medi a and vi ol ence have ever since been put in a realtionship though sonetinmes
there is no significant way to proof it. nobst parents who care about their
children will not expose themto too much tv and especially not to violent tv
shows. but neverthel ess when kinds grow ol der they find access. through friends
whos parents do not controll themas nuch or through other sources,

i ncreasingl <y the internet. nmany young boys, having the higher testostero

| evel, have been seen as problemativ children anyways, because our educationa
systemis nostly rulesd by wonen. they of course represent the fenale speicies
and the femaile points of view many female teachers think that boys are nore
aggressive, concentrate worse and do not do as good in school as girls do. they
are preseived as inploite, aggressive and sonetinmes even less intelligent. but
why? it might be the case that education is nore orientedon the femal e view and
the fenmal e devel opnent, as any teachers do not think of bys as their primary
audi ence or because they think that a shy, quiet and polite female stuent is a
"better" student or nmore intelligent. violence in children and teenagers m ght
be causd by so many facrots that one can not determ ne the one that "give the
"ausschahg" if a perfectly happy child in a safe environnent, happy at schoo
and with a good relationsship to the parents who care watches nedi a vi oel ence he
or she will not be very likely to go out and be violent to wards other
peopl e/ chi |l dren

Scapegoat -ing the Media

Wth a grow ng nunmber of violent acts commited by teenagers or young adults
(for exanple in school massacres |i ke Wnnenden or several Anercian high
school s), our society has to raise and di scuss the question of the reasons why
these things happen nore frequently nowadays.

Looki ng at the average tv progranme and the video games npbst even pre-teenagers
use daily, one can see that a lot of this stuff is not suitable for children or
teenagers. Even a lot of adults would feel unconfortable, being confronted with
scenes and pictures that contain such an anount of violence, blood and hate
nmessages. Now the question is: Do this games and filnms make our children crazy?
Do they transformour little ones into little terrorists and mnmurderers?

Let's take a close look at the way this discussion is taken: Politicians who
see thensel ves confronted with the question of howto cone up with a solution
(I aw-wi se) which does calmthe parents and teachers but does not upset the left
voters too nuch (in ternms of being cut of fromtheir free rights).

Parents who are scared that sonething could a) make their child an aggressive
anokl aufer or b) being killed by one. They feel like they cannot control all and
everything what their children consune nedi a-wi se. Which is right and true and
has al ways been that way. But with the internet as an easy source that al nost
garanties access to any kind of forbidden and banned stuff, they are in a worse
position than their parents where back then. The next group involved are the
young peopl e thensel ves; growi ng up (presumng you live in a first world
country) with all varieties of nedia and access to al nost everything they can
imgine via the internet, they do not want to be restricted in any of their
rights to choose their entertai nment. Because they are a)not used to and b)fee
a lot of peer pressure to put up with their peer group.

Every single group involved feels scared and thinks the other group is
potentially dangerous to their own goal. In this context, no wonder all the
research done up to this point, is very diverse. Every single study focuses on
different aspects and a |ot of them do not want plain research but proof for
their theories, which nakes it not really easy to do an objective job. So
everybody taking part in the debate can choose a study to support their theory
and underline their point of view

So, if we cannot rely on the acadenics and scientists to tell us, what to do?
Common Sense. Common sense tells ne, for exanple when reading that exposure to
a lot of nedia violence nakes kids nore aggressive, that this is not a surprise.



Not only because of the content, | think. A child who spends nost of its time in
front of a tv- or conputer screen, socially isolated and in addition with little
attention fromthe parents' side, will of course feel nobre aggressive, nore
depressive and | ess confident and satisfied than a kid in the opposite
situation. What is nment to be said by this argunment: Yes, of course nedia

vi ol ence has an influence, yes we should watch our children carefully,
especially in young years, when they use the internet or watch tv, BUT far nore
inmportant is the parents' (and teacher's) relationship with the child. Children
who feel accepted by their peers, protected and back-uped by their parents,
respected and supported by their teachers, will not be turned into anokl aufer by
the consunption of violent video ganes and novies. It is nevertherless inportant
to stay in conmunication with the children about this things.

Qur society has to |l earn how to debate such issues honestly and with the
intention to find the RIGHT answer to it, not to proof their own way of
thinking. As long as children do not get the attention they need in our society
and as long as there is a lack of tolerance, conmunication and will to really
understand them we will not solve problens |ike teenage violence. Not by
introducing laws to ban all violent nedia (sonme of course are perfectly right
where they are: in the Gftschrank), not by telling themthat they are bad
people if they watch that stuff and not by connecting the consum of horror filns
with lunatic bl oodaddi cted freaks who like to torture people.



