CHAPTER IV:

DATA ANALYSIS AND FINDINGS

4.0 Introduction YV

This chapter comprises two sections and called Afagd gSecﬁion A describes

the analysis conducted and displays the empirical res xam'nWtheses of

®
this research, using SMART-PLS 3.0 and SPSS @re. Segtion c'nl#'six
S

major sub-title. Section B compares section A's reSwts witlt eXpeyfs, VQ‘QH will be

before and after watching movies. \'z 0‘ S.
Following section, A, the fi hl)ec ' ar 'Q,background analysis,

N

the first section is sample prc@%in On ei ;‘gues' which has been in the
\gg d

questionnaire with explanations acfl (Aa\%ection is descriptive analysis

before watching movigf. Thehird (AJ) secifor] i@iptive analysis after watching
’ s

>

movies. The fourth %e on+ d&e€ted c rative tests including Homogeneity
of Variance (L &Tes \!@dem@nple T-Test and Analysis of Variance
> ? S
d

/'i’

ereﬁa of acceptance of violence as a dependent

(ANOVA) to(n, e the h
variable %n'th? ou @raphical variables: Gender, Age, Education,
‘D'Jf
watc

Worki h_MBC2, viole@\;ie, movie genre and hours_ MBC2. The fifth (A5)

proposed a structural equation model. The sixth (A6) section presents a

segt
Q%%ion of findings. Section B provides comparison results with experts through two
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steps before and after watching movies. Finally, the research provides a summary of the

data analysis results and the findings.

4.1  Demographic Background Analysis Q
The population of this study consists of Jordanian r;ies tudents, and the
sample has been taken from Yarmouk University and ayto nwrsity. The

L ]
ucatioff, w ub_@wg; of

ovie Je d ti.Q;Bf watch
ouT u SPS z:)ftware, the

characteristics examined included gender, age, level

watching MBC2 channel, Type of violence
MBC2 channel in the category and total in

Frequency analysis was carried out to ribghthe respontigsts’ p@&& The following

paragraphs depict the sample profil%is study”

.

'0’ 411 Gender
& \"v}"@

Table 4. mstra \QQ 0/(} e respondents were male, while 37.1%
¢ ' (2
were female ore, fhe ri& c(t}h respondents in his study are dominated by

N>
males. Tfle giSwibutigh Of ﬂuestﬁairestostudentsintheuniversitieswasselected

thromNo faculties in each*m?gr'sity. A significant number of reports, such as the
% a Media Network report, Sada news (2013), mentioned the fights or problems
Q g students, which refer to male students higher than females in the responses on
uestionnaires.
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412 Age

The figures in Table 4.1 also show that the majority of respondents%\nder

20 years old (44.6), followed by those between 21-23 years old (42.5),‘klhe group
of 23- 28 years (9.4), while the lowest percentage goes to those WhOVWars old and

above (3.5). The rates above are divided into two universities ism/s:

According to the last report from Yarmouk UniVeggity in OW the most
®

1. Yarmouk University

prominent rate of students enrolled was in or’s dggre e'e@ed at

87.5% and that explained the high rates nses\h hog ages start
%Myt

from 18 to 23 years which is achlevew er 85‘1

The rate of master’s degree w’ 9.65%, Phléﬁhy of Doctorate
achieved the lowest rate an ed 2.85\7”_& &

2. Al-Zaytoonah Umvera% é
There are seven sp%onsﬁ for@elor s degrees in the Faculty
of Economics% iness Wvher ﬁe@them IS a master’s degree in

d
accounting. %rat \i%’hg rom seven students in bachelor’s degree

eq malre given.

mentiongg to Mghes e sa " were from 18 to 23 years. The Yarmouk

v ude vé a ed 87.1% in the questionnaire given. Next,
% 1 sbogs ogr-s&ﬁc background according to frequency and
t \'Y'
centage.
S

d
N
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Table 4.1: Demographic Background according to Frequency and Percentage

Items Profile Frequency Percentage
Gender Male 234 62.9 %
Female 138 31\
Under 20 years 166 %
Age 21-23 years 158 2.
23- 28 years 35 &
28 years and above 13 5
Diploma - i -
. Bachelor 363 \, 97.6
Level of Education Master 9 24

Doctorate 0 0%
3 nglucation

The educational level of the respond WS% oty of 'sxondents’

Y—
education was bachelor’s degree (97.6), E by haste deg&A), and the

lowest belonged to the respondents WM ate @ hese rates above

combined with rates of acceptance%udents nge @es in the university.

@
According to Yarmouk univer@ts, in 201 7P 8, @achelor’s degree arrived
at 81.09%, and it was the pe h explaing t hig@ achieved in the study above.
The students with mas ees regched 2;!%0 “afnd Doctorate was the least, which

was 2.78%, and al gave r]1e low in these degrees in the current study

as shown in tabMag.1.
& ¢ ! (.g'/
e
N
\A \C}' 414 Working
QE Regarding the respondents’ answers, Table 4.2 shows that most of them do not
0

rk (80.6), while the rest were working (19.4%). The unemployment index is

aand Do
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increased over time, and where the rate arrived at 18.7% in October 2018 while the rate
goes up in January 2019 to reach 19%, and the last rate done in April 2019 ar

19.2% (Department of Statistics, 2019). Whatever the rates above viewe@s the
employment index and poor chance of finding a job in Jordan, especiﬁ&v students
with no experience certificates. In this study, unemployment isYg? in Jordan,

explaining the high rate of not working students. V

‘é 4.1, td\i@!BCZ
P 4

\ \lY.

For the 5th question, the majority e pom\ent atchi&CZ channel

from 1-2 hours arrived 65.9%, follo tase betwe h(@QiS.l% then those
between 0-1 hour 10.7%, while th%st perce\g& oe ;o‘\}hose whom 3-4 hours

5.6% and more than 4 hours 2.7%

watching the MBC2 chann OX-Z T
I

N
s%how e th@st rate for those students
| they watched approximately

one movie despite th chann

explained that ther %time i
reasons, but in {&rch, .
a .

one movie ef , asgho
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4.1.6 Violent movie

With regard to the type of violent movie, the majority of the respon(%\ﬁ%,
prefer the action movie, and this is the peak, followed adventure nﬂkvhere the
percentage arrived at 24.7% then crime 12.6%. In comparison, thew percentage
goes to those who prefer Horror 9.7% and others 9.2% respectivelSW/Anyway, action
movies achieve the highest rate in this question, which é\Yt:niely mention all
independent variables in this research. This study belie at agtiorm™Qo s.have the
watch fhe e’th_fggple

or% elly %&Ents, can
In c@g, they can't

fic %hese actions are
O

@Qare known in Jordan.
\ -

highest chance to attract people and earn more follow

who watch other violent movies because pe

A}Ie 4.2 demonstrate Ythe majority of the respondents with Crime (31.7%)
@on (31.2%) respectively, followed by Adventure (10.2%) and Horror (6.2%).
d] e the rest, between 2.7% and 0.5, refer to the other types of movie genres. This
study focus on the MBC2 channel and its movie channel. From this point of view, the
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sample gave the crime the highest rate, which is terrible in the Muslim country just like

Items Profile Frequency Perce@
Yes 72 :
=
9
1

ing?
Are you working® No 300
0 -1 hour 40

1 -2 hours 245 65
2 — 3 hours 56 YT5
Watch MBC2 3 —4 hours 21 5.6
More than four 10 V 2.7
hours
Action 163 ' 43.8
Adventure 9 24,7
Violent movie Crime 4 6
Horror 6 P X
Others I >
Horror 3 ?
Crime 8
Action 116 \ 2
Adventure \' 3&\ 4\ 0.2
Comedy % 2.7
Fantasy \
Historical
Historical fi% \2‘ ,(k
Magical r%’ o g}
I

Parano

Movie genre EB:% , ¥§$

om [ 03
I

; 1{:} Eveni 46 12.4
tch MBC2 - \ight 81 21.8
Midnight 225 60.5
Other 1 0.3
d an. Action movies could be high because this research dealing with channels
0

ntain a lot of action movies. Additionally, students can imitate most of the acts in that
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kind of movie. Another rate could be not related to violence strongly and that depending

on the content of this kind of movie, there is no possibility that there is no violenV!.

4.1.8. Hours of watching MBC2 Q

Finally, Table 4.2 shows the majority of respo tS at(red the MBC2

channel at Midnight (60.5), followed by nighttime 00) @ dw (12.4%)
®

Y-

Morning (3.2%), respectively. At the same time, th st pergent g#)e;it}hose
who are watching MBC2 in the afternoon (1. midl ion@i.eved the

highest rate, and it is the peak. In general, w e Y.

W Jord work during
the day. They have time at night, and @pplies
start from 8:00 am until 5:00 pm a%me clas\hw'

Master and PhD after 5:00 p ithey a@e thegniporit d that is clear from the

tud (ﬁNhere the classes
O

Ll ation levels such as
N

previous question in this qugstion ire.lN N
atghid

4.2  Descriptive Ar% Before J g@lies
N U
e
In this a@ co 'atriﬁwod was used to calculate the descriptive
function to i %all Y ia'le Tlé C nﬂ?osite scores of the variables were computed
by parc@ri }suremé?\{item scores. Parcels are the sum or averages of
sev dividual indicators @ns based on their factor loadings on the construct

( n & Maccallum, 2005; Hair et al., 2006). Table 4.3 displays the means and

6 ard deviation of the constructs assessed on a 5-point Likert scale.
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4.2.1 Perception Towards Violences in Foreign Movies on MBC2 Channel

(Before Watching ’w

The mean analysis was applied as a measure of central t y, which

indicated that the mean values of all constructs were above their midﬂnt level (3), as

indicated in Table 4.3. The phenomenon indicated that the (Mis respondents’
;h

perceptions toward the constructs were above the avera ighest mean rating

it was the bottom.

Table 4.3: Violence Constructs, Socioeco

A@\%tance
ion S‘Q) fore

Sta d Deviation
Martial arts (MA) O 531

Weapons (W) 00 A .658
Verbal abuse (VA) % : ? A .760
Physical abuse o 26 (} 753
Socioeconomic Background 2. 9 Q- 416
Acceptance of violence <(l 567

Constructs

The standard was applie asl @ ersion index to indicate how
s

individuals within eggh va |ab‘ r'from tﬁyanable mean. Among the studied

variables, the indivi vaI devgﬁhe most from its mean (SD = 0. 760).
This standar 1atio sug esidd ct:aonably high variability in respondents’
ow@we survey participants were most varying in this

percept % r
variabl each other. OnfgeY(')ther side, the lowest deviation from the mean

&d to the socioeconomic background with the standard deviation of 0. 416.
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Table 4.4 shows the mean standard deviation for each item measuring the four
constructs of violence in foreign movies. The highest mean rating refers to MAT&
mean value of 4.29. The lowest mean rating belonged to MA3 with a m% e of
1.80. Among the items, the individual value of MR1 deviated the mo#& its mean
(SD =0. 870). It means the survey participants were most varying in thigfitem from each
other. On the other side, the lowest deviation from the mean b ONO MAZ2 with the

o

standard deviation of 0. 841. Through the rates above, th eryealises to what

extent movies impact the target audience where MA3 nses jarr .8 of 5.0,
o
and they imitated the foreign movie's stars. ' _\(}
Table 4.4: Items Measuring Perception to ur.Coh of ¥/iBlence in

Deviati®g(S %
Constructs
I am familiar with martial arts with viol
though I do not imitate movie stars to engage
I do not support some martial arts actgfto use viole Wtho
do not imitate foreign movie stars t in vi |
I pull a knife or gun on someone
stars L)
Foreign movies provide more sce eapone Wil 255 1.071

Foreign movies highlight on t/igH rtancg of wggppns in defense W2 290 1.159
| imitate forelgn movie y@rs le carryifjg a n, asagun, \ua 534 1049
knife at the university

use ri

Foreign movies variably se \nqjémce f‘guments VAl 288 1.111
I imitate foreign mo rsin velb and %«ﬁwat | watched at

S VA2 253 1.187
the university.
| say phrases frogg, for MOWES' lint ith other people VA3 334 1.058

Foreign movi hyslcapabu Elirg%dts during storyline PA1 275 1.286
Is pfiysica t ea@ me, or others like in PA2 280 1.140
e univgrsit
nsult? r :kl ng' me like in foreign movies PA3 235 1211
S
N
;\s shown in Table 4.4, the highest mean rating belonged to W2 with a mean

of 2.90. The lowest mean rating belonged to W3, with a mean value of 2.34.

Foreign Movies before Watching Movies aggordin M ns azﬁd@t ndard
d

Mean SD
Al 4.26 .870

gt‘ MA2 429 841

eign \I
g@”e MA3 180 .851

mong the items, the individual value of W1 deviated the most from its mean (SD =
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1.071). It means the survey participants were most varying in this item from each other.
On the other side, the lowest deviation from the mean belonged to W3 with the sw
deviation of 1.049. The target audience believes that self-defence is an @t for

using weapons where they do not be the victim, and that is obvious t the table,

and W2 arrived at the peak in mean to be 2.90. ?

As shown in Table 4.4, the highest mean rating belagedto V'AS with a mean

value of 3.34. The lowest mean rating belonged to V. ith agm e of 2.53.

At
e mosffropJts @SD =
ngin\ff i froq&ch other.

n bd‘)ng to W the standard
a

Among the items, the individual value of VA2 devia
1.187). It means the survey participants were m
On the other side, the lowest deviation fro

. It@‘% the peak where

students could say the phrases and %from ﬁwov @*me universities. That
% N

les sﬁ:h asyveapo this research.

value of 2.80. The est me

Among the iter@div-
¢

!
1.286). It m SUrvgy par ip‘nttv?e most varying in this item from each other.

N
On the ggfieg sT¥ie, thegdbije viatic&}rom the mean belonged to PA3 with the standard

Yv

& 9
: The question PA2 mean arrived at the peak, and its 2.80. The students can

itate foreign movies in physical abuse. That rate is close with PAL, where responses
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show 2.75. That kind of abuse is shown through foreign movies, explaining the physical

g
O

4.2.2 Acceptance of Violence in Foreign Movies on MBC2@hannel among

abuse between foreign movies to the target audience.

Jordanian University Studgemore Watching)

As shown in Table 4.5, the highest mean rating nged to th a mean

st f its mean

W0 in tb@&] from each
bel@u to IV2 with the

standard deviation of 0.948. ? &\
N

% o « &

The highest standarg dev |onlr [ IV8 that students can hurt

2.40. Among the items, the individual value

(SD =1.238). It means the survey part|C|pa

other. On the other side, the lowest d F]}om the

a
re, ﬁm was the peak (SD=1.238). It is

other people to achiev al or m

worth mentionmg toNy/3 of thlr onse ere they believe movie stars are one

reason to teach% viol an achleved (SD=1.127) number third in
¢

'

/CJ‘-

rates in tablih

ipti atistic for Items of Acceptance of Violence
cts, X Code  Mean SD
ovies stars to use martﬁ?fts at university V1 2.40 1.032
Thig,viol€Mte as a reaction to vio action is justified V2 2.40 .948
lNnd actresses are one of the reasons for the use of
i e in reality, even though | do not condone the  IV3 3.01 1.127
nce itself
imitate Actors and Actresses in using violence at V4 5277 1223
niversity

Character B did not deserve to be punched. Instead, he
deserved to be beaten worse than what they had received
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| have lost my temper, fought, or gotten into an argument V6 30 1071

. Y 2
with someone at the university
I help others get revenge on someone who insulted them, V7 297 1

such as scenes in the movies \

I hurting other people is acceptable if it means protecting

the group of friends, such as scenes in the movies at the V8 2.95 : %38

university

4.2.3 Descriptive Analysis for Socioe% Background

As shown in Table 4.6, the highest mean rating @B th a rgean value
of 4.16. The lowest mean rating belonged to SEB2 vgth a mean alue 3P. @mng
the items, the individual value of SEB1 deviated %fm}n [

It means the survey participants were most varyiRg in thi ‘(’em\f

EB

I@.’ﬁer. On the

h the standard

other side, the lowest deviation from th%\ljel
ed c@n which causes a

deviation of 0.964. The parents in Jo%e in@i
high mean score on SEB3(4.16) spite%' n@ough money and that

(]

9 Q-
mentioned in SEB1, which ra& nd it th bottﬁy
S

Table 4.9: Socioecoffori ckgrolnd mdnL danian University Students
constrifcts _ £ ¢, Code Mean SD

My family usually hagenou ni mgs&@'l SEB1 542 1953

was growing up

Usually, there is ¥iotegce ha he fa[@, SEB2 2.37 1.164

My family thi t education ™N oyta (J SEB3 4.16 1.115

How much d regf fatheryi 'Pstifirgd)'n beating

hers jdo ovies(y you were  SEB4 2.63 .964
not follow s drdere>
4 e YS

QE The composite scores of the variables were computed by parcelling the original
e

asurement item scores. Parcels are sums or averages of several individual indicators
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or items based on their factor loadings on the construct (Coffman and Maccallum 2005;

Hair et al. 2006). Table 4.7 displays the means and standard deviation of the con ,

assessed on a 5-point Likert scale. %\
Table 4.10: Violence Constructs, Socioeconomic Background an ptance

Level of Violence according to Means and Standard Deviati )After
Watching Movies
Mgan

Constructs ﬁ SD
Martial Arts (MA) 57 0.760
Weapons (WP) 398  0.770
Verbal abuse (VA) z 3.?38 0.677
Physical abuse ¥43 , 0.807
Socioeconomic background W 0.814
Acceptance of Violence *0.856

Az

The mean was applied as a measure of;

3. .
tra¥tendedfty, wich i@,%'ated that
iﬁoxlel (gé&ndicated in
Table 4.7. The phenomenon indicat\ € conse es;@vnts’ perceptions

toward all variables were above th%&ge. T %t ting belonged to the

. . . > .
socioeconomic background w an Qalue .,3.72%‘?he lowest mean rating
belonged to martial arts, Wi;h%n val 7. \A

The standard % was y ad @persion index to indicate how
individuals within Warlab‘ 4 rom‘:@ariable mean. Among the studied
variables, the in @ val &coﬁbackground deviated the most from its
mean (SD = % Thi§ stan rdo'd'e 'gt'iz)n suggested reasonably high variability in

_ N
respondght reepiyort to }r

thassBcioeconomic background. In other words, the
sur\mﬂ Ipants were most q@symg in this variable from each other. On the other
N
@e lowest deviation from the mean was acceptance of violence (SD = 0.656).
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4.3.1 Perception Towards Violences in Foreign Movies on MBC2 Channel

(After Watching m
As shown in table 4.8, the highest mean rating belonged to MA@Mthe mean

value of 3.55. The lowest mean rating belonged to MA3 with a medyf value of 3.35.

Among the items, the individual value of MA2 deviated the stNits mean (SD =
0. 905). It means the survey participants were most close W&a:] lrom each other.
On the other side, the lowest deviation from the meaMygelong dw‘with the
standard deviation of 0. 945. This study found that t pacts @n t u'ie_fgvc'cur
before and after watching the movies, consideri M% S au@ﬁl at 3.47

out of 5.0. Y.
P s

As far as the weapon constr%violence\mn?er gk‘\%e highest mean rating
j 'y N

refers to W1 with the mean val . (Stﬁ 0.8 )uTheQ‘Rst mean rating belonged
to W2, with a mean value of; OXmo S, t@ividual value of W3 deviated
the most from its mean@h). Ittea ?! s@y participants were most varying
\G{Q er @e lowest deviation from the mean

'iatioélo.ssa.
e&e i(o? towards Four Constructs of Violence in
n
v

in this item from e other. T

belonged to W2gith e sta

@
Table 4.11; Meaguri

Forei es Affer i vies according to Means and Standard
iation (SD)

P 1
oNnstriCs Code Mean SD

iliar with the foreig (xg'dvies comprises of martial arts MA1 3.47 .882
ce, even though | do¥ot imitate movie stars to engage

WlwI
inwl®nce itself.
t support some martial arts acts to use violence, even though MA2 3.55 .905
ot imitate foreign movie stars to engage in violence itself
ull a knife or gun on someone at the university like foreign MA3 3.35 .945

ovie stars

Foreign movies provide more scenario about using weapons W1l 352 .882
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Foreign movies highlight on the importance of weapons in self- W2 3.37 .858
defense

| imitate foreign movie stars while carrying a weapon, such as a W3
gun, knife at the university

Foreign movies variably use abuse violence during arguments VAl
I imitate foreign movie stars in verbal abuse and say what | VA2{ 3.
watched at the university.

| says phrases from foreign movies when | interact with other .65 .722
people

Foreign movies show physical abuse in arguments during storyling P 3.84 .889
I fight someone who is physically threatening me, or others likg.in

foreign movies at the university

I fight someone insulting or making fun of me like in
movies at the university

The target audience believes that self-defence argumgnt us‘ng@pons

where they do not be the victim, and that is obwg roqu : andj-z arrived

r onsegore and after

t au@ﬁ‘ce.

at the peak in mean to be 3.37. The differ w be

watch could observe the power of mow ct on the

A

Verbal abuse shows the%'ne '}atin t'VA@ VA3, with a mean value
of 3.65 for each item (see TY\#). Tt owe§ m

it

mean value of 3.61. A%

from its mean (SD WD. It lne\he surv <Qrticipants were most varying in this
item from eachw n th de, t@west deviation from the mean belonged
to VA3 wi %anda d' i io{ 0(5722. The mean score is slightly different as
compar medh ?obtal'é? before watching movies. It suggests that the

Yv

stu n say the phrases a@ords from foreign movies between each other’s and

@hem in the universities.
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However, the physical abuse admits physical abuse in foreign movies when the
PA1 has the mean value of 3.84 (SD=0.889). The lowest mean rating belonged ,
with a mean value of 3.65. Among the items, the individual value of PA3%\U the
most from its mean (SD = 0.907). It means the survey participants w t varying
in this item from each other. On the other side, the lowest deviatin the mean
belonged to PA2 with the standard deviation of 0.884. PA2 and PA3%#ow the power of
effect to imitate that’s abuse among the target audience an dYu:tl s of then is still

high where PA3 was the bottom with rate 3.65 which Is like owvies at the

®
university. é '_\(}
L 4
\ \T
Vap N
4.3.2 Acceptance of Violenc orglgn Movi M hannel among

' $St (je’\nx(x (Before Watching)

As shown in Table ﬁ: t hlgl m rat@longed to IV7 with a mean
value of 3.79 (SD=0.8 lowest fhea
' &
of 0.813. Among I%ms, t}] ' (Jual \éﬁOf IV1 deviated the most from its
mean (SD = 0.847). Wrmea 'vey é(cipants were most varying in this item

¢
from each ﬁhn thdl othe idg t@ est deviation from the mean belonged to
€

_ 7 N _ _
IV5 wi andagti deyggion @791. This study found a different rate among

n atihgﬁ@mged to IV6, with a mean value

res before and after w@ﬁg, which could prove the movies effeteness on the

Constructs Code Mean SD
imitate movies stars to use martial arts at
university

%\Jdience.
6 le 4.12 Results of Descriptive Statistic for Items of Increase level of violence
|

V1 3.51 947
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The_ ylolence as a reaction to violent action is V2 335 882
justified

Actors and actresses are one of the reasons for the
use of violence in reality, even though I do not IV3 3.65 %
condone the violence itself

| imitate Actors and Actresses in using violence at |, 3.5 : .QZ

university

Character B did not deserve to be punched, rather,
he deserved to be beaten worse than what he/she  1V5 3.4R 791
had received
I have lost my temper, had a fight, or gotten into an

: C e IV6 813
argument with someone at the university
I help others get revenge on someone who insulted

. . ! 79| 842

them such as scenes in the movies

| hurting other people is acceptable if it means
protecting the group or friends such as scenes in th v
movies at the university

4.3.3 Descriptive Anwor w

As shown in Table 4.10, the Egh}re Y'wn\gwe %ﬂo SEB3 with a mean

elopged to FEBL Wagh a mean value of 3.73.

no&ic@ﬁg round
&

value of 4.05. The lowest mean ra
9 Q-
Among the items, the individm e r iate{@ most from its mean (SD =

.923). It means the sure paicipants ere ghogt @g in this item from each other.
lo

On the other side, the t via,& rorﬁ‘ mean belonged to SEB3 with the

AR l =
standard deviati 782. &)
NS S

s
Table 4 oecorfomig@ Bick d among Jordanian University Students
Q s < Code  Mean SD
My sually ha enBugh Roney for things  SEBL 3.73 923
w as growing up c}'
Lﬂn, here is violence ha@ening in the family SEB2 3.78 .895
ily think that education is important SEB3 4.05 182

ere disobedient or did not follow his orders

%much do you agree, father is justified in  SEB4 3.76 .844
0 ting you like some fathers do in movies if you
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4.4  Comparative Tests

In this study, two parametric comparative tests, namely Independe@ie T-

test and ANOVA tests, were used to examine the mean difference tance of
violence between the groups of demographical variables, includiR aender, Age,

Education, and working conditions watch_MBC2, violent rqoMovie_genre and

hours_ MBC2. The following sub-sections discuss the resu mpayative tests.

"~
|9
I% t Sa@l-e T-Test
&~
The Independent Sample T- tes& ied out t min@“e mean difference
of Acceptance of violence between |chot(w¥1p qé%nder, Education and

N
Working. Before conducting t it sI%uId ebter@d whether the variances

within the two populations pal avequal w%ance or not. Hence, Levene’s

test was conducted as% ption

variances. The p-v Wherﬂ]

in sample variagges Were |

population hual

accepte Wnicant p%)hes. Conversely, the equal variance cannot be

ass@r the significant p @‘s

Q The null hypothesis (p-value > 0.05) for Independent Sample T-test
emonstrates the mean value of the dependent variable would not significantly differ
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f th "‘r‘te@ determine the homogeneity of

vel @ﬂnstrates that the obtained differences

'ave (@!ﬁed based on random sampling from a

. fhte,(:rae null hypothesis of equal variances was



between the comparison groups. Table 4.11 shows the results of the Independent

o)

Sample T-test for the groups of gender, education and work.

Table 4.11: Results Independent Sample T-test for the Group nder
Mean of Mean of Mean T- Degree Signific
Group#1 Group#2 Differen  Statisti of ant
ce cs Freedo Differe
Gender Male= Female= 0.0013 0.018 N .985 No
3.592 3.591

Education Bachelor= Master= 0.037 0.166 No

3.592 3.555

f

7

Working Yes=3.768 N0=3.549 0.219

* P<0.05; ** p<0.01; *** p<0.001

The results of the Independent Sample & mee.@ﬁfference
of Acceptance of violence between maw feﬁ‘ as @;- and 3.591,
Iy @%‘ficant because p-

respectively. The mean difference of CTO§L3 als not stati3y

values higher than the standardiz%nificanc\&l&
significant difference in the m@ of ,&ccept ee o@ence between males and

females.

,Q‘bs. Thus, there is no
N

QE The results of the Independent Sample T-test showed that the mean difference
f

Acceptance of violence between the respondents who are working and not working
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was 3.768 and 3.549, respectively. The mean difference of 0.219 was found as
statistically significant because of having p-values less than the stan
significance value of 0.05 (p-value=0.011). Thus, it can be concluded t?@n
value of Acceptance of violence for respondents who are working is sig tly higher
than non-working respondents. Figure 4.1 represents the line chagf for Means of

Acceptance of violence between gender, education, and Worque E
3.8 \d
3.75 - X~

J g -‘3
335§ R \’ \'Y.

- c}‘r %

3.4
ucatlon\-\-? or n&
Figure 4.1: Line chart for %f AN v@e between the groups of
w

ANk
S

42 M(Wmty of Variance (Levene’s Test)
(J
& {"

Table ENOW the royplt ;| o&lge:lene s test for examining the equality of

variance f §d@r, Education and Working. Levene’s test
ofv'a

rlar'lQefor Gender, Education and Working was assumed

indica he equali
as @alue were above th\‘%nlflcant standardized level of 0.05.

%Ie 4.2: Levene’s Test for the Groups of Gender, Education and Working

Equal Variances
Assumed

Gender 0.238 0.626 Yes

Group#1l

3

Gender = Fd
C

ltems F-Statistic P-value
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Education 0.998 0.318 Yes
Working 0.703 0.402 Yes

* P< 0.05; ** p<0.01; *** p<0.001 \? '
443 Analysis of Vari%AaOVA)

The one-way test was carried out as further comparative teStgg# this study. The
One-Way ANOVA procedure produces a one-way m 'variance for a
quantitative dependent variable by a single independ% W, the one-
way Anova test was run to compare the mean vall%eptanc of v Ierci@x'een

the groups of Age, watch_MBC2, violent movie, m genge ahd urs%wcz The

main assumption of the One-Way ANO%Z is
examined by Levene's test in this stud\%pulatio r cesé;considered equal
0

if Levene’s p-value is above the thr@old OO:\N\T gks this assumption, the

Welch Anova test should be caryj instdhd of one@ Anova test.
&
N &

Table 4.13 shqfvs mﬂts
variance. It revealw ept
assumed for all &nog 1
the standard sénce evel

to exami ean gifferggice f@ptance of violence between the groups of Age,

e\mgen@&'m‘ variances

—
D
]
L
— L
o
=
@
X
QD
3.
=.
>
«©«
=
-0
@D
@D
o)
c
2
=
<
o
iy

~

riab]Qas their Levene’s p-values were all above

!
g5 Eﬁm the One-Way ANOVA test was conducted

4
violentsov , movie genre an hcgr's_MBCZ. Conversely, the equality of variance for
t N’] value of Acceptance of violence was not supported between the groups of
h MBC2 as its Levene’s p-value was significant 5 level. Thus, Welch Anova Test

as conducted to examine the mean difference of Acceptance of violence between the
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groups of watch_MBC2. Table 4.14 represents the results of One Way and Welch
Anova Tests for examining the mean value differences of Acceptance of \w

between the groups of Age, watch_MBC2, violent movie, movie@ and

hours_ MBC2.

%;{4;»

Table 4.3: Levene's Test for Testing Equality of

Groups F

Age
Watch_MBC2
Violent movie
Movie genre
Hours_MBC2
* P< 0.05; ** p<0.01; *** p<0.001

N

d at®§1$2, which is lower

than the threshold of 0.05. Accom% the s@se ut @Nelch ANOVA test.
)
As shown in Table 4.14, the% @

According to table 4.13, the re

represented through (watch_MBC2) w thep-value ar,

of Qne Wy AN indicated a significant
difference in the mean val ceptln e iolene@etween the various groups of

Age, violent movie, m%—\ e and pBurs ‘Blc?g'their p-values were all above the

\results e Welch ANOVA test indicated that

standard significan \el of OPS.
% :

the mean value

p 3

eince \@ﬂgnificantly changed between the groups

& | 2eS
of watch_ 2 offits pval sﬁ@belowthe standard significance level of 0.05.
After t 47, thé erher%_vides five figures to show the mean plots of

acc& of violence betw Ye Groups of Age, Watch_MBC2, Violent Movie,

violence

M?’ enre and Hours_MBC2.
0 able 4.4: Results of One Way and Welch ANOVA Tests for Acceptance of
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One Way ANOVA Welch ANOVA Significant

F df  p-value Statistic df p-value Difference
Age 1322 371  0.267 N/A N/A N/A V
watch_MBC2 N/A N/A N/A 4.192 43.151 0.006 es
violent movie 0.569 371 0.685 N/A N/A N/A
movie genre 1.581 371 0.055 N/A N/A N/A 0
hours MBC2 1.730 371 0.127 N/A N/A N/A No

* P< 0.05; ** p<0.01; *** p<0.001 Y.

360

360

Mean of IV_mean
w
a

an of IV_mean

3.607

Mean of IV_mean

3501

movie_genre
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4.20-
4.00

.80 \

360 ’

.40

Mean of IV_mean

.20

3.00

T T T T T T
Mornin a Afternoon Evenin g Might Midnight
hours_MBC2

Figures 4.2: Mean Plots of Acceptance of violence ermtheyGroupgof Age,
Watch_MBC2, Violent Movie, Movie Genr Howrs™
®
S

45  Structural Equation Model 2 'Y-'\
The structural equation model |st)%Nm rnro ﬁnalysis Once

the measurement model is valldated, ar sen tion e E& ral model can be

made by specifying the relatio S m(w n tru@ he structural model
provides details on the links t eﬁ%glt S the specific details of the
relationship between lge e% variables and dependent or
endogenous variables G% al. , 2 , 3686}, Evaluation of the structural model
focuses firstly on&}ball ml) del follo@by the size, direction and significance

\
of the hypoth '}Oqara etgr est @gehown by the one-headed arrows in the path

diagrams 2 h f| rt involved confirming the study's structural
model as base ﬁe Wsed relationship between the variables identified

an& d. In this study, the Stfuctural model was estimated to examine the research

izes, using the PLS technique and bootstrapping with 1000 replications.

164



The structural model examined the direct effects of martial arts, weapons, verbal
abuse, and physical abuse as independent variables on acceptance of violwws
dependent variables (i.e., H1, H2, H3 and H4, respectively). Furt@ the

moderation effects of Socioeconomic background on these relatio ere also

examined (i.e., H5, H6, H7 and H8). Q

451 irect fWonstructs
"X

| &

The structural model for testing the dir s of tHe esiged variables

Y-

is summarized in Figure 4.3. The Smart-Piag mgtel fo‘ di effeg@b portrayed in

Appendix B. The value of R? for acwa)f violen s 0879 It indicates 64.5
per cent of variations in acceptance %Ience ﬁ(%ne K four predictors (i.e.,
e E\;

MA, WP, VA and PA), as fi " Overall, thedind show that the R? value

satisfies the 0.30 cut-off }reclr enty as @us and Hofmeyer (2007)
2 ept

recommended. The v for a ce'o@lence is 0.487, which is greater
’ &
than zero. This res@rs to lt \egu tive gwance of the model, as suggested by
m

Chin (2010). In& m 'ItS aé(able fit and high predictive relevance.
c : ¢ 2 (.)

4
RIS

d
N
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[ Martial Arts )
(MA)

~

[ Weapons (WP)

[ Verbally Abuse
VA)

Physically
Abuse (PA)

Figure 4. 3: PLS Analysis of the Structural M
**Notes (Technical Error) Increase of violence = Acceptance ofViolen \
The coefficient parameters estimates are t amlned tqtesthe Ilyp&?esued

e esults @éxammmg

ow able 4.15, all

direct effects of the variables. The path coef

hypothesized direct effects are displayed%we 4.15

paths from martial arts, weapons, verba se and ph

al ab@ on acceptance of

violence were statistically signifd he'|~r s wers Al below the standard
significance level of 0.05. T hypo Hi(& and H4 were supported.
The following section dISCU e res Its 0 h an@ls concerning the hypotheses.
Table 4.5: Hypo d Dlreg ng Vlolence Constructs and
e of \(génce

Path | St2 dard‘e T- P-  Hypothesis

Shape iatignt‘/ value value Result
MA > IV ¢ 0.0 7.045 0.000 H1) Supported
WP = IV 2197 $0.p43 5072 0.000 H2) Supported
VA > | 178 4681 0.000 H3) Supported
PA% 0.441 037 11.977 0.000 H4) Supported
p< ***p< 0.0 g Y"

N
I Arts has a Posﬂi\&tffect on Acceptance of violence

Q As shown in Table 4.15, the t-value and p-value of martial arts in predicting the

acceptance of violence were 7.045 and 0.000, respectively. It means that the probability
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of getting an at-value as large as 7.045 in absolute value is 0.001. In other words, the
regression weight for martial arts in predicting acceptance of violence is signiw
different from zero at the 0.001 level (two-tailed). Thus, H1 was support path
coefficient was 0.228, indicating a positive relationship. It means, Wherml Arts go

up by one standard deviation, Acceptance of violence goes up b\w0.228 standard

deviations. V
: !

Hz: Weapons has a positive effect on acceptance of vi ce \d
®

g
IS
The t-value and p-value of weapons i ing th€ ance\'srviolence

of g@%’ an at-value

as large as 5.072 in absolute value is . I other wi the @ession weight for

D
=
D
o
(@)
\‘
N
QD
>
o
o
o
o
o
—
D
n
e
D
(@]
=
<
@
<
=
3
D
QD
=
QD
(¢»]
=]
O
QD
<

?h‘l'y different from zero

at the 0.001 level (two-tailed). Té wasﬁupp ed. quh@ih coefficient was 0.219,

vz

e,f-Wlue agtl - of vs&xl abuse in predicting the acceptance of violence

wer“& and 0.000, respec \t@' It means that the probability of getting an at-value
@as 4.681 in absolute value is 0.000. In other words, the regression weight for
& | abuse in the prediction of violence acceptance is significantly different from zero
the 0.001 level (two-tailed). Thus, H3 was supported. The path coefficient was 0.178,
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indicating a positive relationship. It means, when verbal abuse goes up by one standard

deviation, acceptance of violence goes up by 0.178 standard deviations. Yv

Ha: Physical abuse has a positive effect on Acceptance of Violence

Yv

The t-value and p-value of physical abuse in predigtin? acceptance of

violence were 11.977 and 0.000, respectively. It means t eprobapility of getting

an at-value as large as 11.977 in absolute value is 0.000. ther oWegression

By
of viglengejis }ig@amly
, % port@el' he path

coefficient was 0.441, indicating a positive #glatiq¥shipedt meaps, Wh@;;sical abuse

goes up by one standard deviation, a tana of viole oes@?y 0.441 standard

deviations. % \Y \&k

weight for physical abuse in the prediction of acce

w

different from zero at the 0.001 level (two-tail

NG
This resgdrci™gxami Qode@ﬁ effects of socioeconomic background
_ B C—B _ :
on the effects%rtlal ts, w p(ﬁs, te}r al abuse, and physical abuse as independent

%— N
variable ntiogetd a }tance@violence as dependent variables. The nature of

this&ns ip should be char@dve:s the values of the moderating variable change to
N

%ma third variable making a moderation effect on the relationship between the
in

endent and dependent variables. In applying this analysis, all predictors need to

e standardised or centred on making interpretations easier afterwards and to avoid the
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problem of multicollinearity (Aiken & West, 1991). It was done by subtracting a
measured variable from its respective mean, and the result was then dividedvﬂle
standard deviation of that measured variable. The product of the cantered i% was
then calculated and used as indicators of the latent interaction ternf: etermine
whether or not the moderator effect is significant, the effect of the iWon term on
the dependent variable should be significant. V
\4
l
In the case where a significant moderating effeCigs pre ntnd West
(1991) suggested a technique to generate plots for ea ractio§ w pr’ie_egvr:ow
the effect of the moderator in the relationshi en_th€ yetor @-outcome

NN

e r-cel ns must be

variable. Based on Aiken and West’s sw ns,

€S
generated to graph the interaction % he varia

independent variables (low and hi%\d mo %/ (low and high) and
N
ns. Q 3

crosses these levels to obtain 4

below the mean, and “hi %ne E dev . A structural model with
t

interaction terms to ex% modefatio e;ﬂa@ socioeconomic background are

e
portrayed in Figure N\The Sl'il od% ortrayed in Appendix G.

&
AN
\ ¢ " (.)(J

L

&

(—)
&
N
S
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MA x SE

| 003.
Martlal Arts \

WP_x SE |- H2- )

Weapons (WP) Tl
R2=0.714

f
Ak

Increase

! ' Q*=0.486

Verbally Abuse I
on Q0T

PA x SE

Physically
Abuse (PA)

[
[
[
[
T o B
[
[
[

J

Figure 4.4: PLS Analysis of the
Socioecono

The value of R? for acr% of iblencg Was O@, above the threshold of

0.3 as recommended by Patterso 01 ues <<ffor acceptance of violence

were 0.486, far more ttha |th e fs to the predictive relevance of
the model as sugge by h|i1 n su e model exhibits acceptable fit and
high predlctlve e. T tlon ts of socioeconomic background on the
effects of rts, eap buse and physical abuse as independent

vanable% V'} e@ ependent variables were examined as presented

urther, the path e@g.uent was used to evaluate the contribution of each
ENE n term on the dependent variable.
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Table4.6: Moderation Effects of Socioeconomic Background
Path Shape Path Coefficient Standard Error T-value P-value Hypothesis

Resu
(SE*MA)> IV 0.063" 0.030 2.101 0.036  H5) Su rtez
(SE*WP)>1V -0.009 0.036 0.265 0.791  H6)
(SE*VA)> IV 0.037 0.032 1.154 0.249  HT7§Rejec
(SE*PA)> 1V -0.077" 0.038 2.034 0.043 orted

*p< 0.05, **p< 0.01, ***p< 0.001
As shown in Table 4.16, the interaction terms of sociodggnogtic background
with martial arts and physical abuse had significant effec orWtance of violence

as their p-values were lower than the standard signific veY of Q{?se results

demonstrated that socioeconomic background modergtes the'effegts ofgnartidl @nd

physical abuse on acceptance of violence. The e, hypc}h es @b ar¢|8 were
N

supported. q \ ! X
Conversely, the interaction termXocier a@nd with weapons

and verbal abuse did not signific )feca&

Ojofébence as their p-values

q

exceeded the standard sign& leve 5. ﬁﬁ/ result demonstrated that
\

socioeconomic backgr deot r’oder h@t of weapons and verbal abuse

on acceptance of violenc he% H6 and H7 were rejected. The

following sectioggisc ses@.ﬂts @oderation effects of socioeconomic
¢ C
background a Nab veshy, iy!es

44?' Sy

|0 omic backgr Mdderates the Relationship between Martial Arts
e

aw tance of Violence

0 As shown in Table 4.16, the effect of socioeconomic background interaction

with martial arts on acceptance of violence was statistically significant; Coefficient Path
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= 0.063, T-value = 2.101, p-value = 0.036. This result indicated that socioeconomic
background moderates the relationship between martial arts and acceptance of vi A
Thus, hypothesis H5 was supported. Figure 4.5 shows the moderati@.t of
socioeconomic background on the relationship between martial arts a ependent

variable and acceptance of violence as the dependent variable. R

As shown in Figure 4.5, the two lines were not Ilz, Wl'.iCh implied the
moderation effect of socioeconomic background. The refggnshi bwartial arts

®
and acceptance of violence was positive for bot and ghi o'iq&éafomic

backgrounds. However, the relationship was gr th% fsq@monomic
background compare to the low level. Henw d beqcontiyded th&;oeconomic

background positively moderates the 1onghip betwe arti@fﬁs and acceptance
of violence. It means that with an in@ inthe %o q@nomic background as
N

moderator, the effect of marti S a” indepemden iable on acceptance of

violence as dependent varia@asi. N
&
(,) F'} N

s

N

L4 —4—Low
i Socioeconomic (SE)

2.5 - \ ~@-High
= ’ : é Socioeconomic (SE)

1 o T 1
\ Low Martial Arts (MA)  High Martial Ats (MA)

re 4.5: Moderation Effect of Socioeconomic background on the Relationship
between Martial Arts and Acceptance of violence
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He: Socioeconomic background Moderates the relationship between Weapons and

Acceptance of violence T

Weapons on Acceptance of violence was not statistically signifi oefficient

Path = -0.009, T-value = 0.256, p-value = 0.791. This resul§indicated that

socioeconomic background could not moderate the relationshig Mn Weapons and

Acceptance of violence. Thus, hypothesis H6 was rejected)

Figure 4.6 shows the moderating effect of socioe mic jba d on the
®

relationship between weapons as an independent vari nd accgpta o' \@ce as
ils th

a dependent variable. The two lines were foundw el, wifc @Etence of

moderation effect of socioeconomic back W 0\ S.
e
% @)
SR INE S I
] N

Increase Violence (IV)
~ w
w w ] o~
‘L“ P
—
(/4,/ g
w T v
aE &2 J‘
[] o =
] 1] F_Jr
8 3 o
=5 =2 =
[e] o
3 3
[a] [}
w @
m m

(j.oEconomic background on the Relationship
pq&nd Acceptance of violence
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H~7: Socioeconomic background Moderates the relationship between Verbal abuse

As

According to Figure 4.7, the effect of socioeconomic backgr interaction

and Acceptance of violence

with verbal abuse on acceptance of violence was not statistically sign WCOefficient
Path =0.037, T-value = 1.154, p-value = 0.249. This result indigate socioeconomic
background could not moderate the relationship between ICusel and acceptance

of violence. Thus, hypothesis H7 was rejected. Figure 4 ghows eWing effect
®

of socioeconomic background on the relationshi ween gver 43[@8 an

independent variable and acceptance of viole

lines were almost parallel, which void thg exij ence\o mo on effect of

socioeconomic background. \,

7,
7

Moderator

—4—Low
Socioeconomic (SE)

Increase Violence (IV)

~@-High
Socioeconomic (SE)

T ‘ T 1
Low Verbally @e High Verbally Abuse

\ VANG (VA)

4.7: Moderation Effect of Socioeconomic background on the Relationship

QE between Verbal abuse and Acceptance of violence
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Hs: Socioeconomic Background Moderates the relationship between Physical

As

According to Figure 4.8, the effect of Socioeconomic backgr interaction

abuse and Acceptance of violence

with physical abuse on acceptance of violence was statistically signiWCoefficient
Path = -0.077, T-value = 2.768, p-value = 0.007. This result {pdic that hypothesis
H8 was supported. In other words, socioeconomic Zund moderates the

relationship between physical abuse and acceptance of viokggce. T uw 4.8 shows

®
the moderating effect of socioeconomic backgrou the felagi s'irz_\ een
physical abuse as an independent variable and nc% e a@pendent

variable.

8
g

Increase Violence (IV)

as | e\ Moderator
o —4—Low
3 : Socioeconomic (SE)
:<</ —m-High

Socioeconomic (SE)

(PA)

Figur:woderatio Effect oRS'bcioeconomic Background on the Relationship

between Phys@b\buse and Acceptance of Violence

%As shown in Figure 4.8, the two lines indicated a positive relationship between
stical abuse and Acceptance of violence. The two lines were not parallel, which

implied the existence of moderation. However, the relationship was greater for the low
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level of socioeconomic background compare to the high level. Hence, it could be

concluded that the socioeconomic background negatively_moderates the relat

between Physical abuse and Acceptance of violence. It means that with a@x

the level of socioeconomic background as a moderator of phymﬂ%se as an

independent variable on acceptance of violence aa s dependent varl abNgfdecreases.

4.6  Discussion of Findings \d
®
g
|9
This section provides the discussion o y' fiRdi ith results of

previous studies, and all of them guided w arch:‘)bj lves o@study This
research contains a unique empirical @J all of th sec@%’ are organized in

such a way to answer the five main ch u g\ 3 and H4, are related
to the first, second and fourth Qe: Meanw h Q} theses coded as H5, H6,
H7 and H8, are related to t ese r ve, this objective is achieved in

h

this study. The fifth o% 1S co etel “c'h by comparison of results with
experts. Next, mmlls re'g \hg\ e hygathesis development are presented as
follows:

WRYE o
S

w& p . rtlahé?ts and Acceptance Violence among Students’
A ‘—}T

he first, second and fourth research objectives relate to the perceptions of
Q e in movies, and four elements of movies were highlighted in this study, with
e first one being martial arts. The research includes any martial arts, even though it is

176



dangerous among students, affecting education, especially on the university campus.

H1 assumes that there is a significant relationship between the martial arts wﬂ&

acceptance of violence among the respondents.” %\

The analysis provides a positive relationship between ma arts and the

acceptance of violence among students, and the relation was OUN be significant.
inplex

According to the results, the researcher explains wheneve clf use martial art

is raised in the movies, that would affect students mo dm reWuniversity

ce in nfedig, W&Qn?:ain

campus. Many studies have highlighted the issue of

a varied collection of the genre as the questionngi i artiaj@s one of
the most popular genres involving stunts' p J i @?e.s contribute

(2015) study.

The viewers could i 'Etor'/ Tesses in @ovies in real life as shown in
the movies, entirely O%EE. As? ntio d'im%?elli (2014), as evidenced by the

risk index, martial have be‘a N ong ents on campus. The finding of this

study shows thagna arty ntial ent in movies, and this study concludes
¢

a presence rdationghi

3
student% atiog8hlp jgfagtive 1& a positive index.
A \Y'
C—,
N
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4.6.2 Weapons and Acceptance Violence among Students’

This study focused on the use of weapons on the campus (light Wea%\nong
the respondents. This investigation was to achieve the first, second, an& research
objectives as represented by the study's second hypothesis. HZWiypothesizes a
significant relationship between the weapons and the acceptan N ence among the
respondents. The current analysis mentioned a significan &xs.

hig between using

weapons and acceptance of violence among students. esult oween these
®

variables is positive. é ' _\(}
s X

The positive result is consistent WIW a axﬁGh 1’s (2 study on the
el o@%ones in humans

through action scenes, there are ex%mcentl &%‘the aggressiveness in
E Qﬁ 'y N

motivation to use weapons. Although Ies gAn raise th

%

humans, as expressed in culti e surrounding external

environment (Morgan & S% 20’ ZTiIkthe e%obllgatlon to Islamic values
(Alshoraty, 2015). Th% S t

research played it ﬁkm thi

acceptance of viglen 's, ar@é final findings are positive.
q‘o I
\
% ngs d&ur (2007) are consistent with the findings in this

stu weapons used by a@dactresses in movies could encourage people also to

ab onsidered as an element in this

hip%&mfeen the use of light weapons and

. Among students, they could imitate each other in the use of weapons. Hence,

6& on the study results, it can be concluded that movies could increase the level of
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violence among students if these students were exposed to more scenes containing

4.6.3 Physical abuse and Acceptance Violence Qong Students’

g,

In the two sub-titles above, the research mentione fcingf on martial arts

weapons. Thus, the relationship is positive.

and weapons relationship with acceptance of violence a stuglentwJ & objectives
®

Y-
discuss the finding on physical abuse. Physical at@e thirdgele tpf@tudy
and is considered an independent variable. iWing of ions@.between
j entsét;‘v;s a positive

@D
QD
o

physical abuse in movies and acceptance o

remark. The finding reveals a signifi% ionship

acceptance of violence among the @dent&&
% o 4

with the current findings is dis

N .}] LY
The relationshi%K'phy}i,a %\

students was sign&&nd pOfI

although studer% arn % rom @ﬂes, it's not necessary to imitate violence
o !

by movie st

mpuses. | efsl&j?Elsnerand Isphording (2016) indicated that

_ N _ _
differen f styflelt e mg&'fcance to the exposure of delinquent behaviour,

sucm&e involvement in pt@dl fights. Thus, it can be concluded that students on

c@\can perhaps imitate actor/actress in movies.
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The positive relationship indicates that the increased level of physical abuse in
movies leads to an increase in the level of violence among students. This r !
consistent with that of previous studies (Aleid, 2016). It was reported that s%\ernal
elements such as the effectiveness of student extracurricular could enc people to
use more physical abuse and imitate each other in reality. Accordin the results of
this study, physical abuse as an element in this research played | thhe relationship
between physical abuse and increase in violence among y.t

hg relationship is

positive.

Verbal abuse was also in

objectives, and it's one of the foel

Through the influences of Wsi
Hypothesis 4 is thus d%ﬁ4
abuse in the movi d the @4
viewpoints frongprevViQus st rdin
AR
@se ?d to p%rative personality or group fights and ultimately
Ieaqﬁ hatred. In this regkm}%l'clntosh and Mclintosh (2018) mentioned Sophie
% hen providing negative examples about female journalists on television and in
es. Verbal abuse is distinguished from the use of words or sentences of speakers

wariters, and it’s easy to find that in social media like tweeting on Television shows
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(Gong et al., 2017; Seiler et al., 2015). Relevantly, Snapchat, Twitter, Facebook or any
other social media sites can deliver abuses in written or voice form to achieve '
aims that can serve owners. The findings of this research show the relation% een

verbal abuse and acceptance of violence among students. Findings oﬁktudies on

the variable of verbal abuse are as discussed next. ?
Verbal abuse scenes in movies would encourage p z imilate movie stars.
Furthermore, students may learn from each other in the f ve aw real life.

L 2
Ye;al.

The findings in this study are consistent with those o n (2047) T’ip‘@

(2015), who found that people can hear insult oyieda eat @abuse in

h, andé‘;yed its role
iol@‘among students.

reality. Accordingly, verbal abuse is an elefggnt y¥ thi

in the relationship between verbal abwalcceptanc
Thus, the relationship is positive. % :\
E ﬂ

4.6.5 The Moder@il le of Sdcioe némibackground on the relationship
' fét,

b en Mal‘ S and
S

The ing ple of ciecerllj

N
martial % he ageeDt f of viefefice among students was significant and positive.

Yv

In t@ard, the researcher K eveloped the fifth hypothesis of the study, namely
%sis 5. Hypothesis 5 or H5 states that “There is a significant effect of
o®weconomic background status of students on the relationship between martial arts

q the acceptance of violence among the respondents.”
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The results of the study analysis are consistent with those of previous studies
such as Alshoraty (2015) who reported the significant role of the fawﬂr
socioeconomic background among students. In the analysis, the@t of
socioeconomic background on the relationship between Martial Arts%crease in

Violence among Students was noticeable through positive Indicators.?
Also, the results of this study are consistent wit szof amzoun (2013)
regarding the role of socioeconomic background. AcClgdingly, Mdies have
o o

t subjefts, wilicy d son

th% n sqgiyconomic

nce Q@&Ence among

students to increase gradually, dependwae I reas@‘impact. Thus, the
A

researcher can conclude that hypotk%@

indicated the role of socioeconomic background in di
the nature of the study itself. This research fo

background level causes the effect of marti

4.6.6 The Modergti leof S

S l
¢
H6 %signi icaqt e& of sotioeconomic background status of students'

. N _
on the glgtidwship $ weap& and the acceptance of violence among the

respms. A lack of studie\n%i!rding the role of socioeconomic background on the

@eapons is a gap that this study needs to fulfil.

182



The analysis results show that an impact of socioeconomic background on the
relationship between the use of weapons and acceptance of violence among s
was rejected. Thus, the socioeconomic background could not moderate the@xship

between the use of weapons and the increase in violence among studeff®&ginally, the

researcher concludes that hypothesis H6 is not supported. ?

4.6.7 The Moderating Role of Socioeconomic ba ound on ationship

®
between Physical abuse and Ac@ Violegce l'g i@ents’
L 4
&y

The role of socioeconomic backgrox@;h‘fou reseq@&iective. The

impact of socioeconomic background\ E(&}Iationshl We@ysical abuse and
acceptance of violence among stuc%s repre \kd?y p@\esis 7 or H7, which
N

states: "There is a significant e%ocio&ono 'abac(o nd status of students on

the relationship between %abj e ac:é nce of violence among the
Impget

respondents.” The res% that tE‘ [ “'5 m}ive.
N NUliey

The findiggs Ofthis

4

G

the relation

relagg ip
%x:S The Moderating Role of Socioeconomic background on the relationship
Q between Verbal abuse and Acceptance Violence among Students’
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The socioeconomic background was used in this study to know the impact of a
moderator on the relationship between verbal abuse and acceptance of wolence?ug
students in Jordanian universities. Through hypotheses development, t XCher
developed hypothesis 8 or H8 as follows: “There is a significant effect d&economlc
background status of students' on the relationship between weapons arglthe acceptance

of violence among the respondents.” The results of the analxi that H8 is not

V‘ Y-
The lack of previous studies regarding socio mic bgck n{ r@n the

relationship between verbal abuse and acce ol nc st ts led to

at tt\e IMRact lsgatlve Thus,

rt the stu hu@ an be concluded

supported.

current analysis results. The findings a

hypothesis right is rejected and does N

that in terms of the role of souoec ic back ?p ,@7 variables, two were

accepted, and two were rejecte% ‘(%
v (S
4.7  Compari th Expi
/Q* \”} S
&)

|
his expl ms S tl& E} ad Max: Fury Road, The Revenant and
MISSIO ibleg Bo Natm&?howes have been chosen in this research. The
exp t of this methodolo to provide questionnaires that contain five sections

e the study. Then, watch all of the movies were chosen in this research. The
| step is to give other questionnaires to the same sample study to record the

fference and then compare with experts’ results as the researcher explained in Figure
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3.2 the roles of experts in the evaluation and then compared with results of students

before and after watching. T
Three movies have been shown to experts to collect their eﬂ%ons after

watching them, and all independent variables were considered. Tabl&.17 shows the
results of assessments of the three movies. The average scogﬁsN@erts indicated

3.93 out of 5, for the first expert, 3.56 out of 5, for the sec rt, 'nd 3.5 out of 5,

for the third expert. The average of all of the previous r S arriye

out of 5.
o o
Thus, the average of three movies and three expe®663 out of e'e ‘&&g ared

with student results.

Table 4.7: Evaluation Score of i i ong &s
Q Total

No.  Experts Fury Road The -OMean Average
|45 3.93

Lot
1 Expertl Evaluated 4.3 vb.lat%j ;

2  Expert2 Evaluated luated 2.4 val 43 356

3  Expert3 Evaluated 28 valuat E ted4.2 35 3.663

=N
~

r |
There were two steps t% a cws_j gh @sults of experts. The first one is

before watching t MS, arli theSgcond o@was done after watching the movies.
&
\ $ l @)
2.9
Step1: B chinglthe noyies \(J

1Y)
$ ¥

N
éun data collection 0 first stage (before watching), the analysis highlights

s C, D and E of the questionnaire. A comparison was analysed for the same

Qtions in the questionnaire after watching the movies. Eventually, this study analysed

all of them to conclude the differences with the experts. The first step is the data sum of
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C, D and E sections before watching the movies. For example, the MR1 Sum is 1150
points for all students, and the average of MR1 is 3.08 out of 5 in the MR1 q

The following three tables (4.18; 4.19; 4.20) will show the Sum and ave@each

M' the first three

Section C contains 12 questions, and they are coded :
questions are regarding martial arts variables and coded a: mR and MR3. The
fourth, fifth and sixth questions were confined to weap nd c dw, W2 and
®

Y-
on vdrbal gbuge @oded
ioKrﬁe jged phycal abuse

m an&age student

question one by one in the questionnaire, respectively.

Wa3. Regarding seventh, eighth and ninth questions f

to be VA1, VA2 and VAS3. Finally, the last th

and were coded PA1, PA2 and PA3. Tabl%

answers in Section C. \,

Table 4.8: Subtotal and Aver
ltem MA1 MA2 MA3 W1
Sum 1584 1596 1242 10

Section ‘%c'hing the Movies

VA2 (W3 PA1 PA2 PA3
10 .,942 42 1023 1039 871

Ave 424 427 3.32 2\ 2. 332 274 278 2.33
Sum Ave
v

2.
Th total of average is 3.02
¢ '\}5

Section D measuregdhcceRtanc ofe (o@tchlng the movies. It contains ten

@,

questions, and th@co #rom 1 un@lo All of them were confined to the
\

acceptance of ong st ts, ependent variable in this research. Table

4.19 sho a ndjaver, answers in section D.

Subtota no:Aveﬂ'e of Section D before Watching the Movies

It V2 IV3 J&AV4 IV5 V6 V7 V8 V9 1IV10
892 1121 ™M028 921 1119 1106 1099 1205 1061
2 38 2.39 275 246 3 296 294 323 284

Sum Ave The subtotal of average is 2.79
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The following section is Section E, which measuring acceptance before
watching the movies, and contains four questions: code SEB1, SEB2, SEB3 and?ﬂt.
All of them were confined to Socioeconomic backgrounds, and this is the@te in
this research. Following table 4.20 shows the Sum and Average st swers in

section E. The three sections turn out to be 2.89 for the averages overdyf.

Table 4.10: Subtotal and Average of Section E before V)/atchiNg the Movies
Item SEB1 SEB2 SEB4
Sum 899 882 ' 978

Ave 241 2.36 2
Sum Ave The s i 8
Step 2: After watching the movies 4 P I

After collecting data the second ti@énal

C, D, and E sections. Then, compare the saMe sections 3
before watching the movies an@ regufes. f Ilo@ three tables show the
e

9 Q-
Sum and average of each queﬂ by ont~g e qug&hnaire, respectively.

\
Section C contains 12 guesthghs (see ,able A1), hey are coded as follows: the

9
/
2

|ghtsQe questionnaire's

qu sanaire with results

first three questions are re ding% t?‘\@pbles and coded as MR1, MR2 and

MR3. The fourth@ Si tA quesitons confined to weapons and coded as W1,
W2 and W3. %ing e%ejdqt)‘ug?ninth questions focused on verbal abuse
and coded% Al JVAZ a ﬁ.}Finally, the last three questions mentioned
physic@l a and v:'er coéd @' PA2 and PA3. Next, Table 4.21 shows the sum

anwa e student answers ihﬂection C.

ble 4.11: Subtotal and Average of Section C after Watching the Movies
0 MAL MA2 MA3 W1 W2 W3 VAL VA2 VA3 PA1 PA2 PA3
um 1150 1260 1179 1343 1250 1232 1332 1351 1346 1432 1450 1489
Ave 308 337 316 36 335 33 357 363 36 383 388 399
Sum Ave The subtotal of average is 3.53
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Section D contains ten questions measuring after watching the movies. They
were coded from V1 until 1IV10. All of them were confined to acceptance of \)v!e
among students, which is the dependent variable in this research. Followi@4.22

shows the sum and average student answers in section D.

Table 4.12: Subtotal and Average of Section D before WatchiWMovies

Item V1 V2 V3 V4 IV5 V6 V7 % V9  IV10
Sum 1340 1285 1335 1460 1423 1480 1368 _ 14 1450 1275

Ave 359 344 357 391 381 396 : 3.88 341
Sum Ave The sub eragf is 3.72

Section E contains four questions measuring atc inqtﬂ\e?ies. They

were coded as SEB1, SEB2, SEB3 and SEB44All of thefn w 'coﬁ&’@d' to

socioeconomic background, and this is the modera®yn this r;se rch ollo@@ Table

N
e th mctlons turn

)
qgc%g the Movies

4.23 shows the sum and average student answer3gn secty
out to be 3.75 for the averages overall. %\'
Table 4.23: Subtotal and Aver \ec '

Item B, SEB4

Sum 1484

Ave S 3.97
Sum Ave otal elgVerage is 4.01

N
The summary of di‘eriz n Gefar %ching the movies and after
d

’ '3
watching the moviﬂ m with(eyperts’ results
\& &
!
Befor%hmg em s,‘th&iﬁial Subtotal of C, D and E arrived at 2.89 out

of 5. By sz evalga M r a@ge reached 3.663 out of 5, which means that the
’

priWo nce among stude{f_&)gxg high for various reasons, as recommended by
N

y (2015). It could deduce that the particular students have a little higher than

0 le level of violence, which is 2.5 in this research.
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The final Subtotal of C, D and E sections after watching the movies arrived at
3.75 out of 5, higher than the result before watching the movies. To evaluate sww'
results after watching the movies with experts' evaluation can observe the@y of
students to movies. The experts' evaluation is 3.663, and the results ﬂNents after

watching the movies is 3.75. Thus, the results are close, and the diNg€rence between

before and after watching movies is 0.086. By simple mathe tiMation can show
the difference between results before and after watching mgWy z '
3.75 - 2.89 = 0.86 ‘\d
®

The result 0.86 is the difference of level vi e between fcfe.@‘after

cfer\bﬁl' that.KeyJ-lt is very
imiﬁ\wg g flow, K;Ience from

movies to students. \,
) N
Finally, the average vio on auden twe@efore and after watching

the movies is 3.32, while t S' ejal®ationg are h&than it reached 3.663. The
researcher can explain@}ﬁencl beglvedn 1§mhrough experts' point of view
have more accurate®ggtails, arl
contrast, the vi@o

to be exper %Its h het}w

studi@%:seat (e g
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4.8 Conclusion

In this research, data analysis was conducted in two major phas@ first

phase involved a preliminary analysis of the data. This process is cruct sure that
the data adequately meet the basic assumptions in using SEM. In gergfal, the data set
of all items was normally distributed and was free from fai re,wlsing values and
univariate outliers. The second phase applied the two sta &E.M' The first stage
included the establishment of measurement models e lat ntw%ts in the
research. After confirming the uni-dimensionality §™gability Jan alld@the

constructs in the first stage, the second stag? ev% est@- research
og@@ls

hypotheses through developing the structur . o‘ S.

Accordingly, a structural m%vas dev 0 @m four hypothesized

N
direct effects (i.e., H1, H2, H ) anﬁ‘four ypoth@d moderation effects of

&
socioeconomic backgroun \5 I]» H8) &se were done by conducting
the path analysis usi T-PLd 3.0 hnd @g the significance of the path
' L 4 ((JQ

coefficients for eac othesiie

\
\ $ ! (J
The %ndic ed th mfrti@ s, weapons, verbal abuse and physical abuse
\
EEI

ignifgtalt itiveé}fects on acceptance of violence. Therefore,

hypmﬁs H1, H2, H3 and H4\c@(e supported. The results also indicated that physical

a \the most crucial predictor of acceptance of violence, followed by martial arts

3 eapons.
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Based on the results of moderation analysis, it was found that socioeconomic
background positively moderates the relationship between martial arts and p |
abuse towards acceptance of violence. It was also found that socioeconomi@ound
negatively moderates the relationship between verbal abuse and Weap% towards

acceptance of violence. Therefore, hypotheses H5 and H8 were suppogd as well as H6

and H7 were not supported. X V
®

Fina the plas applied

e Way a ‘Iclgts', to

Ie% n tl%voups of

demographical variables, including gend ge, edua\tio “NVOrki atch_ MBC2,

violent movie, movie genre and hourx ;CHD g the M

the mean value of Acceptance of vi%e signifl ? g(&‘between the Working

N
and watch_MBC2. While the% Si ﬂfica 'ffe&ié in the mean value of
Acceptance of violence beu?\\.e gr 0 end@e, education, violent movie,
movie genre and hour% i [ 0’

examine the mean differences of Acceptan

he@‘ﬁlts indicated that
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