' TABLE 36: CBS CRIME, WESTERN,

1967
SAMPLES (100%) : - T
Programs {plays) analyzed . . iB_
Program Hours Analyzed ; . 10.0
Leading characters analyzed - 39
PREVALENCE ' _ : %
(%¥P) Programs containing violence '84.4
Program hours contdining violence' - 97.5
RATE - o N
Number of violent ép1sodes ‘ ' 99
(R/P) Rate per all programs lplays) - 5.5
" (R/H) Rate per all hours 9.9
Duration of Violent Episodes (hré) --
" ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS) y %
Vicients (committing violence) : 69.
Victims (subjected to violence) 76.
{%V) Any involvement in violence 84.
Killers (cbmmittihg fatal violence) 15.4
. Killed (victims of iethal violence) 10.3
(%K} Any involvement in killing 23.1

INDICATORS OF VvIOLENCE

' pfognam-Sco&e;;hs=(%p)+2(n/P)+2(R/H) 125.2

Character V-Score: €S = (%V) + (%K) 107,1

Violence Index: VI = PS + CS . 232.9

[+ ¢3N]

1968

18

9.0
36

94.4

94.4

63.9

86.1.

16.
18,

130.1

105.6

235.7

1969

27

11 5

79

70.9
79.7
88.6

6.3
5.1
10 1

144.7

98,7

1 243.4

126.

1970

B2.4

-

94.
17.
23.

117.86

243.9

m
wo O

W

1971

21

15.3
a5

o
HON

127.9

239.0

m
o
~o-=

1972

16

12.2

43

%

62.
79.
86,

14,

cCwao o~

14,

.120.7

100.0

220.7

~25.

1973

12
12.5

55

100.0

100.0

40.0
69.1

18.2
i4.5
5

143.8

94.5

238.3

ACTION-ADVENTURE TYPE PROGRAMS

1974

16

14.5 .

60

100.0 -

100.0

o
o
Wwoo cOQ

'135.0

108.3

243.3

1975

a9

-l

14.5

56 .

95.2
96.6

O oo
® b

57.
71.
80.

14,
10.
21,

126.9

101.8

228.7

bW B =

TOTAL .

158.
108.2
430

62.
75.
83.
15.

20.

130.8
103.5

234.0

VoW Ome

09



' TABLE 37: ALL NBC PROGRAMS

1967

SAMPLES (100%) o N
Programs (pléys) analyzed - 29
Program Hours Analyzed o : 20.5 -

-Leading chardcters analyzed .. 81

PREVALENCE _ Sk

(%P) Ptégrams containing violence .- 89.7
Program hours containing violence 87.0

RATE. N

. Number of violent episodes 172

(R/P) Rate per all programs (pilays) 5.9

(R/H) Rate per all hours ‘8.4
Buration of Violent Episodes (hrs) ' --

ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS) %
Violents (committing violence) 63.0

: Victims (subjected to violence} 72.8

(%V) Any involvement in viclence 8175
Kitlers (committing fatal violence) 14.8
Kitled (victims of lethal vioclence) 6.2

(%K) Any'invplvement in killing ) 19.8

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Program Score: PS={%P}+2(R/P)+2(R/H) - 11B.3

Character V-Score: C§ = (¥V) + (%K) 101.2

Violence Index: VI = P§ + €S - 219.5

1968

30
21.0
.73

53.
58.
69.
12.

13.

103.6

83.6

187.2

NWw ©owh

122.

1969

38

25.3
118

54,

77.

B

82.6

205.0

nNoWw 5w

15.

1970

29
22.0

57.

56.
64.
70.

L% e B

12.
10,

@ w

117.3
86.0

203.3

87,

1871

45

23.4
83

50,
50.

NEC OO

74,7

189.1

1972 . 1973

N N

26 . 34

23.5 ° 25.7
88 126
% %

N N
167 182
6.4 5.4
7.1 7.1
- 1.3

% %

51.1  35.7
62.5 52.4
70.5 . 61.1
5.7 6.3
4.5 1.6
9.1. 6.3

123.2 . 104.3

79.5 67.5

1974

32

25.5
114

105.1

71.9

1975

33
27.5

118 .

oo
N,

o

46.
5.
67.

[ R ]

10.

w
AN

11.

120.9

79.7

202.8 . 171.7  177.0  200.6

TOTAL

48.7
58.8
- 69.1
8.3

4.0
10.4

t14.3
79.5

193.8

19



" TABLE 38z NBC FAMILY HOQUR PROGRAMS

1967
‘ SAMPLES (100%) ~ : ' N
Programs (plays) analyzed : 14
Program Hours Analyzed = S 11.5
Leading characters analyzed .o . 38
PREVALENCE - _ . %
(%P} Programs containing violence 100.0
Program hours containing violence - . 100.0
R4TE ) N
. Number of violent episodes : . 98
(R/P) Rate per all programs {(plays) 7.0
(R/H) Rate per all hours : 8.5
' Duration of Violent Episodes (hrs) ==
'ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS) , - %
Violents (‘cornmi‘t_t‘.ng violencel} - . 641
) Victims (subjected to viotencea) . . 76.9
(%v) Any . involvement in violence _ B9.7
Kiliers (committing fatal violence) 23.1
Kilted (victims of lethal violence) 7.7

(%K) Any involvement in killing . 28.2

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE .

Program Score: PS=(%P)+2(R/P}+2(R/H). 131.0 .

Character V-Score: CS = (%V) + (%K) 117.9

Violence Index: VI = P$ + €S - 249.0

1968

12

- 35

37.
54,

- T
R N

.- 79.5
65;7_:

145.2

1968

13
10.5
44

45,

gt
o
A OWG

671.

95.9
‘68.2

L 164.0

o
©Oo@

1970

87.5

- 93.3

ww

37.

43.

101.4
50.0

151.4

e~

o
WWww oowm

1971

11

9.5

32

34,
28.
50,

103.1

I56.3'

189.3

55,

L BE R Y

o]
Wwow

1972

55.
66 .

(s
ocoo

127.7

66.7

194.3

SE-X

1973

10

9.0

'35

b
o Oobbd

o

40.0
45.7

11.

' 78.6
57.1

135.7

1974

10

10.0

32

70.0

80.0

-

76.4
56.3

-1Y32.86

QMo

-y
=]
OHDE oW

30.

42.

Wow

BO.8

oo BNwW

45.5

136.

TOTAL -

96
84.0
293

22 R= )

R
-]

41,
42,
56.

M=1Q DWW

owo

97.4
66.9

164.3

Z9



SAMPLES:(100%)

Programs (plays) analyzed
Program Hours Analyzed
Leading characters analyzed

PREVALENCE
{%P) Programs containing vialence
i -Program hourS'conta1n1ng viclience
RATE

- NumbeE of violent episodes
{R/P) Rate per all programs (plays})
AR/H) Rate per all hours ‘

Duration of Vviolent Episodes (hrs)
ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS)

Viclents {ccmmitting violence)
: Victims (subjected to violence)
. (%V)  Any involvement in violence
Killers (committing fatal viclence)
© Killed (victims of tethal viclencei
(%K} - Any invelvement in killing
INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE
Program Score: PS={%P)+2(R/P)+2(R/H)}
Character V-Score: G5 = (%V) + (%K)

Violence Index: VI = PS + CS

TABLE -39: NBC EVENING'PROGRAmsl (FOLLOWING FAMTLY HOUR)

1967

50.
59.
63.

89.6

162.3

- Q

72.7:

1968

100.0
100.0

81,
Bt.
93.

31,

12.
31.

127.3

125.0

" 252.3

(LY.
—-0w

WUW. oww

1969

N:

10.8
23

. 100.0
100.0 -

w o
-1~ O

118.9
‘82.6

201.5

1970

50.
54.
63.

18.

18.
27.

101.5

. 80.9

192.5

WO Vo

%

57.
52,
68.

15,

10,
21,

104, 0

89.5

- 193,58

~gidb LW

1972

10
4.5
37

112, 4

91.9

204.3

1973

98 .1
62.5

160.86

114, 7

B6.7

'201.4

1975

14.5

48

100.0
100.0

o o=

47.
58,
64.
22,

27,

132.0 .

91.7
223.6

| o=

—Ww Bw

TOTAL

.73
91.8
256

50.
57.
68.
16.
‘9.

111.6

87.5 -

199.1

oo Dwo

€9



TABLE &40:
1967
SAMPLES (100%) ' - N
Programs (plays) analyzed 9
Program Hours Analyzed = = : 2.0
Leading chHaracters analyzed - 20
PREVALENCE } . - %
{(%P) Programs containing violence ' 88.9
Program hours containing violence - 91,7
RATE ' o T N
_ Number of violent episodes . 37
(R/P) Rate per.all programs (plays) 4.1
(R/H) Rate per all hours ) . _ 18.5
buration of Violent Episodes (hrs) -
ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS) %
Violents (committing violencé) 75.0
Victims (stubjected to-violence) 80.0
(%¥V)  Any involvement 1n viplence 85.0
Killers {(committing fatal vielence} 5.0
: Killed (victimeg of lethal violence) 10.0
(%K) Any involvement in killing 5.0

 INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE = -
Program Score:. PS:(%P)+2(R/P)+2(R/H) 134.1
Character .V-Score: CS .= (%V) + (%K) TOOfO“

Violence Index: VI = PS + cs - - 234 .1

NBC DAYTIME PROGRAMS (WEEKEND)

19e8 . 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973
NN N NN N
13 18 12 - 16 ~ B. . 16

3.0 4.0 3.0 . S59. 38 7.7
22 . 48 19 32 24 67
% % % % % %

84.6 100.0 100.0  ©3.8 = 100.0 93.8
80.6 100.0 100.0  91.5  100.0 93.5

N N N N N N
69 135 86 97 50 89
5.3 7.5 7.2 6.1 6.3 5.6 -
23.0  33.8 28.7 16.4  14.3  11.5
- - - - .- 0.4
% % % % % %
59.1 68.7 .78.9 62.5 50.0  35.8
72,7  91.7  94.7 7.8  70.8  62.7
77.3 . .93.8 100.0 = B4.4 . 70.8  74.6
4.5 0.0  10.5 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 2.1 5.3 0.0 4.2 0.0
4.5 2.1 10.5 0.0 4.2 0.0

141.2  182.5  171.7 138.8  141.1  127.9

"81.8 - gsﬁsﬂ_'i1o.$ . B4.4 75.0 - 74.6

223.0 . 278.3  282.2 223.1 216.1 202.5

1974

13

4.5 -
37

92.3
88.9

35.
€64,

87,

132,

F-Y

67.6

200.0

1975

12
37

100.0

100.0

59.

94,

o
OBe m-=n

157.2

84.6

251.8

TOTAL

117

38.6°

306

® ;M-
(5] WA=

e

145.2

85.0

- 230.2

%9



SAMPLES (100%)

PREVALENCE
{%P) Programs containfﬁg_vio?ence
Program hours containing vioﬁencew
RATE
'Number of violent episodes
(R/P} Rate per all programs (plays}
{R/H) Rate per all hours - : :
Duration of Violent Episodes (hrs)
ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS)
Violents (committing viotence)
) Victims (subjected to viclence)
(%V) Any-involvemeqt in violence
" Killers (committing fatal violence)
© Killed (victims of. lethal! vioclence)
(%K)

Programs (plays} analyzed
“Program Hours Analyzed :
Leading characters ana}yzeq

Any involvement in killing

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

Program Score: PS={X%P)+2(R/P)+2(R/H} 118B.

Character V-Score: €S -= (%V) + (%K) 101.6

Violence Index: VI = PS + CS

1967

- 20

18,

59,
70.
80.

18,

- 219,

5

WOO wWeo

1

7

- 1968

22
1B.6

87

45 .1
54.
66.
14,

15,

94.5
'B2.S
177.0

DoOC u9h

1969
N

23
22.6

76

44.7
61.8
69.7_

O M
hOMm

107.8

76.3

184, 2

1970

16

18.5
37

43.2
48.6
54.1

13.56

13.5
18.9

100.6

"'73.0

173.6

187

22
19.0
57

36.6
38.6
56.1

8.8
3.5

10.5

100.5

66.7

167.2

1972

17
19.5

-118.8

81.7

200.4

60

,TABLE'4i4 NBC GENERAL PROGRAMS™ (ALL EXGEPT'CARTOONS)

1973 -

22
20.5

72

34.

61.

RN
Lo

88.3

€2.5

150.8

Y
5
TR~

1874

22
22.5
86

W .
PR T Y- =
00w OBLN

87.3

70.9

168.2

1975

26
25.0

99

45.
47.
61.
12.

14,

112.5

75.8

188.2.

[«

TOTAL

190
184.7

605

L@ uaw
R >} NO M

44.5
50.7
63.0

(S -

104.1
76.4

180.4

b -

c9



SAMPLE

TABLE 423 NBC CARTOON PROGRAMS

$ (100%)

Programs (plays) anélyzed_'
Program Hours Analyzed o
Leading characters analyzed

PREVALENCE

(%P)

RATE

(R/P)
- {R/H)

ROLES

(%v)
(%K)

INDICA

Programs containing violence’ .
Program hours’ containing violence

Number of violeént episcdes
Rate per all programs- (plays)
Rate per all hours

Puration of Viclent Episodes (hrs)
(% OF LEADING CHARACTERS)

Violents (committing viclence)
Victims {(subjected to violence)
Any involvement in vioience

Ktllers (committing fatal violence)

‘Killed (victims of lethal viglence)

Any involvement in killing

TORS ‘OF VIOLENCE -

Program Score: PS=(%P)+2(R/P}+2(R/H)  134.1

Character V-Score:  C§ = (%V) + (%K) -TOO‘O.

Viclence Index: VI = PS + C5 -

1967

%

75.
80.
85.

10.
15.

o000 000

234.1

1968

68,
75.
81,

151.1

2 87.5

©238.6

[+)]
WOW WOo®m

1969

15
2.7

74,
89,
92,

<
OO WwNB

198.0

94.9

292.9

1970

13

3.5
20

80.
85.
100

10.

OO0 OO0

10.

165.3
©110.0.

- 275.3

1971

13

26

76.
76,
92.

154.1

92.3

246.5

o
000 o

100.0
100.0

50.
67.
71.

b
oo

139.7
75.0

214.7

HOO

1973

37.0
66.7
74.1

©oo

141.2

74.1

215.2

Qo0 -

1974

10
‘3.0
28

142.9
75.0

" 217.9

1975

100.0

100.0

72

10.3
28.8

0.3

o "
CoOo o-=o

178.2

100.0

. 278.2

TOTAL

‘98
29.7

250 -

96.9

96.1

649
6.8
21.8

0.8

154.1
87.2

241.3

" 99



SAMPLES (100%)

Programs (playsf analyzed
Program Hours Analyzed
Leading characters analyzed

PREVALENCE

(%¥P) Programs containing vielence
Program hours containing viclence

RATE '
Number of violent episodes

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

(R/H) Rate per all hours "

Duration of Violent Episodes (hrs)
‘ROLES (% OF LEADING CHARACTERS)

Viotents (committing violence)
Victims (subjected to violence)
(¥Vv} Any - involvement in vidglence

Killers {committing fatal violence)

- Killed (victims of lethal viclence)
(%K} Any involvement in killing:

INDICATORS OF VIOLENCE

1967

21

16.8
60

73.3

78.3
86.7

20.0
8.3
26.7

Program Score: PS={%P)+2{R/P)+2(R/H) 12315

Character V-Score: €S = (%V) + (%K) 113.3

Violence Index: VI = P§$ + CS

236.8

186,

1968

20

17.7

54

100.0
100.0

8.
70.
85.

18.

128.8

103.7

232.5

Mea~ oBO

1969

29
16.0
-84

1365

92.9

229.4

1870

13
13.8
24

'58.3
66.7
75.0
12.5

8.3
16.7

117.1
91.7

208.7

1971

. .24
17.71
58

74.1
6.9
1.7

8.6

126.8
82.8

209.6

1972
N

16

15.5
59

128.5
81.4

209.8

1973

19

15.7

81

100.0
100.0

131.8

79.0 -

210.8

' TABLE 43: NBC CRIME, WESTERN, ACTION-ADVENTURE TYPE PROGRAMS

1974

N

21

19.5

80

95.2

94,9

117.4

B7.9

204.9

1975

20
21.0
80

48
57.
68.
13.

16,

123.7

85.0

208.7

NON oW~

TOTAL

183

" 1562.3

580

55.5
85.7
76.7
10.5

4.7
13.3

126.0
80.0

216.0



ALL CHARACTERS

MEN

WOMEN

" Viotlents

Total

Violents
Victims

Involved In Violence

Killers .
Killed | _
Involved In Killing

Character V-Score

Victims

Killers -: Killed

Total

Violents
Victims .
Involved In Violence

Killers
Kitled
Involved In Killing

Character V-Score

. Violents Victims
Killers Kitied
Totat
Viotents
Victims

Invoived In Violence

Killers "

Killed .
Involved In Killing

Character V-Score

Viclents
Killers

Victims
Killed

TABLE 45

67-68
N %
455 100.
240 52.
275 60,
316 69.
53 11,
25 5.
70 15,
84,
PR

+ 2.1
358 100,
205 - 57.
236. 85.
262  73.
47 13,
22 6.
62 17.
80.

- 1

+ 2.1

93 100.
31 33.
35 37
50 53,
6 6

3 3

8 8
62.

S I
+ 2.0

o]

LS IS L+ ]

Now o

8
4

=]

oo oW

N

3
0

E-N i )] a2

RISK RATIGS -- CHARACTERS IN ALL PROGRAMS

1969 1970
N Y N %
377 100.0 196 100.0
185 48.5 102 52.0
222 8.9 111 5B6.6
250 66.3 123 62.8
14 3.7 13 6.6
B. 2.1 g 4.6
21 5.6 17 8.7
71.9. 71.4
-2t - 1.09
+ 1,75 1.44
296 100.0 1531 100.0
159 54.8 85 56.3
186 64.1 . 95 62.9
209 72.1 102 67.5
14 4.8 12 7.9
7 .2.4- 6 4.0
20 6.9 14 9.3
" 79.0 76.8 -
- 117 - 1,12
+ 2.00 + 2.00
82 100.0 41 100.0
22 26.8 13 31.7
32 39.0 12. 29.3
37 45.t 17 41.5
0 0.0 1 2.4
1 1.2 3 7.3
1 1.2 a 7.3
46.3 48.8
- 1.45 .+ 1.08
- 0.00 - 3.00

1974
N %
252 100.
116 46.
128 50.
155  &1.

22 8.7

8 3.2

25 9.9

71.4

- 110

+ 0.75

188 100.0
96 51.
102 5a.
123 65.
21 1.
7 3.
23 12,

77.7

- 1.06

+ 3.00

57 100.0

14 24 .6
20 35.1

26 45.6

o . 0.0

1 1.8

1 1.8

47.4

- 1.43

- 0.00

e o o

B

1972
NO%
300 100.0
118 '39.3
149 49.7
175 58.3
23 7.7
14 4.7
29 9.7

68.0

- 1.26
1.64

217 100.0
104 47.9
125 57.6.
145 66.8
22 10.1
13 6.0
27 12.4
79.3

1.20

1.69

81 100.0
13 16.0
22 27.2
28 34.6
1 1.2

1 1.2

2 2.5
37.0

- 1.69
1.00

T973

N %
359 100.0
124 34.5
173 48.2
200  B5.7
2y. 5.8
12 3.3
27 7.5
63.2°
- 1..40
+ 1.75
260 100.0
101 38.B
139 53.5
157 60.4
21 8.1
9 3.5
24 9.2
69.6
- 1.38.
+ 2.33
97 100.0
21 21.8
32 33.0
41 a42.3 -
o 0.0
3 3.1
3 3.1
45.4
- 1.52
< 0.00

1974

N %
346 100.0
141 40.8
177 51.2
210 60.7

34 9.
20 - 5.
a7 13.
' 74.3
- 1.26
70

263 100.0
121 46.0

151 57.4
176 66.9
29 11,

18 6.
40 1s.
82.1
. 1.25
+ 1.6
81 106.0
30 24.7
25 30.9
33 40.7
5 6.2
2 2.5
7 8.6
49.4
- 1.25
+ 2.50

Moo

283 100,

NP O

1875

=)

364 100,

157 43.
196 53.
236 64,

23 6.
14 3.
33 8.

73.

- -
b w0

+
DR

(=3

131
162
193

46.
57.
68.

NoW

21 7.
13 4.
30 10.

73 100.0
21 28.8
27 37.0
36 49.3
2 2.7
4

1

1 1.
3 4.

- 00 W o @ =

DML

TOTAL

No%
2649 100,
ti81t 44.
1431 54,
1665 62.
203 7.
110 4.
269 10.
73.0
- 121
+1.85
2010 100.
1002 49.9
1196 59.5
1367 68.0
187 9.3
95 4.7
240 11.9
BO.
- 1.19
+1.97
605 100.0
155 25.6
205 33.9
268 44.3
15 2.5
15 2.5
28 4.6
4.9
- 1.32

NN 0 ® O
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" ALL CHARACTERS:

MEN

WOMEN

Total

Violents
Victims )
Involved In Violence

Killers

Kilted '
Involved In Kiltling

Character V-Score

Vioients': Victims |
Killers Kitted
Total

Violents

Victims

Involved In Viclence:

Killers
Kitled’
Involved In Kitling
Character V-Score.

violents

. Victims
 Killers Killed
Total
Violents
Vigctims

 violents

Involved In'Vfolence

Killers
Killed
Involved In Killing

:ChQPacten V-Score

Victims -

Killers Kiiled

TABLE 45::3-RISK RATIOS -- CHARACTERS IN GENERAL PROGRAMS (ALL'EXCEPT.CARTOONS)

N
346
164
187
223

48

19

59

67-68
%

100.
47,
54.
64.
13.

5.
17.
- 81

- 1.1
+ 2.5

.5

4
3

262 100.0

137
156

179 -

42

16 6.

51

11
+ 2.6

84 100.0

27
31
- 44

52,
59.
68.
6.
19.
- 87.

32.
36.
52,

81.

+ 2.0

WH O MO

L U

i

9

o -

5
v]

- »ob [»]

1969
NR

© 231 100,

85 36.
105 45.
123 53,

6 2.

0
B
5
2
13 5.6
‘ 5]
18 7.8

0

4

7

161 100.0°

o
w
4

O =

NN

-
-
o

[543 0 ==

@
. m !

o - oo

oW & BbBO

[
O -

-
-~
f.5 ]
FoY

= Db O

N

133

52
59
64

11
a8
15

99
a5
50
53
10

12

34

- @

W Ww--

1970 .. :
% N
100.0 188
39.1 73
aa.a 81
48.1 101
8.3 21
6.0 7
11.3 24
59.4
< 113
+ 1.38
100.0 135
45.5 61
50.5 62
53.5 78
10,1 20
5. 6
12:1 22
65.7
ST
+ 2.00
100.0 5%
20.6 10
26.5 17
32.4 2%
2.9
8.8
8.8 1
41.2
- t.29
- 3.00

1971
%

100.

Q
38.8
43.1
53.7
1.2
3.7
12.8
S

66.

RERPEE
+ 3

100.0

-
B
W h @ @ wN

100.

19,

N =]

41,

P
O -
o
o0

N
oQCQ

N

225

161

75
B2
a7

22
12

26

- 1.09
+ 1.83

64

10

15
20

1

1

2.

1972

100.
37.
43.
52.
10.

5.
12.
64.

1.14
1.77

100.

.46,
- 50.
60.

MO O

13,
7.8
6.1

- 76.4

100.
15,
23.
a1,
1.

1.
3.

34.4

- 1.50

1.00

%

AN O O

-

(L

S WA Q.

1973

N

230 100.
.72

83
101
20
12
.26

161

61
68
81

20
‘9
23

-31.
36.
" 43.

11

+ ¢
-

%

8.
5.

55.

o=

100.

37.
42.
50

5.

0

9

2

3

12.4
.6
14.3
6

NOON WY 0RO

N

246 1Q0.

106
120

145

33

20

a8

1974

43.
48 .
58.

13,
8.
18.

77

1.

D b

o -

0w

13

4+ 1.65

183 100.

90

100 .

119

28
18
ki)

63 100.

16
20
26
5
2
7

49,
54.
65.
15,

9.
21.

86.

25.
- 31.
41 .

1

52.

7
3.
1

oM O

wyw .-

BTV I B - =]

- N3 D

1,25
+ 2.50

N

1875 .

%

273 100.0

104
129
159

23

13
32

4

3g.t
47.3
58.2

8.4
4.8
1.7
70.0

1.24
1.77

205 100.

86

105

127

1
12
29

0
42.0
51.2
62.0
10.2

9
1

5.
14.

76.1

68 100.0

18
24
32

o

1
3

+

26.5

35.3

47 .1

2
1.
4

ey
-

B s
Qo w

Ow wm Ly

TOTAL

N. %
1872 100.0
741 -39.6
861 46.0
1033 55.2

192 10.

08 5.

248 13.

68.

-1

+ 1.9
1367 100.0
623 45.6
706 51.6
831 60.8
176 12.9
83 - 6.1
219 16.0
76.8
- 1.13
+ 2.12
" 503 100.0
116 2301
163 30.4
200 39.8
15 3.0
15 3.0
28 5.6
45.3
- 1,32
1,00

a® b NOW
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ALL CHARACTERS

MEN

WOMEN

Totat

Violents.
Victims
Invotved In Violence

Killers
Killed
Involved In Killing

. Character V-Score

Violents : Victims
Kitlers : Killed
Total

Violents -

Victims

Involved In Violence

Killers

Killed

Involved In Killing

Character V-Score

Violents : Victims
Killers Killed
Total

Violents

Victims

Involved In Vioclence

" Killers

Killed . :

_Invotved In Killing .

Character VJSconé'

VioTents.:
Killers

Victims
Killed

67-68

N %
109 100.0
76 69.7
88 B80.7
93 B85.3
5 4.6
6 5.5
1 10.1
95.4

- 1,16

- 1.20
96 100.0
68 70.8
B0 B83.3
83 86.5
5 5.2
6 6.3
11 11.5
97.9

- 1.18B

- 1.20

9 100.0
4 44.4
4 44.4
6 €6.7
0 0.0
.0 0.0
o 0.0
66.7
1.00
0.00

~ W =

1969

N %

146 100.0

.98 7.1
117 80.1

127 87.0

1 0.7

2 1.4
3. 2.1
B9.

- 1.19

- 2.00

129 100.0

g1 70.5

105" 79.8

112  86.8

' 1 0.8

2 1.8

5 2.3
B9, 1

- 1.13

- 2.00

12 100.0
5 41,
10 B3.
11 o1,

0o 0.0

0 0.0

-0 0,0

91.7

- 2.00

0.00.

1970

N %
63 100.0
50 79:4
52 B82.5
59 93.7

2 3.2

1 1.6

2 3.2

96.8

2 1.04
2.00

52 100.0
40 76.9
45 86.5
49 94.2

2 3.8

1 1.9

2 3.8

98. 1
- 1.13
+_2.00

7 100.0

6 "B5.

3 42.9

6 B5.7

0. 0.0

o 0.0

0 0.0

BS.7
+ 2.00

- 0.00

1871
N %
64 100.0
43 B7.2
.47 - 73.4
54 - B4.4
1. 1.8
1.6
1. 1.6
 B5.9
- 1.09
1.00
53-100.0
35 66.0
40 75.5
45  B4.9
1 1.9
1 1.9
1 1.8
86.8
- 1.14
1.00
6 100,0
4 66.7
3 50.0
5 83.3
o 0.0
0 0.0
0 0.0
83.3
+ 1.33
0.00

TABLE 46: ' RISK RATIOS -- CHARACTERS IN CARTOONS

1972
N %
75 100.
33 44,
52 69.
s8 77,
o .0
1 1
11
78
- 1.58
: . 0.00
56 100.0
29 51.8
43 76.8
48 B5.7
o 0.0
1 1.8
i 1.8
87.5
i 148
- 0.00
17 100.0
3 17.6
7 41,2
a 47.1
0 - 0.0
0 0.0
0 0.0
47.1
- 2.33
0.00

4 wwo wwo o

1973
NO%
129 100.0
52 40.3
‘90. 69.8
99 76.7
1 0.8
0 6.0
] ]
77
.17
+. 0.0
99 100
40 40

0. 0
T

77.8

- 1.77

+ 0.00
28 100
10 35
17, 60

1974

N %
100 100.0
35 35.
57 57.
65 65.
.
0o o.
11

66
- 1,63
4+ 0.00
80 100.0
31 38.7
81 3.7
57 71.2
1. 1.2
0 0.0
1 1.2
72.5
- 1.65
+ 0.00
18 100.0
4 22.
5 27.8
7 38.9
o] 0.0
o 0.0
0 0.0
38.9
- 1.25
- 0.00

© ocoo ooo

1975
N %
‘81 100.0
‘53 58.2
67 73.6
77 B4.6
o 0.0

1 1.1
1 1.1
85.7

- 1.26

- 0.00
78 100.0
.45 57.7
57 73.1
66 B84.6
0 .-0.0
1 1.3
1 1.3
85.9

- 1.27

- 0.00°

5 100.0
3. 60.0
3 60.0
4 80.0
0 0.0
6 0.0
0 0.0
BG.O
1.00
0.00

TOTAL .
N ¥
777 100.0
440 56.6
570 73.4
632 '81.3
1M 1.4
12 1.5
21 2.7
"84.0
- 1,30
- 1.09
643 100.0
379 58.9
490 76.2
536 83.4
t1 1.7
t2 1.9
21 3.3
B6.6
- t.29
- 1.09
102 100.0
39 38.
52 &1,
68 66.
o 0.0
¢ 0.0
0 0.0
66.7
- .33
0.00

~Non
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_TABLE 47 RISK RATIOS -- SOCIAL AGE FOR ALL CHARACTERS IN ALL PROGRAMS

1975 TOTAL

-5 N @™ Mo

67-68 1969 1970 1971 - 1972 1973 1874
NO% NCOO% N % N &N % N % N % N % N %
CHILD-ADOLESCENT : : _ g o » ,

. Total . 28100.0 33 100.0 - 13 100.0 18 100.0 30 100.0 59 100.0 3 100.0 33 100.0 267 100.0
Violents: o 12 42:9 11 33.3 5 38.5 - & 33.3 10 33.3 14 23.7 - 9 17.0 10 30.3 77 28.8
Victims t9 67.9 17 51.5 5 38.5 7 38,9 12 40.0 34 57.6 19 35.8 19 57.6 132 49.4
Involved In Violence 20 71.4 19 57.6 6 46.2° 10 55.6 15 50.0 .42 71.2 22 41.5 23 69.7 157 58.8
Killers ‘ 1 3.6 © 0.0 © ©00 ©0 ©0.0 1 3.3 06 00 0 0.0 G 0.0 2 0.7
Killed .0 0.0 © 0.0 ©0 0.0 O 0G O 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 O 0.0 0 0.0
Invotved In Kiliing 1 3.8 © 0.0 0 0,0 0 0.0 1 3.3 ©0 0.0 ©0 0.0 © 0.0 2 0.7
Character V-Score 75.0 57.6 46,2 55.8 53.3 71.2 41.5 69.7 59.6
Violents : Victims - 1,88 -1.55 ©  1.00 - 117 - 120 - 2.43 -2.11 - 1.90 - 1.7
Killers : Killed + 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00 + 0.00 .00 0.00 .00 0.00

YOUNG ADULT _ co ' : ' o
Totatl 145 100.0- 104 100.0° 36 100.0 47 100.0 65.100.0 84 100.0 76 100.0 86 100.0 643 100.0
viotents = 69 47.6 46 44.2 16 44.4 26 55.3 29 44.6 23 27.4 26 34.2 40 46.5 275 42.8
victims - . 88 60.7 65 62.5 17 47.2 28 63.6 37 S56.9 38 45.2 42 55.3 45 52.3 360 $6.0
Involved In Violence 96 66.2 . 73 70.2 20 55.6 32 68.1 42 64.6 41 48.8 47 61.8 58 67.4 409 63.6
‘Killers ' 20 13.8 4 3.8 1 2.8 4 8.5 - 6 9.2 6 7.1 7 9.2 7 ‘8.1 55 8.6

CKitied 5 3.4 -2 1.9 2 56 .2 4.3 2 3.1 3 3.6 2 26 4 4.7 22 3.4
Involveg In Killing 23 15.9 6 . 5.8 2 5.6 6 12.8 8 12.3 8 9.5 8 10.5 8 9.3 69 10.7
Character V-Score 82,1 . 76.0 1.1 80.9 76.9 58.3 72.4 76.7 . 74.3
Violents : Victims - t.28 - 14 - 1.086 - 1.08 - 1.28 - 1.65 - 1.62 =113 - 1.3
Kiliers : Killed -+ 4.00 +2.00 - 2.00 + 2.00 + 3.00° + 2.00 + 3.50 +1.75 + 2.50
SETTLED ADULT ' B o ' o _
Total . 207 100.0 170 100.0 96 100.0 141 100.0 157 100.0 178 100.0 174 100.0 212 100.0 1335 100.0
Viclents 116 56,0 78 - 45.9 41 42,7 61 43.3 56 35,7 64 36.0 B4 48.3 84 39.6 584 43.7
Victims 121 58.5 B2 48.2 48 50.0 68 48.2 69 43.9 77 43:3 B9 51.1 111 52.4 665 49.8
Involved In Vielence 145 70.0 98 57.6 50 52,1 85 60.3 83 52.9 90 50.6 111 &3.8 131 &1.8 793 59.4
Kilters 28 13,5 10 5.9 9. 9.4 16 11.3 12 7.6 14 7.9 27 155 16 7.5 132 9.
“Killed . 18 7.2 5 2.9 6 6.2 6 4.3 5 3.2 8 4.5 16 9.2 8 3.8 69 5,
Involved In Kflling 38 18.4 14 8.2 12 12,5 17 12.1 13 8.3 17 9.6 37 21.3 23 10.8 171 12.
Character V-Score 88.4 65.9 64.6 72.3. 61.1 60.1 85:1 . 72.6 " 72.
Vioilents : Victims - - 1.04 - 1.05 - 1.17 - 111 - 1,23 - 1.20 - 1.06 - 1.32 - 1.1
Ki1lers . : Killed +.1.87 + 2.00 +1.50 +2.67 2.40 1.7 1.69 + 2.00 + 1.9

L



_ TABLE 481: RISK RATIOS -- SOCIAL AGE FOR ALL CHARACTERS IN ALL PROGRAMS ° - - CONTINUED

LW

67-68 1969 1970 1971. 1972 1973 1974 1975 TOTAL
N % Ne% . N % N % NG% No% N % N % N %
_oLD . o . o .

Tota! 26 100.0 © 7 100.0  10.100.0 12 100.0 14 100.0 8 100.0 14 .100.0 12°100.0 103 100.0
Violents : 11 42.3 1 14.3 6 60.0 2 16.7 4 28.6 .2 25.0 4 28.6 - 4 33.3 34 33.0
Victims 10 38.5 4 57.1 6 60.0 2 16.7 4 28B.6 2 25.0 7 §0.0 3 25.0 38 36.9
Involved In Violence 14 53.8 4 571 7 70.0 3 25.0 6 42.9 .3 37.5 8 57.1 4 33:3 49. 47.6
Killers ' 1 38 ©O0 0.0 1 16.0. © 0.0 1 71 o0 6.0 O 0.0 O 0.0 3 . 2.9
Killed - 2 7.7 1 14.3 © 0.00 0. 0.0 2 14.3 o 0.0 2 14.3 1 8.3 8 7.8
Involved In Killing 2 7.7 1 14.3 1 10.0. 0 0.0 2 14.3 ¢ 0.0 2 14.3 1 8.3 s . 8.7
Character V-Score 61.5 71.4 80.0 25.0 57.1 - 37.5 71.4 a1.7 56.

Violents : Victims + 1,10 -~ 4.00 1.00 . 1.00 1.00 1.00 -1.75 4 1.33 - 1,12
Killers : Killed - 2.00 - 0.00 + 0.00 0.00 --.2.00 0.00 -.0.00 - 0.00 - - 2.67

CANNOT CODE ‘SOCIAL AGE L : o
Total o 49 100.0 63 100.0 41 100.0. 34 100.0 - 34 100.0 .30 100.0. 29 100.0 2t 100.0 301 100.0
Violents ' 32 65.3 47 74.6 34 82.9 .21 61.8 19 55.9 21 70.0 18 62.1 19 90.5 211 70.1
Victims - 37 75.5 54 85.7 35 B85.4 23 67.6 27 79.4 22 73.3 20 69.0 18 85.7 236 78.4
Involved In Violence 4t 83.7 56 68.9 40 97.6 25 73.5 29 85.3 24 B80.0 22.75.9 20 95.2 257 85.4
Killers 3 6.1 0 0.0 2 4.9 2 5.9 3 8.8 1 3.3 o 00 0 0.0 11 3.7
Kilied 3 6.1 0 0.0 1 2.4 0 0.0 5 14.7 1 3.3 0 0.0 1 4.8 1t 3.7
Involved In Killing & 12.2 0o 0.0 2 . 4.9 2 5.9 5 14.7 2 8.7 0 0.0 1 4.8 - 18 6.0
Character V-Score ' 95.9 88.9 102.4 79.4 100.0 86.7 75.9 100.0 91.4
Viotents : Victiins 1,18 - 1,15 - 1.03 = 1.10 - - 1,42 - 1.05 -1 +.1.06. 112
© 0.00 + 2.00 + 0.00 - 1.87 1.00 ol - 0.00°

Killers : Killed 1.00
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“ TABLE 495 RISK RATIOS -- SOCIAL AGE FOR MEN IN ALL PROGRAMS

67-68 1969 ° 1970 1971 . . 1972 . -1973‘ 1974 : 1975 . TOTAL .

NT% ND% N % N% N % N % N % N % N%
CHILD-ADOLESCENT _ B » 7 _ S
Total 23 100.0 25 100.0 ¢ 100.0 13 100.0 . 20 100.0 . 38 100.0 38 100.0 22 100.0 188 100.0
Viclents R 1t 47.8 9 - 36.0 4 44.4 3.-23.1 9 45.0 8 21:1 7 18.4 7 31.8 58 30.9
‘Victims 18 '78.3 .14 56.0 ° 5 5.6 38.5 11 55.0. 23 60.5 16 42.1 .14 63.6 106 56.4
Involved In Violence 19 82.6 16 64.0 5 55.6 & 46.2 13 65.0 27 7i.t 18 47.4 16 72.7 120 63.8
Killers - 1 4.3 ¢ 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 50 0 0.0 0 -0.0 0 0.0 2 1.4
Killed © 0.6 ©O 00 O 00 0 0.0 0 00 0. 0.0 0 . 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
involved In Killing 1. 4.3 6. 0,0 O 0.0 0O 0.0 t 506 0 0.0 000 0 0.0 2 1.1
Character V-Score . B7.0 64.0 55,6 4g.2 70.0 71.1 a7.4 72.7 64.9
Violents : Victims -.1.64 - 1.56 - 1.25 - 1,67 . 1,22 < 2.88  -2.29  -2,00 - 1.83
‘Killers : Killed + 0.00 0.00 " 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.00 0.00 . 0,00 + 0.00
YOUNG. ADULT : : _ : . ' .
Total : 100 100.0 65 100.0- - 22 100.0 3% 100.0 44 100.0. 53 100.0° 54 100.0 62 100.0 431 100.0°
Violents 56 56.0 33 50.8 13 59,1 22 71.0 23 52.3 17 32.1 21 38.9 31 50.0 216 50.1
Victims 67 67.0 44 B7.7 14 63.6 22 71.0 27 61.4 24 453 32 59.3 32 51.6 262 60.8
Invoived In Violence ~ 71. 71.0 48 73.8 16 72.7 .25 B0.6 31 .70.5 26 49.1 36 66.7 43 69.4 296 68.7
Killers : 16 16.00 4 6.2 1 4.5 4 12.9 S 11.4 6. 11.3 5 9.3 5 8.1 46 10.7
Killed. 3 3.0 t 1.5 1 4.5 1 3.2 2 4.5 1 1.9 . 2. 3.7 4 6.5 15 3.5
Invoived In Kitling. 18 18.0 5 7.7 t 4.8 5 16.1 7 15.8 6 1.3 6. 11.1 6 9.7 54 12.5
Character V-Score = 89.0 81.5 77.3 . 96.8 86. 4 S 60.4 77.8 79.0 . B1.2
Viclents : Victims - 1.20 - 1.33 - 1.08 . 1.00 - 1.7 - 1.41 - 1,52 -1.03 - 1.2
Kitlers : Killed +5.33 + 4.00 1.00. +4.00 + 2.50 + 6.00 + 2.50" +1.25 + 3.07
SETTLED ADULT - R o - : L o
Total 172 100.0 142 100.0 77 100.0 113 100.0 115 100.0 138 100.0 136 100.0 175 100.0 1068 100.0
Violents = . "~ 101 s58.7 75 52.8° 35 45.5 55 48.7 51 44.3 59 42.8 73 53.7 75 42.9 524 49.1
Victims ) 112 65.1 78 54.9 42 54,5 5§ 5t.3 62 53.9 74 53.6 79 58.1 100 57.1 605 56.6
Involved In Violence 126 73.3 95 65.5 42 54.5 72 63.7 72 62.6 84 60.9 ‘96 70.6. 116 66.3 701 65.6
Killers. 27.15.7 10 7.0 B 10.4 16 ~14.2° 12  10.4 14 10.1 24 17.6 16 8.1 127 11.9
 Killed . 14 8.1 5 3.5 4 5,2 6 5.3 5 4.3 8 S8 15 11.0- 7 4.0 . 64 6.0
Involved In Killing 36 20.9 .14 9.9 10 13,0 17 15.0 13 11.3 17 12,3 33 24.3 22 12.6 182 15.2
Character V<Score 94.2 75.4 67.5 78.8 73.9 73.2 94.9 78.9 80.8
Violents : victims - ta11r - - 1,04 - 1.20 - 1.05 - 1,22 - 1.25 - 1.08 - 1.33 - 1.15
+2.00 +°2.00 + 2.67 + 2.40 +1.75 +.1.80 + 2,29 - + 1,98

Kitlers : Killed = = 4 1.93
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TaBLE 503  RISK RATIOS -- SOCIAL AGE FOR MEN IN ALL PROGRAMS ‘ . CONTINUED

o w o -

one O

67-68 1969 1970 1971 1972 173 1974 1975 TOTAL
N % N % N % N % N % N E e N % NOTR
oLD . - : . - . &
Total 24 100.0 4100.0 9 100.0 B 100.0 10 .100.0 5 100.0 11 1060.0 S 100.0 - 81 100.
Violents . 10 41.7 o 0.0 6 66.7 2 25.0 4 40.0 1167 3 273 a4 44.4 30 37.
Victims : 9 37.5 3 75.0 5 55.6 1 12.5 3 30.0 0 2.0 5 45,3 3 33.3 29 . 35.
“Involved In Violence . 13 54.2 3 75.0 6 66.7 2 25.0 5 50.0 1 16,7 6 54.5 4 44.4 40 49,
Killers ' t 4.2 o0 0.0 1 111 ¢ 0.0 10.0 0 0.0 o 5.0 o 0.0 i 3.
Kilted = ‘2 8.3 t 25.0 ¢ 0.0 0 0.0 10.0 0 0.0 1 a0 111 6 7.
Invoived in Killing ~ 2 8.3 1 25.0 t 111 0 0.0 1 10.0 o T.0 1 8. 1ot 7 8.
Character V-Score 62.5 100.0 77.8 " 25.0 60.0 16.7 63.5 55.6 58
‘Violents : Vigctims + 1,14 0.00 +1.20 + 2,00 + 1,33 + 0.00 1.67 +1.33 + 1.0
Killers : Killed - 2.00 - 0.00 + 0.00 0.00 0 G.Co - §.00 G.co - 2.0
CANNOT CODE SOCIAL AGE : : _ : ' ' :

Total , : 39 100.0 54 100.0 34-100.0 23 100.0 28 100.0 25 100.0 24 100.C 15 100.0 242 100.
‘Violents : 27 69.2 42 77.8 27 79.4 14 60.9 17 60.7 16 6€4.0 17 70.8 14 03.3 174 71.
Victims . 30..76.9 47. 87.0° 29 B5.3 16 69.6 22 7B.6 18 72.¢ 19 72.2 13 B6.7 194 80.
involved In Viclence 33 B84.6 49 90.7- 33 97.1 18 78.3 24 .85.7 18 76.¢ 20 B3.3 14 93.3 210 86.
Kitlers : 2 s 0 0.0 2 5.9 1 4.3 3 10.7 1 4.0 0 0.0 o 0.0 8 - 3.
Kiiled _ 3 7.7 ¢ ©0.0- 1 2.9 ¢ 0.0 5 17.9 0 0.0 0 G0 t 6.7 10 4.
Involved In Killing 5 12.8 0 0.0 2. 5.9 1 4.3 5 17.9 1 4.0 0 0.0 t 6.7 15° 6.
‘Character V-Score 97.4 90.7 102.9 B82.6 103.6 - '80.0 83.3 100.0 93.
Viclents : Victims N E R BT - 1.07 -"1.14 - 1.29 - 1,13 - 12 +1.08 R E
Kitlers : Killed -"1.50 0.00 4+ 2.00 -+ 0.00 - 1.67 + 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 11t
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TABLE 51;  RISK RATIOS -- SOCIAL AGE FOR WOMEM IN ALL PROGRAMS

67-68 1969 © 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 . 1975 TOTAL
N % N % N % N % SN % N % N % N. % N %
CHILD-ADOLESCENT _ ‘ : :

: Total . 4 100.0 8 100.0 4 100.0 5 100.0 10 100.0 21 100.0- 15 100.0 .10 100.0 77 100.0
Violents 0 0.0 2 25.0 .1 25.0 3 60.0 1 10.0 6 28.6 2 13.3 3 30.0 18 23.4
Victims 0o 0.0 3.°37.5 0. 0.0 2 40.0 - 1.10.0 11" 52.4 3 20.0 5 50.0 25 32.5
Invoived In Violence . "0 0.0 3 37.5 1 25.0 4 B80.0 2 20.0 15 71.4. 4 26.7 7 70.0 36 46.8

_ Kitlers o 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 .0 0.0 o 0.0
Killed 0 0.0 0 . 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 o 0.0
Involved In Killing ) 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 G 0.0 Q 0.0 0 0.0 o] 0.0 0 0.0 0 c.0
-Character V-Score .O.D 37.5 25.0 80.0 20.:0 : 71.4 26.7 70.0 - 46.8
Violents : Victims 0.00 - 1.50 +0.00 +.1.50 1.00 © .- 1.83 - 1.50 - 1.67 - 1.39
Killers : Killed 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

'YOUNG. ADULT - A - _ _ - o .

: Total 45 100.0- 39.100.0 14 100.0 15 100.0 2t 100.0 31 100.0 22 100.0 22 100.0 ~ 209 100.0
Viotents 13. 28,9 13 33.3 3 21.4 3. 20,0 6 28.6 - 6 -19.48 5 -22.7 8 36.4 57 27.3
Victims 21 46.7 21 53.8 3 21,4 5 33.3 10 47.6 14 45.2 10 45.5 11 50.0 95 45.5
Invaived In Violence 25 55.6 25 B4.1 4 28.6 6 40.0 11 52.4 15 48.4 11 §0.0 13 59.1 110 62.6
Killers ' 4 B9 ©0 00 ©0 00O ©0 00 1 48 0 00 2 9.1 2 9.1 9 4.3
Killed : 2 4.4 1. 2.6 71 1. 6.7 ©c 0.0 2 6.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 "7 3.3
‘Involved In Killing 5 11.1 t 2.6 171 1 6.7 1 4.8 2 6.5 2 9.1 2 9.1 15 7.2
Character V-Score 66.7 66.7 35.7 467 57.1 54.8 59.1 68.2 59.8
Violents : Victims - 1.82 - 1.62 1.00 - 1.867 -1.67 - 2.33 -.2.00 -1.38 - 1,67
Killers :.Killed +2.00 - 0.00 - 0.00 - 0.00 + 0.00. - 0.00 + 0.00 +:0.00 + 1,29

SETTLED ADULT S : ] - ' : ,
Total .~ 35 100.0 28 100.0 19 100.0 - 28 100:0 42 100.0 40 100.0 38 100.0 37 100.0 267 100.0
Violents 15 42.9 5 10.7 6 31.6 6 21.4 5 11.9 5 12.§ 11 28.9 9 24.3 60 22.5
Vigctims 9. 25.7 4 14.3 6. 31.6 10 35.7 7 16.7 3- 7.5 10 26.3 11 29.7 60 22.5
Involved In Viclence 19 §54.3 5 17.9 B 42,1 13 46.4 11 26.2 6 15.0 15 39.5 15 40.5 92 34.5
Killers 1 2.9 0 0.0 1 5.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 7.9 0 0.0 5 1.9
Killed . 1 2.9 0 0.0 2 10.3 o 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.6 1 2.7 5 1.9
Involved In Killing . 2 5.7 0 .0.0 2 10.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 10.5 1 2.7 9 3.4
Character V-Score 60.0 17.9 52.6 46.4 26.2 15.0 50.0 43.2 37.8
Viotents ; Victims + 1.87 - 1,33 1.00 - 1.87 - 1.40 + 1.6;7 + 1.10 - 1,22 1.00
Kitlers : Kiiled - 1.00 0.00 - 2,00 0.00 0.00 .00 + 3.00 - 0.00 1.00

St



 TABLE 52:  RISK RATIOS -- SOCIAL AGE FOR WOMEM IN ALL PROGRAMS . CONTINUED

67-68 1969 1970 1971 ‘1972 - 1973 1974 1978 . 10TAL
N N % NoO% N% N % . N % o N % N % - N %
oLb . R _ _ _ ‘ :
Total = - 2 100.0 3 100.0 1 100.0 4 400.0 4 100.0 2.100.0 3100.0 3 100.0 22 100.
violents ' + 50.0 1 33.3 ‘0 ©0.0 O 0.0 ©0 ©.0 1 5.0 1 333 0 0.0 4 18.
Victims _ 1 §0.0 1 33.3 1 100.0 1 25.0 1 25.0 2.100.0 2 66.7 0 0.0 9 40.
involved In Viclence 1500 . 1 33.3 1 100.0 1 25.0 1t 25.0 2.100.0 2 &6.7° 0 0.0 8 40.
Killers ' 0. 0.0 6 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0o 0.0 0 0.0 0 . 0.0 0 0.0 o o.
Kitled 0 0.0 0 . 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.0 ¢ 0.0 1 33.3 0 0.0 2 9.
Involved In Killing ¢ 00 0 . 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 25.0 o 0.0 1-33.3 0 0.0 2 9.
Character V-Score 50.0 - 33.3 100.0 25..O 50.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 50.
Viclents : Victims 1.00 1.00 - 0.00 - 0.00 - 0.00 - 2.00 - 2.00 0.00 . - 2,25
Killers : Killed 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 1 0.00 0.00 - 0.00
CANNOT CODE SOCIAL AGE : -
: Total 7-100.0 4 100.0 3 100.0 5 100.0. -4 100.0 3 100.0 3 100.0 t 100.0 30 100.
Violents 2 28.6 3 75.0 3100.0 2 40.0 1 25,0 3 100.0 1 33.3 1 100.0 t6 - 53,

. Victims _ 4 57.1 3 75.00 2 66,7 2 ' 40.0 3 75.0 2 66.7 0.0 0.0 0. 0.0 16 53.
Involved In Violence 5. 71.4 3 °75.0 3 100.0 . 2 40.0 3 75.0 3100.0. 1 33.3 1 100.0 21 70.
Killers 1 4.3 o0 00 @ ©0O ©0 ©00 © 00 ©0 00 © 0.0 O 0.0 1 3.
Killed 0 0.0 0 0.0 0. 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 1 33.3 ¢ 0.0 0. 0.0 1. 3.
Invoived In Killing 1 14.3 o 0.0 ¢ 0,0 0 0.0 0o 0.0 1 33.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 6.
Character V-Score - 8S.7 75.0 100.0 40.0 75.0 133.3 33.3 100.0 76.
Violents : Victims - 2.00 1.00 +°1.50 1.00 - 3.00 + 1.50 + 0.00 + 0.00 1 oo

0.00 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00

Killers : Killed + 0.00

9L



TaBLE 53:

UNMARRIED, UNKNOWN

Total

Violents

Victims

Involved In Violence
Killers

Kitled

Involved In Killing

Cnaracter V-Score

MARRIED

Violents : Victims
Kitlers: Kitted -
Total

Viclents

Victims

Involved In Violence .
Killers

Kitled .
involved In Killing
Characteﬁ V-Score

Violents
Killers

Victims
Killed

‘CANNOT CODE MARITAL STATUS

Total

Vicolents
Victtms :
Invotved In Vieolence

Kiltlers

Killed

Invotved In Killing
Character V-Score

Viclents : Victims.
Killers Kiiled

. 67-68B
N.o%

325 100.
188 .57.

218 67,
240 73.

43 13.

59 18.

130 100.

57 -43.

0
52 40.0
B
76 58.5

10 7.

7
e 2.3
5

11 8,

00 00O ©

o ooo ooo ©
o ocoo

oQ
o0
S o

0
8
1
8
2

22 6.8
2
0
&
5

coo o

N

1969

%

253 100.0

132.

157

180

10
-

17

27
39
43

O -

52.
62.
AR

-\

a.
3.
6.

77.

)
ho @

N
0
~ & 0

-3
w PO
rWO © wow

S0

~mao

@
h .
o® & 0QCO

N

112,

59 .

63
71

-9

6
13

o+

27
23

25

27

1970

%

100

52.
56,
63.

‘8.
5.
11,

75.

—_

h e e

100.
85.

92.
100

100,

O B0 BN

[ Y . PR Tel e e
W W oW . ob-

cCoo oomn O

.0

0

1.09
0.00

2.

1971
N
137 100.
70 . 51.
73 - 53.
91 66.
14 10.
3

15 10
77.

-1

+: 4
73 100
18 24
26 35
31 42
i 5
11
5 6.
49

-9

+ 4,
42 100
28 66
29 B9
33 78
4 9
a 9
5 11
- 90.
-1,
1.

1972
% N %
0 176.100.0
1 78 44.3
3 96 54.5
4 111 8631
2 11 6.2
2 7 4.0
9 14 8.0
4 "71.0
.04 . 1.23
.67 +.1.57
.0 92 100.0
.7 23 25.0
6 33 35.9
.5 40 43.5
.5 8 B.7
4 6 6.5
8 - 11-12.0
.3 55.4
a -°1.43
o +.1.33
.0 32 100.0
.7 .17 53.1
.0 20 B2.5
.6 24 75,0
5 4 12.8
.5 1 3.1
.9 4. 12.5
5 87.5
04 -'1.13
o0 + 4.00

B9 69

1673
N %
124 100.
38 30,
61 49.
73. s8:
a4 3.
4 3.
7 5.
Yy

- 1.61
1.00

106 100.

. 22 20.

32 30.
38 ' 35.

s

6

129 100.
64 - 49,
80 62.

13 10.
5 3.
14 10.

79.

+ 1
A —
a8
un s} 0D -

0

8

2

8
3.8

3 2.8
5.7

5

5

3

oom ©

'RISK RATIOS -- MARITAL STATUS FOR CHARACTERS IN ALL PROGRAMS

1974
N %

N

1975
%

TOTAL

N

%

171 100.0 150 100.0 1448 100.0

70.- 40.9
89 52.0
104 60.8
19 111
6 3.5
22 12.9
5.7

73,

(=}

80 100.
‘31 38.
34 42.
44 55,

9 1.

-
o
=
(S
N

1721,

76.

40 " 42.
54 . 56.
62 65.

-9
. . i
W . NN
A N BRG WE =

-+
-

QU -~

63
8%

102
9.

a

A

42.0
56.7
68.0

6.0
2.7
7.3

75.3

- 1.35

B4

33
40

13

130 100.

69
78
94

6

3

g

+ 2.25

100.

- 1.32
+ 1,143

53,
.~ 60.
72.

. [X)
[ QY . s e m
ow N e WQ -

+
A) =2

Q

698 48.2
842 58.1
972 67.1
119 8.
60 4.
158 10.
78.
121
+ 1.98
714 100.0
218 30.%
277 38.8
337 47.2
51 7.1
33 4.6
71 9.9
57.1
- 1,27
+ 1.55
487-100.0
265 &4.
312 4.
356  73.
33 5.8
17 3.5
40 8.2
81.3
- t1.18
+ 1,94

Qo wWw=aN

- -

LL



UNMAR

RIED, UNKNOWN
Total

Vioients
Victims

Involved In Violence:

Kitlers
Killed
Invelved In Killing

-Character V-Score

MARRI

CANNO

Victims
Killed

Violents
Killers

ED

Total

Violents

Victims

Involved In Violence
Killers

Kilted

Invelved In Killting

Character V-Score

Violents

Victims
K111§ns Killed
T CUDE MARITAL STATU
Totatl
Violents
Victims

Kiltiers

lnvoived In Violence

Killers

Killed ‘ :

Involved In Killing
Character V-Score

Violents Vigtims

Killed

TABLE . 5&:

67-68
N of
‘272 100,
170 62
193 71,
210 77
- 40 14,
19 7.
54 19,
97
- AL
+ 2.1
86 100.
35 40,
43 -50.
52 80.
7 8.
3 3.
-8 9
69,
- 1.2
+ 2.3
5
0 ©
c ©
-0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0.
o o
0.
0.0
0:0

RO o

- waw

Y

&8 o ooo ooco o

RISK RATIOS -- MARITAL STATUS FOR MEN IN ALL PROGRAMS

1970 1972

1969 1971 1973

‘N % N % N % N % . N %
205 100.0 93 100.0 109 100.0 133 100.0 83 100.0
117 B57.f 53 57.0 53 54.1 70 52.6 .26 31.3
134 65.4 58 62.4 59 54.1 79 59.4 44 53.0
153 74.6 63 67.7 73 €7.0. 92 63.2 48 59.0
10 4.9 9 9.7 14 12,8 10 7.5 4 4.8
.7 3.4 4 4.3 2 1.8 6 4.5 2 2.4
16. 7.8 11 11.8 14 12,8 12 9.0 5 6.0
82.4° 79.6 79.8 78.2 65.1

- 118 - 1.09 1.00 - 1.13 - 1.69
+1.43 +.2.25 + 7.00 4+ 1.87 '+ 2.00

59 100.0 36 100.0 46 100.0 S8 100.0 65 100.0
21 35.6 14 '38.9 15 32.6 18 31.0 17 26.2
30 50.8 17 47.2 20 43.% 28 48.3 24 36.9
33 55.9° 17 47.2 24 52.2 31 53.4 28 43.1
4 6.8 3 8.3 4 8.7 B 13.8 4 6.2

0 0.0 2 5.6 1 2.2 6 10.3 2 3.

4 5.8 3. 8.3 5.10.9 11 19.0 5 7.7
62.7 55.6 63.0 72.4 50.8

- 1.43 1.21 - 1.33 - 1.5 - 1,41
+.0.00 + 1.50° + 4.00 1.33 2.00

26 100.0 22 100.0 * 33 100.0 26 100.0 - 112 100.0
21 80.8 18 81.8 22 66.7 16 6&1.5 58 51.8
22 84.6 20 90.9 23 69.7 18 69.2 71 .63.4
23 88.5 22 100.0 26 78.8 22 84.6 80 71.4
0 0.0 0 0.0 3 9.1 4 15.4 13 11.6
0 0.0 0 0.0 4 12.1 1 3.8 5 4.5
0. 0.0 -0 0.0 4 12.1 4 15.4 14 12.5
88.5 100.0 '90.9 100:0 83.9

- 1.05 - 1.1 - 1.05 S1a3 - 1.22
0.00 0.00 - 1.33 + 4.00 + 2.60

N

126 100
59 46,
73 87.
84  65.
17 13.
6 4.
20 15.
82 .

i

2
54 100.
24 a4,
28 51.
34. - 63.
6 11
8 14
12 22.
85.,

1.

- 3
83 100.
.38 45.
80 0.
S8 69
6 7.
4 4.
8 9.
79.

-1

+ 1,

Q

2]
9
7

oOCch . Q

17
.33

o

o

MO -

e DN ONO

112

53 .

67
g1

a8
-4
10

113

59
68
B2

5
3
8

100.0

©
b

F-1

C® N OO

+
P

W
N
~om O

#
<
=L

~1
M)
-3

<.1.37
.33

100.

52.
61.
72.

-] B g =N O

=B

79.

-~ @

<+
+.4
o

o
©
W Ww

1133

607
707

. BOS

. t12
S0
142

462

163
216
249

a4
28
60

415

232
273
313

31
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TABLE 55: RISK RATIOS -- MARITAL STATUS FOR WOMEN IN ALL PROGRAMS

~NNno QO

67-68 . 1969 1970 1971 1972 S 1973 1974 . 1975 TOTAL
N % . N % N % N % . N % N % N % N % - N %
UNMARRIED, UNKNOWN : : : o S ' o
Total 49 100.0 47 100.0 19 100.0 27 100.C 43 100.0 41 100.0° 45 100.0. 35 100.0 306 100.0
Violents 14 28,6 15 31.9 6 31.6 10 37.0 B. 18:6 12.°29.3 11 24.4 8 22.9 84 27.5
Vict ims ‘ 21 42.9 22 46.8 -5 26.3 13 48.1 17 ‘395  17.41.8 '16. 35.6 16 45.7 127 41.5
involved In Violence 26 53.1 26 655.3 g8 42.1 17 63.0 19 44.2 24 58.5 20 44.4 19 54.3 159 52.0
Killers . . 3 6.1 0 o.0 0 G.o 0 0.0 1 2.3 0 0.0 2. 4.4 1 2.9 7 2.3
Killed 3 6.1 1 2.1 2 10.5 1 3.7 1 2.3 2 4.9 O 0.0 . 0 0.0 10 3.3
Involved In Killing 5 10.2 1 2.1 2 10.5 T 3.7 2 4.7 2 4.9 2 4.4 t 2.9 16 5.2
Character V-Score _63.3 57.4 52.6 66,7 48.8 63.4 48.9 ._57 1 57.2
Viglents : Victims 1.50 - 1.47 +1.20 - 1,30 - 2.13 - 1.42 2 1.45 - 2.00 - 1.51
Kitlers : Killed t.00 - 0.00 - 0.00 - 0.00 1.00 - 0.00 + 0.00 + 0.00 - 1.43
MARRIED _ _ o ‘ _ : : - -
Total 44 100.0 33 100.0 21 100.0 27 100.0 34 100.0 41 100.0 26 100.0 26 :100.0 252 100.0
Violents _ : 17 38.6 6 18,2 6 28.8 3 111 5 14.7 5 12.2 7 26.9 6 23.1 55 21.8
Vigtims 14 31.8 9 .27.3 6 28.6 6 22.2 14,7 8 195 & 23.1 7 26.9 61 24.2
Involved In Violence 24 54.5 10 30.3 8 38.1 7 25.9 9 26.5 10 24.4 10 38.5 10 38.5 88 34.9
Killers a 6.8 ¢ 0.0 1 - 4.8 o 6.0 0 0.0 0o 0.0 3 11.5 0 0.0 7 2.8
Killed 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.8 o 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.4 2 7.7 1 3.8 5 2.0
Invoived In Killing 3 6.8 0 0.0 1 4.8 o 0.0 ¢ 0.0 1 2.4 5 19.2 1 3.8 11 4.4
Character V-Score 61.4 30.3 42.9 2.9 26.5 26.8 - §7.7 42.3 39.3
Violents : Victims 41,24 - 1.50 1.00 - '2.00 1.00 - 1.860 +1.17 - 117 1.1
Kitlers : Kiiled +.°0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 " 0.00 - 0.00 ° +1.50 - .00 + 1.4
CANNOT CODE MARITAL STATUS . - - . : : _ .
Total _ 0 0.0 2 100.0 1 100.0 3 100.0 4 100.0 - 15 100.0 10 100.0 12 100.0 47 100.
Violents -0 0.0 50.0 1 100.0 1 33.3 0 0.0 4 26.7 2 20.0 7 58.3 16 = 34.
Victims 0. 0.0 50.0 100.0 1 '33.3 0 0.0 7 46.7 3 30.0 4 33.3 t7 36.
Involved In Violence 0 0.0 1 50.0 100.0 2 86.7 0 0.0 7 46.7 3 '30.90 7 58.3 21 44,
Killers o 0.0 ¢ 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0- 00 0. 0.0 1 .8.3 1 2.1
Killed ¢ 0.0 ¢ 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 -0.0 0 0.0
Involved In Killing 0. 0.0 ¢ 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 o 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 1 8.3 t 2.1
Character V-Score 0.0 50.0 100.0 66.7 0.0 46.7 - 0.0 66.7 " 46.8
Violents : Victims 0.00 1.00 1.00 1,00 0.00 - 1.75 - 1.50 + 1,75 : 1.06
Killers : Killed 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -  0.00 0.00 0.00 + 0.00 + 0.00
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TABLE. 56: - RISK RATIOS -- SOCIAL CLASS FOR ALL CHARACTERS IN ALL PROGRAMS

67-68 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 TOTAL

1A N LBON DWW~

N % N % N %. N % N % N % N % N % . N %
" UPPER CLASS S : . o - - -
Total ' 89 100.0 32°100.0 22 100.0 22 100.0 26 100.0 22 .10C.0 25 i00.0 28 100.0 266 100.0
Violents 48 53.9 - 10 31.3 6 27.3 9 40.9 11 42.3 - 7 31.8 9. 36.0 11 39.3 -111 41,
Victims ' 56 62.9 17 53.1 10 45.5 12 54.5 11 '42.3 ‘9 40.9 14 56.0° 18 64.3 147 55.
Involved In Viclence 6% 73.0. 19 59.4 10 45.5 13 59.1% 15. 57.7 11 '50.0 {5 60.0 19 67.9 167 62,
Killers 10 1.2 1 3.1 3 13.6 0 0.0 3 11.5 2 - 9.1 5 20.0 3 10.7 .27 10.
Killed 9 10.1 1°.3.1 3 13.8 1. 4.5 3 11.5 1 4.5 1 4.0 4 14.3 23 8.
Invotved In Killing 16- 18.0 1 3.1 4 18.2 1 4.5 4 15.4 3 13.6 5 20.0 7 25.0 a1 15,

. Character V-Score 91.0 2.5 63.6 63.6 73.1 636 - 80.0 92.9 78.
Violents : Victims - 1,17 - 1.70 - 1.87 - 1.33 1.00 - 1.29 - 1.58 - 1,64 - 1.3
Killers : Killed + 1,11 1.00 1.00 - 0.00 1.00 +:2.00 +5.00 - - 1.3 + 1.1

MIXED CLASS . : - o . .
Total 353 100.0 340 100.0 168 100.0 228 100.0 266 100.0 323 100.0 303 100.0 314 100.0 2295 100.0
Viclents . 182 51.6 170 '50.0 92 ‘54.8 105 46.1 102 38.3 110 34.1 127 41.9 135 43.0 1023 44.6
Victims : 207 58.8 201 59.1 97 57.7 115 %0.4 133 50.0- 154 47.7 . 156 - 51.5 164 52.2 1227 53.5
lnvoived In Violence 238 67.4 227 66.8 108 64.3 140 &1.4 153  57.5 .179 55.4 188 62.0 202 €4.3 1435 6€2.5
Killers 41 11,6 13 . 3.8 10 6.0 9.2 20. 7.5 17 5.3 29 9.6 19 6.1 170 7.4
Killed 14 4.0 7 2.1 4 2.4 .8 2.6 11 4.1 i0 3.1 18 5.9 8 2.5 78 3.4
Invoived In Kiiling 5t 14.4 20 5.9 1t .6.5 23 10.1 25 9.4 22 6.8 41 13.%5 24 - 7.6 217 - 9.5
Character V-Score - B1.9 72.6 70.8 71.5 66.9 €2.2 75.6 72.0 72.0

_ Violents : Victims - 1.14 - 1.18 - 1.05 - 1.10 - 1.30 - 1.40 1.23 W1 - $.20

Killers : Killed +2.93. 4+ 1.86 + 2.50 + 3.50 + 1.82 + 1.70 1.61  + 2.38 + 2.18

LOWER CLASS . : . : |
Total -~ 13.100.0 5 100.0 6 100.0 2 100.0 8 100.0 14 100.0 18 100.0 22 100.0 88 100.0
Violents 10 76.9 5 60.0 4 86.7 2-100.0 5 62.5 7 50.0 5 27.8 11 50.0 47 53.4
Victims C 12.92.3 . 4 BD.O. 4 66.7 t 50.0 5 62.5 10 "71.4 7 3B.9 14 63.6 57 64.8
Invoived In Violence 3 100.0 4 BO.O 5 83.3 2 100.0 7 87.5 10-71.4- 7 38.9 15 6B.2 63 71.6
Killers 2 15.4 6 0.0 o 0.0 t+ 50.0 o 0.0 2 14.3 o o.0 1 4.5 6 6.8 .
Killed _ 2 15.4 0 0.0 2 33.3 1 50.0 o 0.0 1 7.1 1 5.6 2 9.1 89 10.2

~Invoived In Killing 3 23.t 0 0.0 2 33.3 i 50.0 o 0.0 2 14.3 1 56 . 2 9.1 11 12.5%
Character V-Score _ . 123.1 80.0 116.7.' 150.0. 87.5 B5.7 44 .4 77.3 84.1
Violents : Victims - 1.20 - - 1.33 1 1.00 +.2.00 | 1.00 - 1.43 ©- 1.40 - 1.27 - 1.21%
Killers : Killed - 1.00 . 0.00 - 0.00 1.00 -0.00 + 2.00 - 0 - 2.00 - 50
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TABLE -57% . - RISK RATIOS -- SCCIAL CLASS FOR MEN IN ALL PROGRAMS

67-68 1969 1970 © . 1971 1972~ 1973 1974 1975 - TOTAL

N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
UPPER CLASS _ _ : : : ' . L
Total - 75 100.0 22 100.0 16 100.0 16 100.0 20 100.0 15 100.0 14:100.0 1B 100.0 196 100.0
Violents _ 43 57.3 9 40.9 5 31.3 ¢ 56.3 10 50.0 8 40.0 7 50.0 B 44.4 97 49,5
Victims 52 69.3 13 59.1 8 50.0 9 56,3 10 50.0 @8 .53.3 10 7t.4 14 77.B 124 63.3
Involved In Violence 56 74.7. 15 68.2 8 50.0 10..62.5 13 65.0 10 66.7 10 71.4 14 77.8 136 69.4
Killers , 9 12.0 4.5 2 12.5 o 0.0 3 15.0 2 13.3 4 2B.6 2 11 28 1.7
Killed 9 12.0 1. 4.5 1 6.3 0 0.0 3 15.0. 1+ 6.7 1. .71 4 22.2 20 10.2
Involved In Killing ~ 15 20.0 t 4.5 2 12.5 0 0.0 4 ‘20.0 3 200 4 28.6 6 33.3 as 17.9
Char*acter* V-Score 94.7 S 72.7 © 82.5 - 62,5 85.0 86.7 100.0 1111 87.2
. Violents : Victims o= 121 T -1.44 - 1.60 1.00 S .00 - 1.33 - 1.43 1,75 - 1.28
Ktllers : Kilied 1.00 - 1.00 + 2.00 0,00 1.00 + 2.00 + 4.00 -.2,00 +1.18
MIXED CLASS : : - : : : - _ . g
Total 271 100.0 263 100.0 131 100.0 170 100.0 193 100.0 231.100.0 238 100.0 247 100.0 1744 100.0
Violents 152 56.1 147 $5.9 76 58.0 B85 50.0 90 46.6 88 38.1 110 46.2 113 45.7 B61 49.4
Victims "~ 173 63.8 169 64.3 B84 -64.1 92 54.1 113 585 121 524 135 56.7 136 55.1 1023 58.7
Involved In Violence 184 71.6 180 72.2 90 68.7 111 65.3 128 66,3 137 59.3 160 6&7.2 167 67.6 1177 67.5
Killers ‘ 3 13.3 13 4.2 {0 7.6 20 11.8 19 9.8 17 7.4 25 10.8 18 7.3 158 9.1
Killed 11 4.4 6 2.3 4 3.1 6 3.5 10 5.2 7 3.0 16 6.7 . 7 2.8 67 3.8
Invotved In Killing 44 16.2 19 7.2 11 8.4 22 12.9 23 11.2 19 8.2 35 14.7 22 8.9 195 11.2
Character V-Score 87.8 79.5 771 78.2 78.2 67.5 81.9 76.5 78.7 .
Violents : Victims - 1.14 - 1.15 - 111 - 1.08 - 1.28 - 1.38 - 1,23 - 1.20 - 1.19
Killers : Killed -+ 3.27 +2.17 + 2,50  + 3.33 + 1.90 + %.43 +1.56 + 2.57 + 2.36
LOWER CLASS : _ S .
© Total 12 100.0 5 100.0 4 100.0 2 100.6 4 100.0 14 100.0 11 100.0. 18 100.0 70 100.0
Violents _ 10 B83.3 3 80.0 4 106.0 2 100.0 4.100.0 7 50.0 4 36.4 10 55.6 44 62.9
Victims o ST 91,7 4 B0O.O 3 75.0 1 50.0 2 50.0 10 71.4 6 54.5 12 66.7 49 70.0
Involved In Violence 12 100.0 4 B80.0 4 100.0 2 100.0 4.100.0 10 71.4 6 54.5 12 66.7 54 77.1
Kitlers 2 16.7 0 0.0 ¢ 0.0 1 -50.0 0 0.0 2 143 0 0.0 1 5.6 6 8.8
CKilled 2. 16,7 0 0.0 1-25.0 1 50.0 0 0.00 1. 71 1 9.1 2 111 8 11.4
Involved In Killing 3 25.0 0 0.0 1 25.0 1 50.0 o 0.0 2 14.3 1. 9.1 2 1. 10 14.3
Character V-Score 125.0 . 80.0 125.0 150.0 100.0 85.7 - 63.6 77.8 91.4
Violents : Victims - 1.10 - 1.33 + 1.33 +.2,00  + 2.00 - 1.43 - 1.50 - 1.20 - 1.1
0.00 - 0.00 1.00 0.00 + 2.00 - 0.00 - 2.00° - 1.33

Killers : Killed - 1.00
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TABLE 581 RISK RATIOS -- SOCTAL CLASS FOR WOMEN IN ALL PROGRAMS

67-68 1969 - 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 TOTAL

No% NCoo% o N %N % NO% N % N % NC% N.o%
UPPER CLASS. : . .
Tota 14 100.0 10 100.0 6 100.0 6 100.0 6 100.0 7 100.0 11 100 0 10 100.0 70 100.0
Violents 5 35.7.° 1 10,0 1 '16.7 0 0.0 16.7 1 14.3 2 18.2 3 30.0 14 20.0
victims . 4 28,6 4 40.0 2 33.3 3 50.0 16.7 14.3 4 36.4 4 40.0 23 32.¢
Involved In Violence 9 64.3 4 40.0 .2 -33.3 3 50.0 33.3 .1 14.3 5 45.5 5 50.0 31 44.3
Killers 1 7.1 0 00 1 16,7 ©0 00 O 006 0 0.0 1 9.1 1 10.0 a 5.7
Killed : G 0.0 o 0.0 2 33.3 1 16.7 0 0.0 G 0.0 Q 0.0 o] 0.0 3 4.3
lavolved In Kitling 1 7.t 0 0.0 2 333 1t 167 ©0 00 ©0. 00 1 9.1 1 10.0 6 8.6
-Character V-Score _ 71.4 40.0 66.7 66.7 33.3 14.3 54.5 60.0 52.9
Violents : Victims +1.25 - 4.00 - 2.00 - 0.00 1.00 1.00 - 2.00 1,33 - 1.64
Killers : Killed +0.00  0.00 - 2.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00 +0.00. +0.00 +1.33
MIXED CLASS _ _
Total 78 100.0 72 100.0 33 100.0 51 100.0 71 100.0 90 100.0 63 100.0 59 100.0 517 100.0
Violents 26 33.3 21 29.2 12 36.4 14 27.5 11 155 20 22.2 17 27.0 17 28.8 138 26.7
Victims 30 38.5 28 38.9 9 27.3 17 33.3 18 25.4 31 34.4 -20 31.7 21 35.6 174 33.7
involved In Violence 40 51.3 | 33 45.8 14 42.4 23 *.'35.1 23 32.4 40 44 .4 27 42.9 28  47.5 228 44 .1
Killers 5 6.4 0 00 © 00 O 00 1 14 0 00 4 63 1 1.7 11 2.1
Killed 3 .38 1 14 0 00 0 0.0 1 1.4 3-33 2 32 1 1.7 11 ‘2.1
involved In Killing 7 9.0 1 1.4 0 00 O 00 2 2.8 3 33 6 9.5 2 3.4 21 4.1
Character V-Score 60.3 a7.2 42.4 a5.1 35.2 47.8 52.4 50.8 48.2
Violents : Victims - 1.15 - 1.33 + .33 - 1.2 - 1.64 - 1.55 - 1.18 - 1.24 - 1.26
Killers : Killed +1.67 - 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 1.00 - 0.00 4+ 2.00 1.00 1.00
LOWER CLASS - : o .
Total 1100.0 0 0.0 2100.0 © 0.0 41000 O 0.0 7 100.0 4 100.0 18 100.0
Violents ‘0 0.0 0 0.0 Q0 00  ©0 00 1 250 0 0.0 1 14.3 1 25.0 3 16.7
Victims 1100.0 - 0 0.0 1 5.0 ¢ 00 3 750 O 0.0 1 14.3 2 50.0 8 44.4
Involved In Violence 1100.0 ©O ©0.0 { 50.0 © 0.0 3 750 © 0.0 1 14.3 3 75.0 9 50.0
Killers © 00 0 00 © 00O O 00 O 60 ©0 0.0 0 0.0 0O 0.0 0 0.0
Killed . _ o 60 ©0 00 1 5.0 ©0 00 0 ©0.0 ©0_ 00 O 0.0 .0 0.0 1 5.6
Involved In Kiiling -~ 0 0.0 ©0 0.6 1 5.0 © ©0.0 © 0.0 ©0 ©00. 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.6
Character V-Score 100.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 75.0 0.0 14.3 75,0 55.6
Violents : Victims - ©.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 - 3.00 0.00 1.00 - 2.00 - 2.67
Kitlers : Killed . 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1 0.00 - 0.00
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TABLE 593 . RISK RATIOS -- NATIONALITY. FOR ALL. CHARACTERS IN ALL PROGRAMS

[= 2V O~ =N

67-68 1969 . 1970" 1971 1972 1973 - 1974 - 1975 TOTAL
N % NC% N % N % N % NCo% N % N % N %
" U.S. NATIONALITY S o - . R . R -
_ Total . 320 100.0 257 100.0 134 100.0 185 100.0 243 100.0 296 100.0 283-100.0 299 100.0 2017 100.0
Violents - 157 49.1 106 41.2 52 .38.8 75 40.5 ' ©4 38.7 88 29.7 109 38.5 122 40.8. 803 39.8
. Victims 179 ©55.9 126 49.0 60 44.8 B1 43.8 114 46.9. 129 43.6 140 49.5 153 .61.2 982 48.7
Involved In Violence 209 65.3 149 58.0 €6 49.3 103 S55.7 133 54.7 148 50.0 165 58.3 181 60.5 1154 57.2
Killers - ~40 12.5 9. 3.5 9 6.7 17 -9.2 18 7.4 19 6.4 30 10.6 23 7.7 165 8.2
Killed 13 4.9 5 1.9 5 3.7 4 2.2 9 3.7 10 3.4 18 6.4 13 4.3 77 3.8
Involved In Killing 48 15.0 14 $.4 12 9.0 {19 10.3 22 9.1 24 8.1 42 14.8 .32 10.7 213 10.6
Character V-Score ' . 80.3 63.4 58.2 €5.9 ~ 63.8 . 58.1 73.1 71.2 " 67.8
Violents : Victims - 1.14 - 1:19 - 1.15 - 1.08 -1.21 - 1.47 - 1.28 - 1.2 . - 1.22
Killers : Killed + 3,08 +1.80 +1.80 +4.25 4 2.00. 4+ 1.90  + 1.67 +1.77 +.2.14
OTHER NATIONALITY . ' : o ' _
Total - _ 135 100.0 .82 100.0- 10 100.0 22 100.0 36 100.0 - 13 100.0 28 100.0 20 100.0 346 100.0
Violents 83 61.5 49 59.8 7 70.0 11 50.0 13 36.1 7 53,8 16 -57.1 5 25.0 191 55,
Victims 96  71.1 65 79.3 7 70.0 14 63.6 19 52.8 12 92.3 13 46.4 13 65.0 239 69,
Involved in Violence 107 79.3 &8 82.9 7 70.0 15 68.2 24 66,7 12 92.3 19 67.9 14.70.0 266 76.
Killers 13 9.6 5 6.1 2 2000 2 91 5 13.9 o0 0.0 3 10.7 O 0.0 30 8,
Kilied . 12 'B.9 - 3 3.7 2 20.0 2 9.1 5 13.9 0 0.0 1 3.6 0 0.0 25 7.
Involved In Killing . 22  16.3 7 B.5 2 200 3 13.6 7 194° 0. 00 4 143 0 0.0 45 13,
Character V-Score 95.6 91.5 80.0 81.8 86.1 92.3 82.1 70.0 89.
Violents : Victims - 1.186 - 133 1.00 - 1.27 -~ 1.46 - 1.7 +.1.23 - 2.60 1.2
Kiliers : Killed + 1.08 + 1,67 1.00 1,00 1.00 0.00 +3.00 0.00 + 1.2
CANNOT CODE NATIONALITY o S o : _
Total 0 0.0 38 100.0 52 100.0 45 100.0 21 100.0 50 100.0 = 35 100.0 45 100.0 286 100.0°
Violents 0 0.0 28 73.7 43 B2.7 30 66.7 11 52.4 -29 58.0 16 45.7 30 66.7 187 65.4
Victims 0O 0.0 31 81.6. 44 B84.6 33 73.3 16 76.2 .32 64.0 24 68.6 30 66.7 210 73.4
Involved In Violence v} 0.0 33 86.8 50 96.2 37 82.2 18 85.7 40 BO.0O 26 74.3 .41 91 .1 245 BS.7
Killers o 00 © 00 2 3.8 '3 67 0 00 2 4.0 1 2.8 0 0.0 8 2.8
Kiiled ¢ 00 ©0 00 2 3.8 2 4.4 0. 00 2 4.0 1 2.9 1t 2.2 8 2.8
Involved In Killing 0 00 © 00 3. 658 3 -867 ©0 00 3 6.0 1 2.9 1 2.2 11 3.8
Character V-Score 0.0 86.8 101.9 88.9 85.7 86.0 77.1 93.3 89.5
Violents : Victims 0.00 L1.m - 1.02 - 1.10 - 1.45 - 1.10 1.50 1.00 - 1,12
0.00 0.00 1.00 + 1,50 0.00 1.00 1.00 - 0.00 1.00

- Killers _KH]ed
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TABLE 6Q: RISK RATIOS -- NATIONALITY FOR MEN IN ALL PROGRAMS

oo O

67-68 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 -~ 1974 1975 TOTAL
NCO%. N % N % N. % N % N % ND% NOO% NO%
U.S. NATIONALITY . E S : :
Totai 245 100.0 190 100.0° 103 100.0 136 100.0 17.'_3 100.0 210 100.0 217 100.0 231 1_00'.0 1505 100.0
Violents 131 53.5 89 46.8 46 44.7 62 45.6 B4 48.6 74 35.2 93 42.9 104 45.0 683 45.4
Victims , 153 62.4 102 53.7 53 51.5 65 .47.8 95 54.9 103 49.0 118 54.4 126 54.5 €15 54,2
Involved In Violence 170 69.4 121 63.7 56 54.4 81 59.6 109 63.0 116 55.2 138 63.6 -148 64.1 939 62.4
Kitlers . 35 14.3 g 4.7 9 8.7 .17 12.5 17 9.8 19 9.0 26 12.0 21 9.1 153 10.2
Killed 10 4.1 a 2.1 3 2.9 3 2.2 8 4.6 8 3.8 16 7.4 12 5.2 64 4.3
lnvolved In Kiliing 41 16.7 13 6.8 10 9.7 18 13.2 20 11.6 22 10.5 . 36 16.6 29 12.6 189 12.6
Character V-Score 86. 1 70.5 64 .1 72.8 74.6 65.7 80.2 76.6 75,0
Violents : Victims e 117 .- 1.15 - 1.15 - 1.05 - 1.13 - 1.39 - 4.27 - 1.24 - 1.19
Killers : Killed + 3.50 + 2.25 + 3.00 + 5.67 +2.13 + 2.38 + 1.63 +1.75 + 2.39
OTHER NATIONALITY : _ )
Totat 113 100.0 66 t006.0 6 100.0 19 100.0 28 100.0 9 100.0 - 20 100.C 15 100.0 276 100.
Violents 74 65.5 43 65.2 5 83.3 10 52.6 12 42.9 6 66.7- 13 65.0 4 26.7 167 60,
Victims 83 73.5 55 83.3 5 83.3 12 63.2 18 64.3 9 100.0 11 55.0 11 73.3 204 73.
Involved In Violence 92 81.4 57 86.4 5 83.3 13 68.4 22 78.6 9 100.0 15 75.0 12 0.0 225 B81.
Killers 12 10.6 5 7.6 t 187 2 10.5 5 17.9 0 . 0.0 2 10.0 0 0.0 27 9.8
Killed 12 10.6 3 4.5 16.7 2 10.5 5 17.8 0 0.0 1 50 0 0.0 24 8.7
Involved In Killing 21 18.6 7 10.6 1 16.7 3 15.8 7 25.0 0 0.0 3 16,00 ©0 0.0 42 15.2
Character V-Score 100.0 97.0 100.0 - B84.2 103.6 100.0 90.0° 80.0 96.7
Violents : Victims - 1.12 - 1.28 1.00 - 1.2 - 1.50 - 1.50 + 1.18 - 2.75 - 1,22
Killers : Killed 1.00 +1.67 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 -~ + 2.00 0,00 + 1.13
CANNOT CODE NATIONALITY : . _
Total 0O 0.0 34100.0 42 100.0 33 100.0 16 100.0 41 100.0 26 100.0 37 100.0 229 100.0
Violents 0 0.0 27 79.4 34 B1.0 24..72.7 8 50.0 21 51.2 15 57.7 23 62.2 152 66.4
Victims 0O 0.0 29 85.3 37 88.1 25 75.8 12 75.0 27 65.9 22 B4.6 25 67.6 177 77.3
Involved In Violence 0 0.0 31 ©t.2 41 97.6 '29 87.9 14 87.5 32 78.0 23 B8.5 33 B89.2 203 88.6
“KiTiers 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 4.8 2 8.1 O 0.0 2 4.9 1 3.8 0 0.0 7 3.1
Kilied - L © 0.0 0 0.0 -2 4.8 2 6.1 0 0.0 1 2.4 1 3.8 1 2.7 7 3.1
Involved In Killing 0o 0.0 o0 0.0 3 7.1 2 6.1 0O 0.0 2 4.9 1 3.8 1 2.7 9 3.9
Character V-Score 0.0 91.2 104.8 "93.9 87.5 82.9 92.3 91.9 92.6
Violents : Victims 0.00 - 1.07 - 1.09 - 1.04 . 1.50 - 1.29 - 1.47 - 1.09 21,18
Kilters : Killed 0.00 - 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 - + 2.00 1.00 - 0.00 1.00

8.
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TABLE 62:  RISK RATIOS -: RACE FOR ALL CHARACTERS. IN ALL PROGRAMS

67-686 1969 1970 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 TOTAL

_ . N . % .. N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N %
- WHITE RACE _ _ : o
Total 351 100.0 250 100.0° 138 100.0 207 100.0 244 100.0 295 100.0 276 100.0C 273 100.0 2074 1000
Violents 175 48.9° 129 44.5 59 42.8 86 41.5 91 37.3 95 32.2 108 39.1 105 38.5 848 40.9
Victims 184 55.3 154 53.1 65 47.1 93 44.9 t14 46.7 133 45,1 136 49.3 143 52.4 1032 49.8
Involved In Violence 229 65.2 180 62.1 72 52.2 118 57.0 134 54.% 157 53.2 165 59.8 171 62.6 1226 59.t
Killers 48 13.7 12 4.1 11 8.0 19 9.2 18 7.4 16 5.4 33 12,0 2t 7.7 178 8.6
Killed 18- 5.1 8 2.8 8 - 5.8 7 3.4 8 3.3 114 3.7 20 7.2 11 4.0 91 4.4
Invotved In Killing 59 16.8. 19 6.6 15 10.9 22 10.6 2% 8.6 22 7.5 46 16.7 29 10.6 233 11,2
Character V-Score 82.1 68.6" 63.0 B7.6 63.5 60.7 76.4 73.3 70.3
Violents : Victims - 111 - 1,19 - 1.10 - 1.08 - 1.25 - 1.40 - 1.26 - 1.36 - 1,22
Killers : Killed - + 2.67 + 1,50 + 1.38 + 2.7 4+ 2.25 1.45. + 65 + 1,91 + 1.96
OTHER RACE . : . .

Total 104 100.0 49 100.0 16 100.0 11 100.0 ° 30 100.0 35 1000 35 t00.0 41:100.0 321 100.0

" Violents 65 2.5 26 53.1 7 43.8 5 45.5 13 43.32 11 31.4 13 37.1 12 29.3 152 47.4
Victims 81 77.9 37 75.5 9 56.3 6 54.5 15 50.0 21 60.0 14 _40.0 18 43.9 201 62.6
Involved In Viotence - 87 83.7 37 75.5 9 56.3 6 54.5 20 66.7 22 €2.9 16 - 45.7 18 45.3 216 67.3
Killers 5 4.8 2 4.1 0 0.0 2 18.2 5 16.7 3 B.6 1 2.9 2 4.9 20 6.2
Killed 7 6.7 0 0.0 0 ©.0 1 9.1 6 20.0 c 0.0 0 0.0 2 4.9 16 5.0
Involved In Killing 11 10.6 2 4. 0 0.0 2 18.2 8 26.7 3 8.8 1 2.9 3 7.3 30 8.3
Character V-Scor‘le 94,2 . 79.6 _ 56,3 ) 72.7 93.3 7t.4 48.6 53.7 76 .6
Violents : Victims - 1.25 - 1.42 - 1,29 - 1.20 - 1.15 - 1.9 - 1.08 - 1.50 - 1.32
Killers : Killed - 1.40 + 0.00 0.00 + 2.00 - 1.20 + 0.00 + 0.00 .00 + 1,28

CANNOT CODE RACE ' _

Total 0 0.0° 38100.0 42100.0 34 100.0 26 100.0 29 100.0. 3% 100.0 50 100.0 254 100.0
Viclents 0O 0.0 28 73.7 36 B5.7 25 73.5 14 53.8 18 62.1 20 57.1 40 80.0 181 71.3
Victims ‘ ‘ 0 0.0 31 B1.6 37 88.1 29 B5.3 20. 76.9 19 - 65.5 27 77.1 35 70.0 198. 78.0
Invoived In Vioténce ¢ 0.0 33 B6.B 42 100.0 31 ©91.2 2t 80.8 21 72.4 29 82.9 46 92.0 223 87.8
Killers 0 0.0 o 0.0 4.8 1 2.9 o 0.0 2 6.9 0 0.0 ¢ 0.0 5 2.0
Killed 0 0.0 o o0.0 1 2.4 0 0.0 0 o©.0¢ 1 3.4 o 0.0 1 2.0 3 1.2
Involved In Killing 0. ©.0 ¢ ©0.00. 2 4.8 1 2.9 0 0.0 2 6.9 o o0.¢C 1 2.0 6 2.4
Character V-Score 0.0 86.8 104.8 94 .1 80.8 79.3 82.9 94 .0 Q0.2
Violents : Victims 0.00 - 1.1 - 1.03 - 1.186 - 1.43 - 1.08 - 1.35 +1.14 1.09
Killers : Killed . 0.00 00 + 2,00 +.0.00 0.00 - + 2.00 © 0,00 -'0.00

+ 1.67

98



TABLE 63: - RISK RAYIOS -- RACE FOR MEN IN ALL PROGRAMS

" §7-68 - 1969 1970 1971 T 1973 1974 - 1975 TOTAL -

N N % N % N % N % N % N % - N % N %
" WHITE RACE , : . _ _
Total _ 270 1000 215 100.0 105 100.0 153 100.0 - 168 100.0 202 100.0 207 100.0 213 100.0 1533 100.0
. Violents . 146 S54:1 110 S1.2 50 47.6 72 47,1 79 47.0 75 37.1t 89 43.0 85 39.9 706 46.1
Victims 165 B&1.1 126 58.6 57 '54.3 78 47.7 .95 56.5 103 S1.0 112 54.1 118 55.4 849 55.4
Involved In Violence 186 68.9 147 68.4 60 S57.1 92 '60.1 109 64.9 118 SB.4 133 64.3 138 64.8 983 &4.1
Killers ‘ . 42 156 12 5.6 16 9.5 19 .12.4 17 10.1+. 16 7.9 28 13.5 19 .8.9 163 .10.6
Killed 16 5.9 7. 3.3 5 4.8 6 3.9 7 42 '8 4.0 18 B.7 10. 4.7 ?77. 5.0
Involved In Kiiling 52 19.3 18 8.4 12 11.4 2t 13,7 19 11.3 19 9.4 39 18.8 26 12.2 206 13.4
Character V-Score 88.1 76.7 68.6 - 73.9 76.2 67.8 83.1 . 77.0 77.6
Violents : Victims -~ - $.13 - 1.15 - 1.14 - i.01 - 1.20 - 1.37 - 1.26 - 1.39 - 1.20
Ktllers : Killed "+ 2.63 -_0- .71 + 2.00 + 3.17 + 2.43 + 2.00 +1.58 .+ 1,80 + 2.12
OTHER RACE : . : S
Total 88 100.0 41.100.0 11 $100.0 .10 100.0 28 100.0 32.100.0 25 100.0 29 100.0 264 100.0
Violents _ 59 €7.0 22 53.7 6 54.5 5 50.0 13 46.4 10 31.3 12 48.0 12 41.4 139 62.7
Victims _ 71 80.7 31 75.6 7 63.6 6 60.00 14 50.0 19 9.4 13 52.0 16 55.2 177 &7.0
Involved In Violence 76 86.4 31 75.8 7 63.6 6 60.0 19 67.9 20 62.5 15 -60.0 17 58.6 191 72.3
Killers 5 5.7 2 4.9 0 0.0 2 20.0 5 17.9 3. 9.4 1 .4.0 2 6.9 20 7.6
Killed 6 6.8 o 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.0 6 21.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 6.9 15 5.7
Involved In Killing ~ 10 t1.4 2 4.9 ¢ 0.0 2 20.0 8 28.6. 3 9.4 t . 4.0 3 10.3 29 11.0
Character V-Score 97,7 " 80.5 63.6 80.0 96.4 71.9 4.0 69.0 B3.3
Violents : Victims - 1.20 - 1,41 - 117 - t.20 - 1.08 - 1.90 - 1.08 - 1.33 - 1,27
Kiliers : Killed - $.20 +0.00 0.00 + 2.00 - 1.20 +.0.00 + 0.00 1.00 +.1,33 -
CANNOT CODE RACE - _ ‘
Total 0 0.0 34100.0 35 100.0 25 100.0 21 100.0 26 100.0 31.100.0 41 100.0 213 100.0
Violents 0 0.0 27 79.4 29 B82.9 19 76,0 12 57.1 16 1.5 20 64.5 34 B2.9 157 73.7
Victims © 0.0 23 85.3 31 88.6 23 92.0 16 76.2 ‘17 65,4 26 83.9 28 68.3 170 79.8
Involved In Violence. O 0.0 31 91.2 . 35 100.0  25'100.0 17 81.0 19 73.1 28 90.3. 38 92.7 193 90.6 -
Killers "0 0.0 0 0.0 2 5.7 0. 0.0 0o 0.0 2. 7.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 1.9
Killed 0 0.0 0o 9.0 t 2.9 0 00 ©0 0.0 1. 3.8 0 0.0 1. 2.4 3 1.4
Involved In. Killing 0 0.0 ¢ 0.0 2 5.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 7.7 0 0.0 1 2.4 5 2.3
Character V-Score 0.0 91.2 105.7 100.0 81.0 . 80.8 90.3 95.1 g3.0
Viclents : Victims . 0.00 - 1.07. - 1.07 - 121 - 1.33 - 1.06 - 1.30 0 41,21 + 1.08
Killers .: Killed 0.00 0.00 © .+ 2.00 0.00 0.00 + 2.00 0.00 0.00 + 1.33

L8



WHITE RACE -

Total

Yiotents

Victims

Involved In Violence
Killers

Kitled
Invoived- In Killing

-Character V-Score

Violents Victims
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OTHER RACE

Total
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Kiltlers o 81lled

CANNOT CODE RACE

Total
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T Killers .

Killed

Involved In Ktlling
Character V-Score

Violents @ Victims
Killers . Killed
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o 0
50

- 1.5

0.0

2 100.
1 50.
1 BO.
1 50,
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50
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1970

N %
33. 100.0
9 27.3
g 24.2
12 36.4
1 3.0
3 9.1
3 9.1
45.5

+ 1.13
--3.00
5 100.0
1 20.0
2 4p.0
2 40.0
0 0.0
0 0.0
0 0.0
40.0

- 2.00
0.00

3 100.0
3.100.0
2 66.7
3 100.0
0 0.0
o 0.0
0 0.0
100.0

+ 1.50
0.00

1971

N %
54 100.0
14 25.9
20 37.0
26 48.1
0 0.0
1 1.9
1 t.9
50.0

- 1.43

- 0.00
1 100.0.
6 0.0
] 0.0
0 Q.0
4] 0.0
0 0.0
0 6.0

0.

0.00
0.00

2 100.0
o 0.0
0 0.0
o 0.0
o 0.0
0 0.0
0 0.0
0.0
0.00
0.00

Q.

" RISK RATIOS -- RACE FOR WOMEN IN ALL PROGRAMS

1972

N %
76 100.0
12 15.8
19 25.0
25 32.9

1 1.3

1 1.3

2 2.8

35.5
. 1.58
1.00

2 100.0

0 0.0

1 50.0

1 50.0

o 0.0

0 0.0

o 0.0

50.0
- 0.00
0.00

3. 100.0

1 33.3

2 66.7

2 86.7

o 0.0

0 0.0

0 0.0

66.7
- 2.00
0.00

1973

N %
a3 100.
20 21,
30 32
39 41
0 0.p
3 3.2
3 3.2
as. 2
- 1.50
- 0.00
3 100.0
1 33.3
2 66.7
2 66.7
0. 0.0
0 0.0
0o 0.0
66.7
- 2.00
0.00
1 100.0
0o 0.0
0 0.0
0 0.0
0 0.0
0 0.0
0 0.0
0.0
0.00
0.00

wwm o

1974

N %
69 100.0
19 27.5
24 234.8
32 45.4
5 7.2
2 2.9
7 10.1
56.5

- 1.26

+ 2.50
10 100.0
1 .10.0
1 10.0
1 10.0
0 0.0
o 0.0
o 0.0
10.0
1.00
0.00

2 100.0
0 0.0
o 0.0
0 . 0.0
0 0.0
o 0.0
0 0.0
0.0
0.00

1875

N %

60 100.
20 33.3
25 41.7
33 55.0
2 3.3
11,7
3 5.0
60.0
- 1.25
+ 2.00
12 100.0
o 0.0
2- 1'6;7
2 16.7
o 0.0
6 0.0
0 0.0
16.7
- 0.00
0.00
t 100.0
1.100.0
0 0.0
1 100.0
0 0.0
0 0.0
0o 0.0
100.0
+ 0.00

0.00

o

TOTAL

N %

' 84t 100.0
142 26.2
183 33.8
243 44.9
15 2.8
14 2.6
27 5.0
49.9

1.29

+ 1.07

50 100.0
7 14.0
17 34.0
18. 36.0
0 0.0

1 2.0

1 2.0
38.0

- 2.43

- 0.00
14 100.0
6 42.9
5 35.7

7 50.0

0 0.0

0 0.0
0 0.0
50.0

+ 1.20
0.00

88
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Victims
Ktiled

Violents

" Victims

Involved In Violence

‘Kitlers
Killed

*BAD

Invoived In Killing

Character V-Score .

Victims
: Killed

Violents

Kitlers
(VILLTANS)
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3 3.8 5 B
8 101 7 9
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+:2.00 + 1.2
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33 70.2 32 74.
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RISK RATIOS -- TYPE FOR ALL CHARACTERS IN ALL PROGRAMS
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N
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TOTAL

Noo%
1256 100.0
467 37.2
608" 48.4
722 §7.5
53 4.2
21 1.7
68 5.4
62.9
- 1.30
+ 2.52
598 100.0
224 37.%
294 49,2
339 . 56.7
30. 5.0
27 4.5
8 7.7
64.4
- 1.3
+ 1.1
338 100.0
249  73.7
254 751
287 B84.9
67 198
37 10.9
85 25.1
$10.1
21,02
+131
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TABLE - 65: RISK RATIOS -- TYPE FOR ALL CHARACTERS IN ALL PROGRAMS _ CONTINUED -

87-66. 1969 1970 197t 1972 1973 . 1974 1975 TOTAL

HAa

_ N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N % N %

CANNOT CODE TYPE B S - » . L
Total . 455 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1.100.0 1 100.0 0 - 0.0 457 100.0.
Violents . 240 52.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0. 0.0 ©0 0.0 .0 0.0 11000 O 0.0 24t 52
Victims ‘ 275 60.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 ©0.00 0 00 0 00 0 .00 0 0.0 275 60.
Involved In Viclence 316 69.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0. 0 0.0 - 11i00.0 © 0.0 317 69.
Killers 3. 11,6 .0 0.0 © 0.0 o 0.0 0. .0.0 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 53 11.6
Killed 25 5.5 o 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0o 0.0 0. 0.0 0 0.0 25 5.5
Involved In Killing 70 15.4 0. 0.0 0 0.0 © 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0. 0.0 0 0.0 70 15.3
Character V-Score . B4.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 84.7
Viclents : Victims 21,18 0.00 . 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 +0.00 6.00 - 1.14

+ 2.12 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Killers : Killed 0.00 o+ 2,42

06



TABLE : 562 RISK RATIOS ~- TYPE FOR MEN IN ALL PROGRAMS

. 67-68 1969 1970 -~ 1974 1972 - 1973 1974 . 1975 TOTAL
NGOO% N % NT% LN % N- % No% N % N % N

1GO0D’ (HEROES) : .
149 100.0 . 163 100.0 928 100.

Total O 0.0 141 100.0 99 100.0 9% 100.0 125 100.0 160 100.0

Viotents 0 0.0 69 48.9 46 46.5 41 451 56 44.8 S5 34.4 64 43.0 65 39.9 396 42.

Victims ‘ 6 0.0 85 60.3 54 53.5 47 51.6 68 54.4 77 4B.1- 82 55.0 84 51.5 . 497 53.

Involved In Violence. 0 0.0 97 68.B 59 59.6 58 63.7 81 64.8 B8 550 96 64.4 103 63.2 582 62.

Killers 0 0.0 2 1.4 7 7.1 7 7.7 a 3.2 9 56 17 11.4 & 3.7 52 5.

Killed o 0.0 ©0 00 1 1.0 ©O:00 3 2.4 3 1.9 6 4.0 2 1.2 15 1.
Invoived In Killing 0 0.0 2 t.4 7. 7.4 7T 7.7 7. 5.6 9 5.6 21 14.% 8 3 61 6.6
Character V-Score 0.0 70.2. 66.7° 71.4 '70.4 . 60.6 78.5 6B 69.3
Violents : Victims 0.00 - 1.23 - 117 - 1,15 - 1.21 - t.40° - 1.28 - 1,29 - 1.2
Killers : Killed 0.00 + 0.00 + 7.00 + 0.00 +1.33 °  +3.00 ° +2.83 +3.00 + 3.47

MIXED TYPE _ B . _

Total 0 0.0 87 100.0 34 100.0 57 100.0 53 100.0 47 100.0 76 100.0 78 100.C 432 100.

Viotents 0 0.0 38 43.7 21 61.8 27 ‘47.4 18 34,0 9 18.1 34 44.7 34 43.6 18t 41,

Victims 0 0.0 54 62.1 -23 67.6 29 50.9 23 43.4 .21 44.7 42. 5.3 45 S7.7 237 S54.

Invoived In VioIence 0. 0.0 59 67.8 25 73.5 35 61.4 27 50.9 22 46.8 50 65.8 St 65.4 269. 62.

Killers 0 0.0 5 5.7 2 5.9 5 8.8 6. 11.3 0 0.0 4 5.3 3 3.8 25 5.

CKilted 0 0.0 .1 t.1 2 59 3 5.3 5 9.4 1. 2.1 5 6.6 6 7.7 23 s.
Involved In Killing ¢ 0.0 6 6.9 .3 8.8 7 12.3 7 13.2 1 2.1 7-9.2 7 9.0 38 8.

" ‘Character V-Score " 0.0 74.7 82.4 73.7 64.2 48.9 - 75.0 74:4 71.1
Violents : Victims 0.00" - 1.42 - 1,10 - 1.07 - 1.28 - 2.33 - 1.24 - 1.32 - 1,31
Killers : Killed . 0.00 + 5.00 -1.00 +1.67 + 1.20 - 0.00 - 1.25 - 2,00 + 1.09

‘BAD’ (VILLngNS) _ . , _ L : : o '

" Total 0. 0.0 62100.0 18 100.0 40 100.0 - 39-100.0 53 100.0 37 100.0 42 100.0 . 291 100
Viotents 0 0.0 52 83.9 18 100.0 28 70.0 30 76.9 37 69.8 22 59.5 32  76.2 219 75.
Victims ' G 0.0 47 75.8 18.100.0 26 65.0 34 B87.2 41 77.4 ~ 27 73.0 33 78.6 226 77.
Involved In Violence .0 0.0 53 85,5 18.100.0 30 75.0 37 94.9 47 88.7 29 78.4 3% 92.9 253 B86.
Killers 0 0.0 7 11.3 3 16.7 . 9 22,5 {2 30.8 12 22.6 8 21.6 12 28.6 63 21.
Killed 0 00 6 9.7 3 16.7 4 10.0 5 12.8 5 9.4 7 18.9 5 11,9 35 12.
Invplved In Killing 0 0.0 12 19.4 . 4 22.2 9 22,5 13 33.3 14 26.4 12 32.4 15 35.7 79 27.

' Character V-Score 0.0 | 104.8 122.2 97.5 128.2 115.1 - 110.8 128.6 114
Vioients : Victims 0.00 + 1011 1.00. 4+ 1.08 - 1.13 111 - 1.23 - 1.08 -1

- Kitiers ' Killed 0.00 +1.17 1.00:- + 2,25 + 2.40 2.40 + 1.14 + 2.40 + 1.80
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. ;TABLE 661 . RISK RATIOS -- TYPE FOR MEN IN ALL PROGRAMS s T " CONTINUED -

67-68 1969 to70 1971 . 1972 - 1873 1974 1975  TOTAL
N% N-% ‘N % N % N % N % N % NCO% N %
CANNOT CODE TYPE . _ : . - : o ' _ . _

Total . 3581000 ©0 0.0 0O 0.0 0 00 O 00 0 0.0 t 100.0 0 0.0 359 100.
Viotents . 205 7.3 ©0 ©.0 O 0.0 O ©00 O ©00 O 0.0 1100.0 ©O 0.0 206 57.
Victims . 236 €5.9 ©0 0.0 O 6.0 0O 00 ©O ©00 ©O 00 O 0.0 .0 0.0 236 &5.
Invoived In Violenc 262 73.2 ] 0.0 ) 0.0 O 0.0 0 Q.'U 0 Q.0 1.100.0 0. 0.0 263 73.
Killers ' 47 131 o0 00 ©O 0.0 ©0-0.0 O 0.0 .0.00 O .00 ©O 0.0 47 13.1
Killed : 22 6.1 0. 00 ©O 0.0 ©0 ©0.0 ©0 ©00 ©O 00 © 0.0 ©0 0.0.. 22 6.1
Involved In Killing 62°'17.3 0 00 ©0 0.0 "0 ©00 © 00 © 00O 0 00 O 0.0 62 17.3
Character V-Score 90.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0, 90.5
Violents : Victims . - 1.15 0.00 0.00 0.00. - 0.00 0.00- +'0.00 0.00 - - 115"

+ 2.14 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 + 2.14

Killers : Killed

W~Nbd O

26



TABLE 67:  RISK RATIOS -- TYPE FOR WOMEN IN ALL PROGRAMS

67-68 1969 1970 197 1972. 1873 1974 1975 TOTAL
N % NGO% N % . N % N % N % : :

'GOOD’ (HERQES)

Total 0 0.0 52100.0 27 100.0 31 100.0 54-100.0 62 100.0 46 100.0 0 314 100:0
Violents 0 0.0 12 23.+ 8 29.6 6 19.4 8 14,8 11 17.7 B 17.4 11 26.2 64 20.4
Victims 0 0.0 20 38.5 6 22.2 11 35.5 47 31.5 24 38.7 11 23,9 11 26.2 100 31.8
Involved In Violence 0 0.0 24 46.2 = 9 33.3 14 45.2 20 37.0 28 -45.2 15 32.6 19 45,2 129 41.1
Killers 0 0.0 0 0.0 ©0 0.0 0 0.0 0 00 0 0.0 1 2.2 @ 0.0 1 0.3
Killed 9 6.0 1t 19 ©0 00 1 3.2 't 1.9 2 3.2 1 2.2 © 0.0 6 1.9
Involved In Kiiling 6 00 1 19 ©0 00 1 3.2 t 1.3 2 3.2 2 4.3 0 0.0 7 2.2
Character V-Score 0.0 48. 1 33.3 ag.4a 38.9 - a8.4 37.0 5.2 43.3’
Violents : Victims 0.00 - 1.67 +.1.33 - 1.83. - 2.13 - 2.18 - 1.38 1.00 - 1.56
Killers : Killed 0.00 - 0,00 0.00 - 0.00 - 0.00 - 0.00 1.00 0.00 - 6.00
MIXED TYPE . o _ .
Totat 0 0.0 267100.0 12 100.0 - 21-100.0 24 100.0 20 100.0 26 100.0 25 100.0 156 100.0
Violents O 0.0 6 231 3 250 5 23.8 3 12,5 § 250 8 28.6 5 20.0 35 22.4
Victims 0 0.0 9 34.6 4 33.3 28.6 4 16.7 4 20.0 10 35.7 11 44.0 48 30.8
Involved In Violence 0 0.0 9 34.6 6 50.0 8 381 6 250 7 35.0 13 46.4 12 48.0 61 39.1
Killers c o0 ©0 00 1 83 0 00 O 00 © 00 2 7.4 1 4.0 4 2.6
Killed . c 0.0 0 00 3 2.0 0 0.0 ©0 0.0 0 0.0 1 3.6 0 0.0 4 2.6
Involved In Killtng 0 0.0 ©0 0.0 3 2.0 ©0 00 ©0 00 © 00 3 10.7 1 4.0 7 4.5
Character V-Score 0.0 34.6 75.0 3g.1 25.0 - 35.0 57.1 ' 52.0 a3.6
Violents : Victims 0.00 - 1,50 - 1.33 - 1.20 - 1;33 .+ 1.25 - 1.25 -.2,20 - 1,37
Kilters : Killed 0.00 - 0.00 - 3.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 + 2.00 + 0.00 1.00
BAD’ (VILUIANS) - o o - c - .
Totat 0 0.0 4100.0 2 100.0 5.100.0 . 3 100.0  14°100.0 7 100.0 6 100.0 41 100.0
Violents © 0.0 4100.0 2100.0 3 60.0 2 66.7 5 357 4 57.1 5 B3.3 25 61.0
Victims -0 0.0 3 °75.0 2100.0 3 ‘60,0 1 33.3 4 286 4 57.1 5 B83.3 22 53.7
Involved In Violence -0 ©0.0 4 100.0 ' '2 100.0 4 60.0 2 66.7 6 429 5 71.4 5 83.3 28 68.3
Killers ' o 00 ©0 00 0 00 O 00 1 333 © 0.0 2 286 1 16.7 4 9.8
Killed " 6 0.0 ©0°00 0 00 © .o © 00 t 74 O 0.0 1 16.7 2 4.9
" Involved In Kitling 0 0.0 © 0.0 ©O0 0.0 © ©0.0 1 333 1 7.1 2 28.6 2 33.3 6 14.6
Character V:Score 0.0 100.0 100.0 60.0 100.0 50.0 100.0 116.7 B82.9
Viatents : Victims 0.00 +1.33 1,00 1.00 4+ 2.00 +1.25 1,00 1,00 +1.14
“Killers .: Killed . 0.00  0.00 0.00 0.00 0. - 0.00 + 0.00 1.00 + 2.00
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TABLE 67:- RISK RATIOS -+ TYPE FOR WOMEN IN ALL PROGRAMS ' ' " CONTINUED .

Qw = wvna

67-68 .. 1889 ... 1970 1871 . 1972 1973 1974 1975, TOTAL
SN N % NOO% NODo% N % N % NCo% N % NGO%
- "".CANNOT CODE TYPE : _ _ . - : R

. Total 831000 0 0.0 © 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 - 1100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 94 100.
Violents _ 31 33,3 0 0.0 ©0 0.06° 0 0.0 0 00 ©0 ©0 © 06.0° © 0.0 31 33.
Victims _ 35 37.6 0 0.0 O ©0.0 O ©0.0 0O 0.0 0 0.0 0O 0.0 0. 0.0 a5 37.
Invelved In Viclence 50 53.8 -0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 o 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 S0 53.
Kilters x 6 6.5 0 00 O 00 0.--000 0 0.0 0 0.0 © 0.0 ©0 0.0 6 6
Kilted : .3 32 o0 0.0 ©0.00 ©0 006 ©6- 00 © 00 ©0 0.0 0 0.0 3 3
Involved In Killing 8. B.6 © 00 0 00 ©0 00 .0 00 © 0.0 0. 00 0 0.0 8 8
Character V-Score 62.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 61
Violents. : Victims - 1.13 0.00° 0.00 . 0.00 0.00 0.00° 0.00 0.00 -1
+ 2,00 0.00 0.00° 0.00 c.00  0.00 .0.00 0.00 + 2.0

Killers : Killed

NARO O

76



" TABLE 58 : Question: "During any given week, what are your chances of being
involved in some type of violence -- about a 50-30 chance, about a 1 in 10
chance, or about a 1,in 100 chance?" Percent of respondents answering "50-50
chance or "1 in 10 chance" S '

Light Heavy'_ Cultivation Significaﬁce_
v TV = differential Jdevel
ACE: ) - S :
Under 30 49 60 4l p=.031
30 and over .36 50 - +1l4 -opllo0t
SEX: - ) ] . ) - co
Male " . 35 52 ° +#7 p<.001. . .
Female _ &4 51 + 7 ' p=.031
EDUCATION: . o
No college ' 44 - .56 C+12 Cp=.001"
Some college ' ¥ . 44 - +10 S p=.011
NEWSPAPER: - - _
,Low reader - 52 58 + 6 p=.138
High reader 36 50. - +14 . pKJ001
TOTAL: | 39 527 : 413 pc.00b

‘ Sémple: STARCH

- TABLE 69 . Question: "puring any given week, about how many pedple
out of 100 are involved in some. kind of violence -- would you say about
1 person .in 100 or about 10 people in 1007"  Percent of respondents

. answering "10 people in 100" - ' e C

Lighﬁ ' Medium _ Heavy Cultivation Significance
v ™. IV differential level
AGE: | ‘ . : o o
Under 30 = . 60 8L 71 +11 - p=.003
30 and over 49 50 58 +9 p<.001
SEX: _ : _ L
‘Man 45 48 54 +9 p=.001
" Woman 60 59 67 + 7 p=.006
EDUCATION:
Less than high o ) -
_ school complete 70 . 58 63 -7 p=.043
High school grad - 30 57 . 62 - +1i2 - pe.001
. Some college 43 LY 59 - - 416 : - p<001
NEWSPAPER: , _ : _
Low reader . 35 59 67 +12 p=.001
Medium reader 49 52 67 +18 : p<.001
High reader - 54 - 50 53 - = p=.484
TOTAL: 52 . 53 .62 410 . p<,001

Sample: ORC



TABLE 70-: Question: ‘iﬂhat percent of all crimes are violent crimes like
muders, rape, robbery and aggravated -assault? .Is it 8 pexcent, 18 percent,
or 28 percent?" Percent of respondents answering "18 percent" or "28 percent"

Light Heavy. Cultivation Sigﬁificance

™ W differential ~ level

AGE: - - S

Under 30.° . I3 9 +17 - pfloot

30 .and over E 77 B3 46 7 p=.009
SEX: . o - -

Mal T 710 .81 - +10 - p=.001

Female = 81 88 o+ 7 p=.009
EDUCATION: _ . : o

No college 18 9 l +13 p<. 00l

“Some college : 73 72, -1 . p=.378
NEWSPAPER: - . : . B

Low reader ) - 75 ‘93 +18 p<. 001

‘High reader _ 76, & - - +6 p=.014
TOTAL: 76 8 +8 p< . 001,

Sample: STARCH

_TABLE 71: Question:,. 'What percent of all crimés are violent crimes ——
ilike murder, rape, robbery and aggravated assault? Would you say it
is 15 or 25 percent?" Paercent of respondents arswering "25 pergent"

.Light = Medium Heavy ' Cultiﬁation Significance

v W ™ differential level
AGE: : o ' _ S
Under 30 - : - 50 - 48 48 -2 - p=.278
30 and over . 36 38 48 412 p<ool
SEX: o o B S
Man 36 . 37 41 + 5 p=.082
Woman 45 &4 53 + 8 p=.001
EDUCATION:
Less than high . :
schiool complete 54 46 51 - -3 p=.319
" High school grad = 40 41 53 o +13 - p<.001
Some college - 32 35 37 +5 p=.058
NEWSPAPER: - C ‘ : .
Low reader 47 46 48 +1 ’ P=.373
Medium reader 37 42+ - 51 +14 p<.001
High reader 34 33 45 -+11 o p=.001
TOTAL: 41 40 48 w7 p<.001

Sample: - ORC



TABLE 72: Question: "What percent of all males who have jobs work in
law enforcement and crime detection -— 1 percent, 3 percent, or 9 percent?"
- Percent of respondents answering "3 percent” or "9 percent” -

Light  Heavy Cultivation Significance
V- - TV . differential _ level

Under 30 : 52 63 o L p=.028

30 and over . 49 . 58 +9 - p=.002
SEX: : ) _

 Male . 42 51 +9 'p=.010

Female . .57 66 +.9 =.012
EDUCATION:

No cellege 59 66 + 7 p=.026
~ Some college N 41 45 + 4 =,185
NEWSPAPER: - -

Low reader _ 65 73 + 8 p=.072

High reader o 46 55 + g p=.002
TOTAL: = 50 59 . 49 p<.001

Sample: STARCH

TABIE 73% Question:  "About what percent of all males who have jobs
work in law enforcement and crime detection -- like policeman, sheriffs,
detectives, etc.? -Would you say it is 1 or 5 percent?" Percent of
Tespondents answering "5 percemt" - ) o Co : ’

‘Light . Medium Heavy Cultivation Significaﬁce

TV. TV - v differential _ - level
AGE: : . _ ,
 Under 30 - 46 - 51 61 +15 ;o pl00t
30 and over. _ 50 - 48 . 54 + 4 . p=.054 -
SEX: .
Man - . - 47 47 51 +.4 p=.101
Woman TR 5 |60 4+ 9 p=.001
EDUCATION:
Lese than high : : -
school complete - 70 49 62 - 8 p=.026
High school grad 50 56 ., .58 o+ 8 p=.013
Some college | 33 a2 " 48 +15 p<.001
NEWSPAPER: . ’ . .
Low reader - 51 48 63 +12 p=.004
Medium reader - 47 48 54 + 7 : p=.032
"High reader’ - 48_ : 51 - -~ 533 + 5 S =,077
TOTAL: -~ 49 49 56 +7 p=.001

Sample: 0RCi



TABLE 74: Question: "Think about the number of people who are involved

in some kind of viclence each week., Do you think it is ¢loser to 1 perscn
out of every 100, or ten people out of every l00?" . Percent of respondents
answering "10 people out of every: 100" (Children's sample) '

Light © Medium Heavy Cultivation Significance:
IV TV o1V differential level
. GRADE: _ - _
Sixth . 90 - 93 82 -8 p=.024
Seventh - 'y ' 88 91 +19 p=.011
Eighth 83 82 90 +7 p=.151
SEX: ' : 7
Male g 82 8y 87 +5 . p=.166
Female 82 93 . B7 . +5 =.407
PARENTS' EDUCATION:
Neither parent : o . )
attended college 91 - - .92 83 -8 p=.017
. Father or both ' ' .
attended college =~ 77 82 93 +16 p=.003
NEWSPAPER: ) ' : |
. Low reader - 100 67 79 .o=21 p=.292
Medium reader 76 . - 92 86 +10 p=.366
fiigh reader 83 89 96 +7 - p=.015
TOTAL: . 82 88 - 87 +5 p=.189

Sample:‘ NJKIDS1

TABIE 75 : Question: "Think about all the men in the country who have jobs.
How many of them have: jobs in law enforcement and crime detection ~- like _
policemen, sheriffs, detective, etc.? Do you think azbout 1 out of every 100,
or 5 out of every 100?" Percent of respondents answering "5 out of every 100"
(Children's sample) E : ' o

Light Medium  Heavy = Cultivation Significance
™wv: - . TV TV - differential - level .
GRADE: : - ' |
Sixth _ : 67 - 67 84 +17 p=.003
S?venth_ o 72 . 64 79 + 7 p=.071
Eighth 61 56 . 76 415 p=,031
SEX: - :
Male . 56 55 "85 29 p<.001
Female _ . 82 71 77 =5 - p=.474
PARENTS' EDUCATION: '
Neither parent S o
attended college . 70 S 83 79 -+ 9 : =.007
Father or both ' : h :
. attended college 61 60 81 +20 p=.002
NEWSPAPER: ' - '
Low reader 86 - 79 55 -31 p=.004
Medium reader 60 - 65 . 84 +24 . plloot
High reader 68 50 89 +21 . p=.008
TOTAL: 67 63 80 . 413 p<.001

Sample: -NJKIDS1



TABLE 76: Question: "Would you say that most of the time people try to
be helpful, or that they are mostly just looking out for themselves?"
Percent of respondents answering "looking out.for themselves "

"Light'. Medium Heavy Cultivation Significance

TV IV TV differential level
AGE: ' ' . : ’ _ :
Under 30 34 40 - - 49 0 45 p€.001
30 - 54 30 33 417 4L p<.001
‘55 and over’ _34 ' - 40 42 + 8 - p=.014 -
SEX: . . . o _ o o
Male 38 39 50 412  pé.oo1
Female . o 26 - 35_ 39 - +13 - p<.001
'EDUCATION: . . o : -
" No college _ 38 - &0 44 N p=.003
Some college - 23 32 40 +17 - p<.001
NEWSPAPER: - L - _ o o
Low reader - .38 - 45 52 0 14 o p<.001
High reader 31 36 4l . 40 p<.001
TOTAL: . | 2 31 s 42 pgooL

~ Sample: NORC

_TABLE 77: Question- "Do you thipk most peoPIe would try’ to take _
- advantage of you if they get & chance, or would they try to be fa1r7“ .
Percent of respondents answering "try to take advantage'

Lighf . Medium_. :Heavy Cultivation Significaﬂce
™ TV TV  gifferential level
AGE: . o L e :
‘Under 30 - L 28 32 46 - +18 p(.001
30-54 23 31 ;0 37 - +14 p<.001
SS and over _ 27 .32 34 o+ 7 "~ p=.020
Male 27 37 46 #17. . p¢.00L
Female . 24 27 . . 34 “+10- ' p¢ 001
EDUCATION: : o . S
No college 31 © 34 38 +.7 - p.001
Some college 18 : 25 .38 +20 . pg.001
NEWSPAPER: - o o
Low reader 28 41 43 +15 pg.001
High reader 25 29 o337 +12 p{.001
TOTAL: - 26 31 - 38 +12 . p¢.001

Sample: -NORC
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TABLE 78: Question: 'Generally speaking would you say that most people
can be trusted or that you can't be too careful in dealing with people?”
Percent of respondents answering "you can't be teo careful "

Light -~ Medium Heavy Cultivation Significance
TV IV TV differential level
AGE: : E
Under 30 47 . 61 72 +25 p<.001
30 - 54 46 - 54 61 +15 p(.001
55 and over 53 - 73 64 +11 p¢. 001
SEX: R : S _
Male - ) 45 - - 57 60 B - : p<.001
Female 52 65 . 68 +16 p<.001
EDUCATION: : : :
No college 58 69 65 + 7 p=.001
Some college . 33 T 63 +30 p<.001
NEWSPAPER: _
' Low reader 63 65 60 - -3 p=.259
High reader 46 . 60 66 +20 p<. 001
TOTAL: . 4B © el 65 - +17 p¢. 001

Sample: NORC

?ABLE 79: Question: Do you believe that the death sentence should be given
in some cases?“_ Percent of respondents.answering "yes" (Children's sample)

Light Medium Heavy  Cultivation  Significance
. TV v TV differential level
GRADE: o B ' -

- §ixth . S 78 92 - +19 p=.022
Seventh 50 . 67. 65 415 p=.264
Eighth - 56 43 75 +19 p=.134

SEX: : _
Male . 69 - 58 89 - 420 p=.003
Female 54 69 -n _ +17 p=.087
PARENTS' EDUCATION:
Neither parent ) -

o attended college 32 63 40 .+ 8 p=.027
Father or both ' ' _
attended college 43 61 Td 431 p=.003

NEWSPAPER: .

Low reader .75 i 78 - 86 B o ] p=.279
Medium reader 54 61 78 . +34 p=.003
High reader 67 . . 62 83 +16 _ =.086

TOTAL: 62 64 80 +18 p=.002

Sample: NJKIDS1





