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A.,H, Busg: The Psychology of Aggression, Wiley and

m Sons, Inc., New York & London, 1961. p.2.
here 5 ﬂwo reasons for excluding the concept of

|intent from the definition of aggression. First, it |

implies teleology, a purposive act directed toward a
future goal, and this view is inconsistent with the
behavioral approach adopted in this book. Second, an
more important, is the difficulty of applying this xmx
term to behavioral events. Intent is a private event
that may or may not be capable of verbalization, may |
or may not be accurately reflected in a verbal state=-
ment, One might be led to accept intent as an
inference fgom the reinforcement history of the
organism, If an aggressive response has been
systematically reinforced by a specific consequence,
such as flight of the victim, the recurrence of the
aggressive response might be said to involve an
"intent to cause flight," However, this kind of
inference is superfluous in the analysis of behavior;
it is more fruitful to examine directly the relation

Excerpt of Buss, A. H., 1961: The psychology of aggression, New York and London (John Wiley & Sons) 1961.




between reinforcement history of an aggressive
responggaand the immediate situation eliciting the
respops '

In gummary, intent is both awkward and unnecessary
in the 'anal'ysis” of aggressive behavior; rather, the
crucial issue is the nature of the reinforcing
consequences that affect the occurrence and strength
of aggressive responses, In other words, what are

the classes of reinforcers that affect aggressi
behavior? dgressive
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A.H. Buss: The Psychology of Aggression, Wiley and
Sons, Inc., New York & London, 1961, pe.l2

The instrumental response of aggression and the
emotional response of anger each occupy brief
temporal intervals, The attack is made and is over;
anger rises to a pitch and then subsides. Hostility
is an attitudinal response that endures: an implicit
verbal response involving negative feelings (ill will)
and negative evaluations of people and events, The
hostile response is neither instrumental nor autonomic
Rather, it involves the interpretation and evaluation
of stimuli, and the negative evaluations have no
impact on others unless they are verbaliszed.

When they are verbalized, hostile responses take
the form of negative labels of the kind that are used
in derogatory (aggressive) comments or feeling
statements, such as "I hate you," "I despise you,"
This does not mean that hostility and aggression are
identical, but rather that aggression may have
hostile components. Just as anger may be part of an

Eigentumn des Erich Fromm Dokumentationszentrums. Nutzung nur fir pe_rsénliche Zwlecke.
Verdffentlichungen — auch von Teilen — bedurfen der schriftlichen Erlaubnis des Rechteinhabers.

Propriety of the Erich Fromm Document Center. For personal use or_1|y. Citation or publication of
§  material prohibited without express written permission of the copyright holder.

w
£
-

L)
=
=
o]
=
L

Excerpt of Buss, A. H., 1961: The psychology of aggression, New York and London (John Wiley & Sons) 1961.



aggressive response in that it ;
cértain postural features . anaggs autonomic and
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