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Abstract

According to the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), 2021 saw a record high for gun-related injuries and deaths in America. This included both homicides and suicides. 2021 is the most recent year for which detailed statistics is availabe. A total of 48,830 people died from gun related injuries, the majority (54%) were categorised as suicide, while 43% were categorised as homicide. Eight out of ten homicides involve a firearms (Gramlich, 2023). These figures far exceed other developed Western nations. America is also the only nation in the world where the number of civilian owned firearms exceed the number of people within the country. (Fox et al., (2023). Statistics like these are the reason that the US’s debate about firearm control has raged over decades. However, the debate has remained gridlocked, with no major changes being made to gun policy. The debate has become highly politicised, with voices from The Democratic Party calling for stricter gun control, while voices from The Republican Party argue for the protection of the right to bear arms provided by the Second Amendment.
Mass shootings have become a phenomenon that is correlated with America. While mass shootings have occurred in other developed countries, such as Britain, Australia, Norway etc. However, no other developed Western nation saw more than 8 occurrences over a period of 22 years. America had over 100 public mass shootings within this timeframe (Fox et al., 2023). When mass shootings occur in the US, the inevitable talks about gun control follow with no real resolutions being identified and implemented. One such event occurred on 14 February 2018, when Nikolas Cruz entered the Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School armed with an AR-15 and killed 17 people before being apprehended by police later that day. 
Events such as these receive large amounts of media attention and the gun debate that ensues in the aftermath is closely covered by media. Media in the US are divided along partisan lines, much like the gun debate. Their political affiliation often determines how they will cover an event such as a mass shooting. The New York Times is a world renowned agenda setting newspaper that is affiliated to The Democratic Party, while The Washington Times is a conservative paper affiliated with The Republican Party.
This paper will conduct a qualitative framing analysis of the coverage of The Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School Shooting by The New York Times  and The Washington Times to assess if their political alignment influenced the way they framed this event. It will attempt to identify the dominant frames present in each newspaper, how the papers’ use of sources contributed to the framing. The goal is to determine if political biases were evident in their coverage. 
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Chapter 1 - Introduction
Gun Control in the United States is a highly controversial issue that brings into question the government’s authority to regulate firearms. Essentially, the gun debate primarily concerns the citizen and the state’s power to regulate the citizen’s ownership rights of guns in the interest of maintaining public order. It asks two related questions: Does the government have the right to regulate the citizen’s access to firearms? If the government has this right, should they regulate guns, and to what extent? Currently, there is legislation that regulates firearms at both the national and state level. There is a marked divide in opinion regarding the current regulation of firearms. One side argues that while gun control exists, stricter gun control is needed to tackle the high levels of gun violence. The other side argues that regulating citizens’ access to firearms infringes upon their liberties and freedoms guaranteed by the constitution.
The issue of firearm regulation in the US is heavily politicised. A notable partisan divide exists, with politicians and supporters of The Democratic Party being associated with the support of gun control, while politicians and supporters of The Republican Party, also known as The Grand Old Party (GOP), are associated with promoting gun ownership rights and resisting further regulation of firearms. This becomes evident when considering that legislation regarding the regulation of firearm access has occurred mostly at state level. In democratic states, there has been a trend of increasing the regulation of firearms, while in Republican states, there has been a notable resistance to the regulation of firearms (McCluskey, 2016, p. 63).  

Spitzer (2021, p. 10) points to recent elections in the US to illustrate the political relevance and divide that exists regarding gun control. In 2008, Barack Obama, the Democratic presidential nominee, was criticised by voices on the right for his staunch support of gun regulation. These voices that stood in support of gun rights labelled him a “gun-grabber” that threatened the fabric of Second Amendment rights. He assured these dissenting voices that he had no intention of dissolving these rights. For this response he was criticised by gun control advocacy organisations. The Brady Campaign, a prominent organisation that advocates stricter gun control heavily criticised him during his first term of presidency for failing to enact stricter gun control measures. In 2016, the Republican candidate, Donald Trump, was outspoken about his support of gun rights and was enthusiastically backed by the National Rifle Association (NRA). However, in 2018 the national opinion on guns had switched. Many Democrats and even some Republicans around the country leaned towards a stricter gun control platform (Spitzer, 2021, p. 10). 
The debate has been long standing but mass shootings are events that force American society to question the role of firearms in them. Mass shootings serve to fan the flames of this debate. 
Mass shootings have reached endemic levels in the United States and the gun debate often occurs in their wake. Frey and Kirk (2021, p. 1) point out that the frequency of mass shootings has steadily increased since the 1990s. In the 90’s there were a total of 23 separate mass shootings with at least 4 fatalities per mass shooting, and a total of 159 deaths. The frequency and lethality of these mass shootings were similar from the year 2000 to 2010. There were a total of 20 mass shootings and 171 deaths. However, figures from 2010 to 2020 show a worrying increase in both the frequency of occurrence of mass shootings and the number of casualties . There were a total of 47 mass shootings between 2010 and 2019. These shootings resulted in 482 deaths, nearly tripling the number of fatalities from 2000 to 2010. 
One shooting that reignited the gun control debate and could be viewed as a turning point for many Americans’ opinion regarding gun control was the Sandy Hook Elementary School Shooting in Newtown Connecticut which occurred on December 14, 2012. Adam Lanza stormed the Elementary School wearing combat gear and armed with a semiautomatic assault rifle and a pistol. He methodically shot and killed 20 young children aged between 5 and 10 years old and 6 members of staff (Barron, 2012). 
On the surface, it seemed like just another mass shooting in America, but this time the heavily armed gunman targeted small children. This shooting was so horrific and shocking that it moved Barack Obama, the president at the time, to tearfully address the nation stressing that policy gridlock over gun control was no longer an option. However, the gridlock remained and no sweeping gun control policy was passed (Wozniak, 2015, pp. 255-256).
These events rekindle the flames of the gun debate within the US, and the events, and the gun debate, receive large amounts of coverage by the American media. The media system is similar to the debate, it is often divided along partisan lines. Newspapers, like The New York Times and The Washington Times, affiliated to the opposite sides of the debate, and this is often reflected in how they cover mass shootings and the gun debate that follows in their wake. The aim of  this study is to see how the partisan media frames these events and the gun debate, or rather, how they frame them. By identifying the dominant frames and factors associated with this, I hope to gain insight on how they differ. 
Chapter 2 - Literature Review
A summary of the Gun Debate in the United States
The gun debate in America is complex and multifaceted. Spitzer (2021, pp. 13-14) argues that it is the nature of the regulation itself and America’s tradition that is founded off of individualism. When policy directly affects the behaviour of the citizen, or regulates it, it is likely that this will generate controversy among the populace. When policy attempts to shape the conduct of the citizen it is referred to as regulatory policy. Social regulation dates back to the early years of American society. This includes the regulation of prostitution, gambling, alcohol consumption. Unlike economic regulation, which is concerned with narrow economic questions, social regulation is implemented to tackle broader issues of civil society, such as public safety, health, or morals.  Social regulation is a contentious issue as it is primarily concerned with the regulation of values. While social regulation predates the 1960’s, this era saw the trend of federal government performing social regulatory functions, and this was at times met with considerable resistance from the American public. 
The very nature of firearms and their purpose sparks polarised opinions about them Spitzer (2021, p. 15) points out that their primary purpose is to kill or destroy the shooter’s intended target, be that animal, object, or human.  While regulatory policy exists regarding firearms, advocates of stricter gun control argue that current policy is limited and loopholes make them ineffective. Most gun regulation exists at state levels. Some states have stricter gun regulatory policy while others are generally quite laxed. This discrepancy allows citizens to transport firearms from states with laxed gun regulation over to states with more rigorous gun laws. Stricter and wide reaching federal law that could provide more uniform gun regulation across states could address this shortcoming. Those opposed to gun control argue that further regulation of firearms would be too restrictive. They also bring up a very valid argument – the fact is there are way too many guns in the US for sweeping federal law to stop this from occurring. There has been a decline of gun ownership in the US, in the 1960’s nearly half of all American homes had at least one firearm. A survey in 2015 revealed that this figure had dropped to 22%. But while there was a decline in ownership for each household, it was discovered that the number of guns owned per person did increase. In the 1960’s, the average was 2 guns per household, but by 2000 the average number of guns owned by each gun owner had increased to 8. Dealing with the sheer quantity of firearms in the United States makes sweeping gun regulation a very tall order (Spitzer, 2021, pp. 15-16).
The gun debate is so volatile in America because of the country’s history and tradition, which is directly connected to guns. Those opposed to gun control gun embrace this connection between guns and the building of American heritage. This sentiment and attachment that Americans have for the gun was founded on the presence and proliferation of guns among the populace. The early struggle for survival during their  frontier experience and the struggle for their independence was attributed to the proliferation of firearms among the people.  While not all Americans embrace this gun culture, they have some understanding of its origins (Spitzer, 2021, p. 18).

America’s relationship with the firearm has developed from what Spitzer (2021, p. 21) calls the Militia/Frontier Ethos. On the frontier during the early years of America, Americans relied on their firearms to protect themselves from dangerous wildlife and foreign enemies. It was law that any man capable of carrying and using a gun had to participate in local defence. There were no resources available to sustain a full time army and the government was unable to arm every man. It was a cultural expectation for an able bodied man to serve citizen militias to protect America from foreign threats. Furthermore, he was expected provide his own arms and ammunition to do so. This tradition has been carried into contemporary times by those that wish the maintain the legitimate (legal) gun culture in America.

The citizen-soldier became symbolic of the revolutionary times. The conduct of the British military on American soil amplified further distrust of standing- armies, as they actively sought to disarm Americans in an effort to eliminate the threat of an uprising. The Virginia Declaration of Rights, written in 1776, voiced its mistrust of standing-armies and labelled them a threat to liberty. Other states adopted Virginia’s wording. The first American constitution, the Articles of Confederation (1777–1789), granted sovereignty to the state and that the burden of defence rested on their own shoulders. Article VI stipulated that each state was expected to have a “well-regulated and disciplined militia, sufficiently armed and accoutred” (Spitzer, 2021, p. 39). 
The Second Amendment is a product that evolved from the political turmoil towards the end of the eighteenth century between those who believed a unified national government (Federalists) and those who favoured  state sovereignty and believed this would act as a preventative measure against government usurping individual liberties (anti-Federalists). While interpretations of the Second Amendment have changed over the years, it reads, “A well-regulated Militia, being necessary to the security of a free State, the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” (Spitzer, 2021, p. 64).
One organisation has been identified as the primary reason why policy proposing stricter regulation of firearms has failed in the past, the National Rifle Association (NRA). Spitzer (2021, p. 26) points out that the NRA successfully blocked gun control measures proposed in the 1970’s and 1980’s. Kamal and Burton (2018, pp. 317-347) compared gun control in Canada to the United States. They argue that the the NRA’s political influence blocked any real policy change occurring in the US, while Canada’s anti-gun movements gained traction and significant societal influence.
In the late 80’s American political figures began to lean in favour of gun control due to the political rigidness of the NRA. Gun control proponents, such as The Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence mustered more political support. But even after The Brady Campaign began to garner more favour among political voices, the net policy change regarding gun control was still very limited. The Brady Bill was put into effect in 1993, which stipulated that there had to be at least a 5 day waiting period to obtain a handgun after purchasing it. As Spitzer (2021, p. 26) points out, this change is extremely modest when considering gun control in other developed nations. The major question that arises after events, such as the Marjory Stoneman High School Shooting, are if they are examples of symptomatic short comings in American society or are they just extreme cases? And if they are extreme cases, does that justify policy change that regulates all of society? 
Framing and Agenda Setting

As this paper aims to perform a framing analysis of the media’s coverage of the Marjory Stoneman  High School Shooting, a logical starting point would be providing a working definition of framing and why a framing analysis may provide insight into the partisan coverage of the shooting by two major newspapers with differing political alignment. 

The concept of framing originates from the book by sociologist Erving Goffman (1974) titled “Frame Analysis: An essay on the organization of experience”. Goffman (1974, p. 21) defines a frame as “the principles of organization which govern events – at least social ones – and our subjective involvement in them”. This provides a “schemata” that allows people to “locate, perceive, identify, and label” these events.  Framing allows journalists to organize happenings of the everyday world into strips, or rather aspects, of this everyday activity. 

Gaye Tuchman adds to this definition by speaking about how events are changed into a news story, stating: 

“An occurrence is transformed into an event, and an event is transformed into a

news story. The news frame organizes everyday reality and the news frame is

part and parcel of everyday reality, for the public character of news is an essential feature of news.”
                                        Tuchman (1978, cited in Linström and Marais, 2012, p. 23).

For example, if one looks at a picture frame, it places boundaries to the picture within the frame, directing the viewer’s attention to certain aspects of the picture. This is what the framing of events by the media does. It focuses on certain aspects of the event being covered limiting the audience’s understanding of the issues surrounding the event (Creed, Langstraat, and Scully, 2002, p. 36).
Reese, Gandy & Grant (2003, cited in Linström and Marais, 2012, p. 23) provide a more comprehensive working definition of frames and how they function on a societal level. They assert that frames are organising principles that are socially shared and persistent over time. They work symbolically to provide meaningful structure to the society in which they exist. For framing to successfully organise information, it requires these values and principles to be pervasive within this society. The frame may take symbolic forms of expression which display identifiable patterns varying in complexity. How journalists frame an event is dependent on societal norms and values, organisational factors, pressure from imbedded groups, journalistic practice, and the journalist’s ideological or political orientations. 

The media will use frames that are familiar within a society, as this provides the public context to the information being provided . Ultimately, the media’s use of a particular frame will highlight certain characteristics of a story while providing less importance to other aspects or completely remove them. This will determine how the audience interpret an event (Speakman, 2021, p. 83). 

The media, as an information provider to the public, is a powerful tool that can dictate what aspects of an event are most important. This is what McCombs and Shaw (1972, pp. 176-187) call agenda setting. They believe that the media holds significant power to focus the public’s attention on certain issue and what salient issues are discussed in the public sphere.

While it may sound that agenda setting and framing are the same thing, there are differences. Price and Tewskbury (1997, p. 184) argue that agenda setting sees story selection as the determining factor in influencing the public’s perception of which issues are the most important whilst indirectly priming their evaluations of political leaders. Framing doesn’t refer to the topics or issues selected for coverage by media, but rather the presentation and formulation of the issues selected for the audience. Frame analysis is an analytical research tool that is often used in sociology and policy analysis as a means to depict and engage in the numerous arguments and counter-arguments about intricate societal issues. When applying a frame analysis to a body of  text it seeks to analyse the diverse elements within it and what holds these elements together. The mission statement of a frame analysis is to find an understanding of the ideas within this text and how these ideas are linked to create packages of meaning.

Frame Building and the Effects of Framing

News is socially constructed, meaning, individuals and organisations decide what events, or aspects of events, are covered. The decisions made by the organisations, and individuals embedded within them, are determined by a subjective and selective process of highlighting certain points of an event while downplaying, or discarding, others. The coverage of an event, like that mass shooting at Marjory Stoneman High School, allows news organisations to cover an event while also helping to address societal issues. The coverage of such an event are subject to both internal influences, such as new values and ideology, and external influences, such as the target audience and advertiser preferences (McCluskey, 2016, pp. 24-25).

Frame building refers to the structural qualities of news frames. There are a number of scholars who have provided frameworks to assess the various levels of frame building. In his study, McCluskey (2016, p. 25), using the models proposed by influential scholars in the field, identified 4 broad levels of influence, including: The individual level, the professional level, the organisational level, and the external level. 

The ‘individual level’ is primarily concerned with the journalists and other contributing employees at news organisations that contribute to media being published. These employees do have individual-level influences as well, including political ideology, social backgrounds, perceptions, and beliefs. McCluskey highlights that there is a dominance of liberal ideology within these news organisations, and this results in left leaning content (McCluskey, 2016, p. 26). Bruggeman (2014, cited by McCluskey, 2016, p. 27) lists two individual level influences on journalists’ framing. First, an interventionist role concepts involve the journalists’ concepts of their direct role of developing news frames of the event. Second, and most importantly, the journalist’s perceptions or beliefs that influence their framing of the story. 

The ’professional level’ refers to the norms and values associated with the practice of journalism. Norms in journalism are the internal news practices of objectivity, fairness, and accuracy. This also includes external duties of being society’s ‘watchdogs’ that ensure there are no cultural, political, and societal violations. A mass shooting is a cultural and societal morbidity and it is the journalist’s duty to question failures of individuals in power, civil society, and its institutions. The journalist may question if the gunman’s rampage was due to individual-level factors, such as his mental health and access to firearms, or broader societal-level failures, such as laxed gun-control or flawed background check systems. Values refer to factors that make an event newsworthy. Mass shootings are cultural and societal aberrations. Their shocking and unexpected nature makes them events of public interest (McCluskey, 2016, pp. 27-29). 

The ’organisational level’ refers to the bureaucratic nature of news organisations that can be restrictive in nature when covering certain events. This includes the political beliefs of the news organisation itself. This is observed in the differences of the coverage of The Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School Shooting by The New York Times and The Washington Times newspapers which is analysed later in this paper. The newsroom is imbedded within an organisation that has owners, shareholders, and advertising offices. Most news organisations operate under the commercial model, meaning that these organisations are heavily dependent on advertising revenue. Shoemaker and Reese (1996, cited in McCluskey, 2016, p. 30) argue that news organisations are influenced by economic factors dictated by the audience, and the type of tone of media content they find acceptable. To facilitate the wants of their audience the news organisation must be aware of the resonance or dissonance of this audience when framing news coverage.
The ‘external level’ refers to influences outside of the news organisation itself. Journalists rely on information they receive to provide coverage. This information is supplied through research, observation, and interviewing sources. When interviewing sources, there are limitations and challenges. The interview subjects may lack credibility and in some cases, they may have biases on elements of the story being covered. Journalists are expected to keep these limitations in mind and then compile their findings, usually from multiple sources, into a comprehensive product that is representative of reality. The journalist-source relationship can be problematic as it contributes to how the journalist shapes meaning. The journalist must select sources from different individuals, organisations, and representatives of government, and those selected become primary definers of the framing of this news coverage. Governmental and representatives of advocacy groups are considered official sources, and they often represent their own views and values. The distribution of official political voices within can determine the framing of the coverage (McCluskey, 2016, pp. 31-34). If one considers the polarised gun debate within the United States and the coverage of a mass shooting, like The Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School Shooting, selection of official sources can determine if the article is framed around a problem definition of ‘lack of gun control’ or ‘the mental health of the shooter’ being causative to the shooting.

These news frames utilised by news outlets may affect their audience both on individual and societal levels. The individual effects may influence cognition and the individual’s perception of an event, while societal effects may influence the public’s opinion and possibly lead to societal change. At the individual level, framing can affect the audience’s interpretation of an event and in some cases may be persuasive, affecting the individual’s values or beliefs causing them to question their social reality. At the societal level, the focus on social topics, such as gun control, by news media turn them into issues of salience to be discussed within the public sphere. The discussions between government representatives sets a range of discourse which the news covers and this may result in a change of public opinion regarding the societal issue. In the United States, the partisan nature of its politics means that news framing may benefit political figures and the various advocacy groups associated with them, as the framing defines potential problems, diagnosing their causes, and making moral judgements that benefit their agenda (McCluskey, 2016, pp. 34-35). 

Entman (1993, cited in McCluskey, 2016, p. 35) asserts that a problem definition can include actor discussion about the societal issue, interpreting it, evaluating it and recommended action. Laurence (2000, cited in McCluskey, 2016, p. 36), using the conceptualisation of “problem definitions” and traumatic events, such as mass shootings, news coverage turns these tragic occurrences into critical discourse events that dominate the issue-attention cycle. The event itself turns into an opportunity for political candidates and advocacy groups to springboard their own beliefs and values into public discourse. 

Media’s Coverage of Previous School Shootings
These mass murders, and especially those that involve school going children, generate

high levels of media coverage, as audiences have a desire to learn the facts of the

events, and, in a more sustained way, to understand the social implications and deeper

meaning of such events. Schildkraut and Muschert (2014, p.24) assert that these events highlight ensuing discussions that reflect ongoing value conflicts existing within a society, and indeed the discourse (and at times discord) heard following school

massacres seem to reflect the deeply latent social value conflicts frequently at tension

below the surface of social life.
The coverage of these events can reaffirm normative expectations and sometimes even reaffirm them. Schildkraut and Muschert (2014, p. 24)  highlight that the media functions to archive the discourse regarding morality that accompany mass shootings. Mainstream media’s coverage of these events serve to inform the public whilst satisfying their curiosity surrounding these events. Schildkraut and Muschert (2014, p. 24) add that news outlets, such as The New York Times, coverage of these events inform their audience but at the same time serve the function of setting the agenda of public discourse. 
The shooting at Sandy Hook Elementary was so shocking and jarring that it left many speculating about which factors were causative to this horrific event. News organisations took an active role in the speculation of the possible factors and provide a deeper meaning to the masses that followed the story. McCluskey (2016, p. 10) highlights how the extensive coverage of traumatic events like this make them salient among the millions following the story around the globe, but this coverage also is revealing about possible policy change within American society that could serve as preventative measures against similar future events. At that time, public opinion polls showed that a majority of participants believed policy change regarding gun control and the treatment of mental illness could act as preventative measures. President Obama proposed major changes in federal policy regarding firearm ownership. This resulted in over 450 bills being filed by state legislators. 
McCluskey’s (2016, p. 11) study focused on news discourse as being reflective of how society makes sense of these tragedies and how they articulate them. He focused primarily on the range of news discourse and possible reasons behind this range of discourse. How these news organisations present the issues, or how they frame these issues and which issues are given salience, provide meaning to their audience. This framing which reveals attributes which are causative to these events, he refers to as ‘problem definitions’. These problem definitions are essentially attempts at speculating causative factors which may be addressed by public policy and societal changes. 
Mass shooting events, like the Sandy Hook Elementary Shooting, were covered by the media in a certain way.  Schildkraut and Muschert (2013, p. 25) speak of a cycle of news coverage that became evident as more details were released about these shootings. 
They highlight a process of “frame changing” which refers to the ways journalists cover the event through topic frames as more is learned about the event. By switching topical frames it allows the media to focus on specific characteristics of the event while keeping the content fresh and keeping the audience interested. 
Some mass shootings at schools are more salient than others. The Columbine High School Massacre of 1999,  has been identified as a problem-defining event. It completely altered the dynamics of how media covered school shootings. However, the Sandy Hook Elementary shooting again altered the way news media approached these events. Schildkraut and Muschert (2013, p. 25)  refer to Anthony Downs’ concept, the “issue-attention cycle”, to explain media’s initial interest in these events and the subsequent loss of salience over time. Downs asserts that, initially, these events or problems are introduced by the media which then generates major interest from the public. But eventually audience interest dwindles and the coverage of the event is replaced by another story deemed to be more salient. Attention to these issues will rarely be prioritised over extended periods and it is also likely that the problems the event highlights will remain unresolved. This cycle of interest is most often fuelled directly by media’s coverage of these events, but political actors and bodies may try to manipulate interest in these events indirectly through the media. 

The “Issue-attention cycle” formulated by Downs (1972, pp. 39-41) has five key stages. The first of these is the “pre-problem stage.” This is the period  before the issue is introduced to the public by the media. When the event occurs, the public is shocked by its occurrence, this is the second stage he called “alarmed discovery and euphoric enthusiasm”. The public are suddenly aware of a societal flaw and are enthusiastic to formulate responses and solutions that could resolve the issue. The third stage, “realizing the cost of significant progress”,  he describes as society’s realisation of the complexity or cost involved in remedying the issue. Much like the gun debate in the United States, it is not an esoteric dilemma that can be easily overcome. This realisation leads into the fourth stage Downs calls the “gradual decline of intense public interest.” This is exactly what occurs when the public realises that resolution of the issue is not straight forward. The final phase is what Downs calls the “post-problem stage”. This is where the issue loses salience in the media. Coverage begins to dwindle and the public loses interest. 

Studies have been conducted which showed there were noticeable differences in the media’s coverage of mass shootings over the years. Schildkraut and Muschert (2013, p. 30) set out to perform a comparative analysis of the media’s coverage of the Columbine High School Massacre of 1999 and the Sand Hook Elementary Shooting in Connecticut in 2012. Their study focused on how the coverage of the Sandy Hook shooting was covered over the event’s life span in the news and how did it differ from the distribution of news coverage about Columbine. It also sought to find differences in changes of framing as the story was covered during the story’s lifespan on the news. To do this they compared articles on both stories from The New York Times. They chose The New York Times as it was identified by various other researchers as a national-level agenda setting newspaper. They limited the time frame of articles to exactly 30 days after the occurrence of each event. They did this as they found that Columbine only had a lifespan of 30 days in the publication. The reasons for this they cited Downs’ “issue-attention cycle”. 
They found significant differences in the coverage of these shootings. The coverage of the Columbine Massacre initially focused heavily on the loss of life and memorials for those that perished. The coverage of societal issues that may have been causative to this event, such as gun control were secondary. The coverage of The Sandy Hook Massacre in 2012 stood in contrast to this. Initial coverage of Sandy Hook showed immediate discourse about the debate of gun ownership and gun control while coverage of the victims was secondary. They also found that The New York Times changed frames throughout the coverage of both shootings. Schildkraut and Muschert attribute this to the outlet’s efforts to keep the audience’s attention with fresh content. Schildkraut and Muschert speculate that the frame changing about Sandy Hook shooting coincided with various political agendas existing at the time of the shooting which could be used to influenced public opinion (Schildkraut and Muschert, 2013, pp. 31-38). 

What Characteristics of Mass Shootings Make Them More ‘Newsworthy’
With the frequency of mass shootings occurring in the United States, so too has the coverage of these events by media organisations. However, not all mass shootings garner the same levels of coverage by the media. Fox, J. A. et al. (2021, pp. 239-255) conducted a study examining characteristics of news coverage of mass public shootings from 2000 to 2019. They found that certain characteristics of these events made them more coverable by media. The characteristics which made these events ‘more newsworthy’ were: the number of casualties, the location of the shooting, the age of the shooter, and the race of the victims. Their study discovered that mass shootings which involved schools, young gunmen, larger victim body counts, and predominantly white victims, received higher levels and more prolonged periods of coverage from the media. 

The study also points out that the shooting at Marjory Stoneman High School in 2018 was the most covered news story of 2018. If one considers the finding of their study, the Shooting at Marjory Stoneman High School had the characteristics which made it a highly coverable story by mainstream media. The victims were young school going children at a high school that were predominantly white. Furthermore, the gunman, Nikolas Cruz, survived the shooting and was taken into custody by police. In many of these mass shootings, the gunmen often commit suicide before police are able to arrest them. His survival allowed media to provide their audience further information about the shooter himself  (Fox, J. A. et al., 2020, p. 250).
An analysis performed by Silva and Capellan (2019, pp. 1312-1341) found that certain categories of mass shootings also contributed to the amount of coverage they would receive from the media. Analysis of the coverage of mass shootings by agenda setting newspapers, such as The New York Times, revealed that they favoured covering school shootings and ‘lone wolf’ mass shootings.
Frames Identified in Past Framing Analyses of Media’s Coverage of Mass Shootings
The Columbine Massacre changed the way the media covered mass shootings. It became evident that media outlets were engaged in a struggle to provide insight into the causes of this event. Birkland and Lawrence (2009, p. 1409), analysed the media’s framing of the 1999 Columbine school shooting incident in Colorado. They noticed that the event created a pronounced ‘framing struggle’ in order to provide the audience with up to date information, while also trying to avoid repetitive coverage. The media framed it as a symptom of a growing national problem of school violence. In their analysis, they noted that some frames were more dominant than others. The two most dominant frames focusing on the cause of this event were “gun availability” and the “influence of violent popular culture.”
Furthermore, they noticed the frame of gun availability’s dominance may be attributed to the political landscape present in the country at the time of the shooting. America’s president at the time was Bill Clinton, a Democrat. Birkland and Lawrence (2009, p. 1409) may have used the event as a possible launchpad to introduce and possibly implement stricter gun control. This may have prompted media coverage of the Columbine Massacre to be framed around the issue of gun availability and its connection to the event. 

Some argue that the media’s coverage of these events display a cultural bias and lack plurality of voices. Downs (2002, p. 51) argues that the media have an inherent bias against guns due to what he calls a ‘cosmopolitan worldview’. By this he means, that most journalists come from a middle class white suburban background where firearms are not common features. Journalists that grew up in rural areas around firearms are in the minority. He also points out that this bias is evident when analysing media’s coverage of events that involved guns. Dickens (2000, cited in Downs, 2002, p. 54) conducted a two-year study of 653 news stories by various media outlets, such as CNN, ABC, CBS, and the NBC that indicated a pronounced anti-gun slant in their coverage. He found an ‘anti:pro’ ratio of 10:1 regarding the coverage of firearms. 

While the media’s framing of firearms being causative to mass shootings is still a dominant frame, other frames used by the media have emerged.  Vicaro and Seitz (2017, p. 148) echo this and identify the emergence of  mental health being another dominant problem definition in media’s framing. This frame has been used by both ends of the partisan media. They are particularly utilised by Republican aligned media outlets because policy proposals seeking to address gun violence through reform to mental health care obscures the role of firearms.

The Presence of Political and Value Framing in Mass Shootings and the Sources They Use
In the past, media coverage of mass shootings has displayed political and value driven framing, especially when framing firearms as a problem definition. Hurka & Nebel (2013, cited in McCluskey, 2016, p. 64) assert that the framing of gun policy is associated with values, such as, tradition, individual freedom, and collective security, to trigger the audiences’ universal values. 

The discourse over gun policy in the media is a prime example of value framing and political process framing. Value framing occurs when sources portray their stance as a moral principle or value, attempting to make the issue personally relevant to their audience. Political process frames could be described as frames that portray a conflict of policy between political interests (McCluskey, 2016, p. 67). 

To support and validate value and political frames used in their coverage of mass shootings, media turn to sources to achieve this. Hall, Critcher, Jefferson and Roberts (1978, cited in McCluskey, 2016, pp. 64-65), Wondemaghen (2014, p. 707) highlight that the dominance of some sources provide them a platform to influence the framing of the event with a political agenda. 

The sources that are cited and what they say provides them the opportunity to lay the foundations of the story and place emphasis on certain aspects by providing their own views and agendas. Official sources, often government officials and members of advocacy groups with authoritative voices are often cited by mainstream news outlets. The sources cited and the order in which they are cited may provide further depth to the coverage. It is journalistic practice to place the most important elements of the story early on in the article. McCluskey (2016, p. 65) argues that this placement of source citations provide an opportunity to influence public opinion.
McCluskey (2016, pp. 73-77), McKeever et al. (2022, pp. 142), and Schwartz (2022, p. 458) found the most dominant value frame used by Democratic sources was the value frame of “Collective Security” which frames guns as a health and safety risk to the public.  Republican sources used two dominant value frames. The first being, “Gun regulation is a threat to health and safety” which uses the premise that firearms are needed to combat mass shooters. The second dominant value frame identified was “guns were not the problem, the problem is societal”. 

The dominant political process frames used by Republican sources was ‘school shootings are being used to politicise gun issues’. The dominant political process frames utilised by Democratic sources were ‘anti-gun public opinion is growing and can be a political force’ and ‘the politics may be difficult, but gun legislation is needed’ (McCluskey, 2016, pp. 77-79). 

Chapter 3 - Methodology 
The primary objective of my dissertation is to perform a qualitative framing analysis of the coverage of the Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School Shooting by two major American newspapers aligned to the opposite ends of the political system in the United States. This analysis will attempt to identify the different frames adopted by the newspaper’s coverage of the mass shooting and the debate of gun control that emerged in the aftermath of the shooting.
While there have been more recent mass shootings, this particular shooting displayed many similarities to the Sandy Hook Elementary shooting of 2012 in Connecticut. These similarities include: prolonged media coverage of the event, the deaths of school going children, and the reignition of the gun debate in the United States with most Democrat voices calling for stricter gun control measures, such as a federal ban on assault styled weapons and high capacity magazines, while conservative Republican voices argued that stricter gun control will not stop the occurrence of mass shootings. 
To do this, I analysed the coverage of the Marjory Stoneman Douglas Highschool Shooting by two agenda setting newspapers at opposite ends of the political spectrum in the United States. I analysed the coverage of the event by the New York Times, a highly influential newspaper that leans towards The Democratic Party, and the coverage of The Washington Times, a newspaper that leans towards The Republican Party. The analysis aimed to discover if the newspapers adopted different framing in their coverage of the event with a focus on the problem definition of gun control. The paper will highlight the dominant frames adopted by each publication and ascertain whether a political or value bias is present. The analysis will attempt to highlight any dominant frames used and ascertain if a political or value bias is present in the coverage. The analysis will also highlight the sources each paper used and how this related to the framing of the coverage. Analysis of these dominant frames and the sources cited may reveal how the political affiliation of the media outlets dictate the value frames and political process frames adopted by the competing media outlets. 

Similar to the study conducted by McCluskey, the analysis will assess how tone and usage of language contributed to the framing of the event by the newspaper.
To collect data for this analysis, I needed articles from both of the identified agenda setting newspapers. To ensure no coverage was missed from The New York Times and The Washington Times, I subscribed to both newspapers. 

On the topic of timeframes, I selected a timeframe of the 14th of February 2018 (The day of the shooting) to the 1st of March of 2018. This timeframe was selected due to the issue-attention cycle proposed by Downs (1972). While the coverage of the event was quite vast in the beginning, the number of articles published by the newspapers began to slow after 1 March 2018. Additionally, the development of the story began to slow down and no new frames were emerging from this point onwards. 
To narrow my search, I typed in “Marjory Stoneman Douglas” into the search bar for the archives of The New York Times and The Washington Times. I narrowed the time frame from the day of the shooting (14 February 2018) to the 1st of March 2018.  
It must be noted that there was a significant difference in the amount of articles published by the two newspapers. This is understandable considering the subscriber base of each paper. A larger subscriber base equates to a more wide reaching newspaper that has more resources at its disposal. An article in The New York Times by Lee (2021) indicated that the paper had reached a record high of 8 million subscribers. The Washington Times is significantly smaller. To compensate for the noticeable difference in the number of articles published, I had to select an equal number of articles for each paper. To select these articles from The New York Times I will select the articles based on the number of times the key word “gun” is mentioned. Those articles with the keyword appearing most often will be selected. So, for example, if The Washington Times only published 4 articles on a specific day, I would select 4 articles published by The New York Times that most frequently contain the keyword “gun”. 
After this was done, I had 104 articles from both newspapers, 52 articles from each.
The analysis of each article included the identification of framing present in the article. To do so, the text of each article was read and analysed for the presence of any problem definitions being applied to the mass shooting itself. For example, if any language indicated that Nikolas Cruz’s ability to carry out the mass shooting was due to his access to firearms, a framing of “gun control is needed to prevent mass shootings” was present. There are also more subtle characteristics of text used that contribute to the framing of the article along certain lines. This could be the placement of certain words within important parts of the article. An article may contain multiple frames 
So the first two research questions are as follows:

1. Do these media outlets utilise problem framing when covering the Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School Shooting?

2. What frames were adopted by the respective newspapers when covering the shooting at Marjory Stoneman High School? How did they differ in the problem framing of the shooting?

To determine which frames were most dominant I noted which frames were present in each article. If the frame of ‘Stricter gun control is the most effective measure against mass shootings’ was present, this would count for one occurrence of the frame. After all articles were read, the most dominant frames were the ones that were present in most articles.
The sources in each article will be noted and categorised as either official or unofficial. Additionally, the political alignment or value system the source represents will be noted. This is important when considering the political process frames being used in each article. As noted by McCluskey (2016, p.65), sources cited may lay the foundations of the framing of the article as it gives them a platform to emphasize certain aspects while downplaying others and inject their own beliefs, values, and agendas into it and possibly influence public opinion. The order in which these sources are cited must also be noted, especially in the beginning of the article, as it is journalistic practice to put the most important elements of the article in the beginning. So the third research question is:
3. What sources were cited in the article? Were the sources official (government officials, advocacy group representatives etc.) or unofficial (Witnesses and survivors of the shooting, parents of children who were killed in the shooting etc.)? Was a bias present in the source selection? Did the sources cited contribute to the framing of the article? 

For every article from each newspaper, every source would be attributed as either official or unofficial and the values to which the source aligns will be noted. The sources were then counted, obtaining a total number of sources. The number of official and unofficial sources were counted and the number of right aligned, left aligned, and neutral sources were counted as well. After this is done, the percentage of official or unofficial sources were noted. The same was done for the value alignment of all the sources from each newspaper.
McCluskey (2016, pp. 66-70) speaks about the persuasive nature in the use of tone within the article. The persuasive nature of an article could possibly sway public opinion. The tone could be determined from the author’s writing and also his/her quotation of sources. The source’s (speaker) tone may be coded within a paragraph. To identify tone all text about a problem definition must be considered. All clearly identifiable opinions, descriptions, and observations about the problem definition must be taken into consideration. Additionally, all voices attached to the identified tone must be identified. These sources must then be categorised into the following types: 1) Unattributed, these are the author’s opinions, descriptions, and observations about the problem definition. The attributed source’s political or value affiliation must be noted as well, so, 2) gun control supporters (Democratically aligned), 3) gun rights supporters (Republican aligned). McCluskey (2016, p. 70) used a scale system to determine the sources opinion regarding gun control. He utilised a five-point-scale which categorised the source as 1 = Strongly support gun rights, 2 = Moderately support gun rights, 3 = neutral, 4 = Moderately support gun control, 5 = Strongly support gun control. 
I will take a similar approach when considering sources cited within the article. By noting the source’s value system regarding the gun debate (Supports gun rights vs. Supports gun control), it may provide data which could make identifying source selection bias  

So the fourth research question is as follows:

4. Does the news outlet utilise ‘tone’ when covering content regarding the gun debate? Was descriptive language used to elicit emotion from the audience? 

Value framing refers to the attachment of moral principles to support the framing of the article. A good example of value framing would be Republicans attaching the values of the citizen’s constitutional rights, individualism, and characterising Democrats as “gun grabbers” to support the frame of gun rights. Political process frames portray a clash of policy. They emphasize the actions of political actors engaged in policy disputes (McCluskey, 2016, p. 68). The fifth research question is as follows:
5. What ‘political process frames’ were used by the Democratic news outlet? What ‘political process frames’ were used by the Republican news outlet?
By combining all of the findings from the previous five research questions, it will  provide insight into the question: Does the political alignment of a newspaper contribute to the framing of the mass shooting along the lines of gun debate within the United States. So, the sixth, and final, research question is as follows:

6.  Did the media outlet’s political alignment determine the framing of firearms as a problem definition?

Chapter 4 - Framing Analysis of The Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School Shooting
Patterns of Coverage: The New York Times v. The Washington Times
If one considers past mass shootings that received abundant news coverage similar in nature to the shooting at Marjory Stoneman Douglas, such as the Columbine Massacre and The Sandy Hook Shooting, there were noticeable spikes of coverage. Media coverage of Columbine saw it’s peak one day after the shooting (22 April 1999) but there were other noticeable spikes on 4 May 1999 and 10 May 1999). Sandy Hooks coverage spiked from the 17th to the 21st of December 2012 (Schildkraut and Muschert, 2014, p. 31). Coverage by The New York Times of The Stoneman Douglas High School Shooting peaked on day 2 (15 February 2018), day 3, (16 February 2018), and then day 8 (20 February 2021). After this, the number of articles published daily began to steadily decrease. The New York Times published 16 articles on day 2, 11 articles on day 3, then 11 articles on day 8. On the day of the shooting, The New York Times did provide a breakdown of the events that occurred in the shooting, such as the number of casualties and that the shooter had been detained. Following the initial reporting of the event , the shooter, Nikolas Cruz, was identified. Interestingly, The New York Times began publishing articles about the lack of gun control in the United States, the weapon of choice for mass shooters, the AR 15, and statistics related to mass shootings. 
A slightly different pattern was noticed in The Washington Times coverage of the Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School Shooting. While the paper did cover the event in the first two days, the peak coverage occurred on 22 February 2018, roughly one week after the event and 1 March 2018. This stands in contrast to The New York Times, whose peak  coverage of the event were 2 days after the event occurring. On these days, The Washington Times published 8 articles. The peak days of coverage seem to coincide with significant days of students protesting for gun control in the United States. However, after 1 March 2018, coverage of the event began to steadily decrease, much like The New York Times.
If one considers the issue-attention cycle outlined by Downs (1972), the coverage of the shooting at Marjory Stoneman Douglas High displayed all five stages within a month. When the shooting occurred on the 14 February, 2018, both papers provided reports of the event occurring, stage one of the issue-attention cycle. 
Day 1 coverage by The New York Times v. The Washington Times

On the day of the shooting, 14 February 2018, The New York Times released 2 articles outlining the facts associated with the event. While no explicit framing was present, both articles identified the weapon he used, an AR-15. The first article identified the AR-15 in the third paragraph (Burch and Mazzei, 2018), while the second paper identified ammunition in his social media that is used by AR-15
The AR-15 has become a focus of many mass shootings due to it being a common feature among many of these events. According to Burga (2023), this firearm was used in 10 of the 17 most deadly mass shootings in America. This semi-automatic self-loading rifle has been a popular topic of discourse in the gun control debate due to its frequency of use in mass shootings and whether the weapon should be categorised as an “assault rifle”. As pointed out  by Burga, many people assume that “AR” stands for “assault rifle” but in fact stands for “ArmaLite”, the company that produces these firearms. T. Logan Metesh, a historian cited by Burga, points out that the rifle is not capable of selective fire (automatic, burst, semi-automatic), which precludes it from being an assault rifle. However, the weapon was banned in the federal government’s assault weapon ban of 1994. 
While Steve Lindley, a program manager of the gun control advocacy group Brady United Against Gun Violence, does not explicitly identify it as the weapon of choice for mass shooters, he does classify it as a “weapon of war” due to the weapon being easy to use and very high velocity ammunition, which makes it deadlier than most handguns. On the other hand, members of the NRA see “the most popular rifle in America” as a symbol that represents commitment to the Second Amendment (Burga, 2023). 
The Washington Times also released two articles on the 14th of February 2018. Both articles outlined characteristics of the event, such as the number fatalities and that Nikolas Cruz had been apprehended by Broward County police officers. No evidence of framing was present in either article. Unexpectantly, the article released by The Washington Times identified the weapon Nikolas Cruz used in the shooting, an AR-15, in the very first paragraph (Morton, 2018). 
 The format of coverage was similar across both papers, both using similar sources to provide the reader an understanding of the event. Both quoted Scott Israel, the Broward County Sheriff, as an official source for details related to the shooting itself and the suspect’s arrest. For unofficial sources, both papers quoted students who were on school grounds when the shooting took place. However, concerning Nikolas Cruz’s social media, The Washington Times quoted Trace Gallagher of Fox News, a news network that is popular amongst the Republican demographic, about information related to Nikolas Cruz’s social media. For unofficial sources, such as student testimonies of the shooting and acquaintances of Nikolas Cruz, The Washington Times turned to WSVN, Channel 7’s interviews with students, a television news station affiliated with Fox News (Morton, 2018).  The New York Times turned to the coverage of WFOR-TV, a television station affiliated to CBS, for student testimonials. Pew Research Centre (2020) identifies CBS as a left leaning news organisation (Haag and Kovaleski, 2018).
Framing of The Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School Shooting: Week 1
On the 15th of February 2018, The New York Times published an article titled “6 Stories and Charts to Help You Better Understand Gun Violence in the U.S.” (The New York Times, 2018) was essentially an article that connected articles related to gun violence and gun control published by The New York Times over the years. In total, with the connected articles being considered as well, the keyword “gun” appeared 222 times. This article made mention of guns more frequently than any other article. This article was significant as it provided multiple dominant frames within one article. The first frame I identified was ‘Stricter gun control is the most effective measure against mass shootings’. This framing functions to identify gun control as the only way America can effectively address mass shootings by not allowing firearms to be possessed by the perpetrators of these events. This frame was present in all 5 connected articles, ‘After Sandy Hook, More Than 400 People Have Been Shot in Over 200 School Shootings’ (Patel, 2018), ‘AR-15 Rifles Are Beloved, Reviled and a Common Element in Mass Shootings’ (Feuer, 2016), ‘How They Got Their Guns’ (Buchanan et al., 2018), ‘What Happens After Calls for New Gun Restrictions? Sales Go Up’ (Aisch and Keller, 2016), ‘How to Reduce Mass Shooting Deaths? Experts Rank Gun Laws’ (Sanger-Katz and Bui, 2017), ‘Why Does the U.S. Have So Many Mass Shootings? Research Is Clear: Guns’ (Fisher and Keller, 2017).
Another frame present  which is identified and categorise by McCluskey (2016, p. 73) is ‘The prevalence of guns poses a serious health and safety risk’. He categorises it as a value frame that is associated with the values of gun control advocates, such as The Brady Campaign, and the political left, The Democratic Party. This frame involves citing statistics associated with gun violence such as homicide, suicide, and accidents and comparing the American statistics with foreign countries that have implemented strict gun control. The article by Fisher and Keller (2017) utilised this framing explicitly. Patel (2018) also partly demonstrated use of this frame by citing statistics associated with mass shootings, namely the number of people shot in mass shootings after the occurrence of The Sandy Hook Elementary mass  shooting.
The article by Sanger-Katz and Bui, Q. (2017), ‘How to Reduce Mass Shooting Deaths? Experts Rank Gun Laws’, demonstrated two frames, the title of the article explicitly frames the article around the value of ‘Stricter gun control is the most effective measure against mass shootings’. The authoritative sources, researchers in criminology, law and public health, admit that no single gun law can completely guarantee the end of mass shootings in America. Instead, they identify measures that can lessen the lethality of these events. This framing corresponds to another frame identified by McCluskey (2016, p. 75), ‘Guns may be lawful and constitutionally protected, but there is some room for regulation’. This framing is centred around the concept of the collective security of people within society. A society with more gun control is a safer society. 
The connected article by Feuer (2016), “AR-15 Rifles Are Beloved, Reviled and a Common Element in Mass Shootings” highlights framing that became more frequently used by gun control advocacy groups and political figures associated with The Democratic Party after the shooting at Sandy Hook Elementary. Adam Lanza used a rifle similar to the AR-15 to kill 27 people, including his mother at home. Nikolas Cruz used an AR-15 to kill 17 in the shooting at Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School. Pro-gun control voices argue that the weapon is too lethal to be in the hands of civilians. I have identified it as ‘Assault styled weaponry needs to be federally banned’. It is a frame that centres around the collective security of individuals in society. The article depends on the official sources of individuals working within the firearm industry to provide a detailed description of the weapon and its function. However, the article then provides a problem definition of video game culture and military imagery in popular media as contributing factors to its appeal among young, white, American males. The article ends with Josh Sugarman, founder of The Violence Policy Centre, providing his belief that marketing forces contribute to the popularity of this problematic firearm to the identified demographic. The Violence Policy Centre is a non-profit organisation that identifies gun violence as a national health epidemic and explicitly advocates for stricter gun control. While this source was quoted in the tail-end of the article, it was the only quoted source whose values were voiced within. 
The New York Times published an article by Mueller (2018), ‘Limiting Access to Guns for Mentally Ill Is Complicated’ on the 15th of February. This article mentioned “gun” 28 times, the second highest count in articles published on 15 February 2018. I identified another commonly occurring frame in The New York Times’ coverage of the shooting at Marjory Stoneman, I labelled it ‘Republicans are unwilling to compromise the Second Amendment to address mass shootings’. This frame could be categorised as a political process frame. The article frames the Republican’s focus on mental health as a means to avoid the issue of gun control, an issue the author and The New York Times believe is the most salient issue with regards to the problem definition of mass shootings. This also demonstrates the earlier identified frame ‘Stricter gun control is the most effective measure against mass shootings’. The article also draws upon statistics provided by Everytown for Gun Safety, the largest nonprofit advocacy group for gun control in the United States, which cites the benefits other states have seen since the implementation of “red flag laws”, which allow the confiscation of firearms from individuals who present risks to themselves and others. This framing is in line with McCluskey’s (2016,  p. 73) ‘The prevalence of guns poses a serious health and safety risk’ mentioned earlier in this paper. 
The Washington Times released three articles on 15 February 2018, a significantly lower figure when compared to The New York Times. An article by Parsons (2018) ‘Donald Trump: Florida shooter ‘mentally disturbed,’ must be reported early’, demonstrated the use of the ‘Mental health’ frame which is commonly adopted by advocacy groups and political figures aligned to The Republican Party. The primary, and only, source of the article was Donald Trump, the president of the US at the time of the shooting. This framing addresses the problem definition of mass shootings by emphasising the sentiment of “guns don’t kill people, people kill people”. Fault lies with the individual and not a systemic flaw in policy regarding firearms. 
The third article published on 15 February by the newspaper was the opinion piece ‘‘See something, say something’ a lie in Florida school shooting’ (Hurt, 2018). The paper contained frames that have been identified by past studies, such as McCluskey (2016). The first is a value frame that argues that an unarmed society is a less safe society. This frame focuses on the potential health risk of gun control on a collective society. In the past, advocates of the NRA and The Republican Party have argued that if there were armed civilians at the time of these mass shootings, the shooter could have been stopped earlier or would have not carried out the shooting in fear of resistance. This value frame contains elements of both collective security and universalism values often brought up by supporters of gun rights in the US. McCluskey (2016, p. 73) identified this value frame as ‘Restrictions on guns pose a serious health and safety issue’. 
The article blatantly supports the Second Amendment and demonstrates McCluskey’s identified value frame, ‘Restrictions on guns pose a serious health and safety issue’. Hurt (2016)  writes “See something, say something. And always be packing.” “Packing” is  American slang for carrying a firearm. The next frame I identified in this article deals with the failure of societal institutions to identify Nikolas Cruz as a threat prior to the shooting. I labelled it ‘Institutions of civil society failed to intervene before the shooting’.  Hurt (2016) writes, “Something was seen. Something was said. Yet nothing was done. The FBI apparently followed up but determined it was a dead end.” This framing downplays the responsibility of the individual and focuses on the failure of structures in civil society, such as the FBI, to prevent the occurrence of the event. Analysis of language used in the article also revealed the presence of the ‘Mental health’ frame. Hurt (2016) labels the Nikolas Cruz, the perpetrator, as a “nutjob”, essentially removing the presence of firearms from the problem definition. The article also contained a political process frame identified by McCluskey (2016, p. 77) which he labelled as ‘School shootings are being used to politicise gun issues’. Hurt (2016) writes, “And politicians are already grandstanding, talking about how we need to “do something.”” This frame has been used by gun rights advocacy groups, such as the NRA and the Gun Owners of America, in the past.  
On 16 February 2018, The New York Times published an article titled ‘Checking Facts and Falsehoods About Gun Violence and Mental Illness After Parkland Shooting’ (Qiu and Bank, 2018). The keyword “gun” appeared 19 times, the highest count for this day. It demonstrated some frames already identified, such as ‘Stricter gun control is the most effective measure against mass shootings’, ‘Institutions of civil society failed to intervene before the shooting’, ‘Assault styled weaponry needs to be federally banned’, ‘The prevalence of guns poses a serious health and safety risk’, and ‘Republicans are unwilling to compromise the Second Amendment to address mass shooting’. The article acknowledges that a system is in place that prohibits individuals identified to be mentally ill from acquiring firearms and that any mental illness is to be reported to the national background check system. However, the authors state that “gaps in the system still exist” (Qiu and Bank, 2018). The article quoted primarily official sources for this article with no indicated favouritism to Republican or Democrat values. 
Another article was published by The New York Times, titled ‘A Familiar Editorial Split After Parkland Shooting, but Not Everywhere’ (Grynbaum, 2018). The keyword “gun” appeared 14 times, the second highest count of articles published this day. The article focused on the coverage of right leaning media outlets coverage and opinions related to the shooting and dismissal of calls for gun control from left leaning media outlets and political figures. However, the article drew attention to a newspaper that was normally sympathetic to Trump and conservative values associated with the Republican party calling for stricter gun control policy, The New York Post. The framing of the article was consistent with another frame identified by McCluskey (2016, p. 77), ‘Anti-gun opinion is growing and can be a political force’. McCluskey describes it as a political process frame which emphasises that the prevalence of school shootings are galvanising  public opinion to be in favour of stricter gun control. Interestingly, the article mostly quoted right leaning sources, however, it was done in such a way to discredit Republican, or conservative, values associated with the gun control debate.
The New York Times published another article on 16 February 2018, ‘A ‘Mass Shooting Generation’ Cries Out for Change’ by Burch, Mazzei, and Healy (2018). The article identified no new frames. However, the use of sources had a significant effect on the framing of the article. The article itself dealt with a generation of students that have grown up with the knowledge that a shooting at their school is a possibility. The article primarily quotes students and individuals who had survived school shootings. Many of the students quoted express their support of gun control. The language used in the article is very descriptive and seem to serve the purpose of evoking an emotional response from the reader. 
The Washington Times published an article on 16 February 2018 titled ‘Nikolas Cruz, Florida shooting, mental health Social ties affect mental health and physical well-being’ (Radcliff, 2018). This article did not directly report on the event, but mentioned the event served as a “reminder” of the importance of psychological wellbeing. This framed the event through the ‘mental health’ frame identified earlier. The author is the primary, and only, source quoted in the article. Another article published this day was titled ‘Trump says school shooting a scene of 'hatred and evil', shows need for mental-health services’ (Boyer and Persons, 2018). The primary source of the article was Donald Trump, the president at the time. It focused on his emphasis of the event being indicative of a need for improved mental health services in the US. The authors of the article labelled Cruz as a “troubled young gunman”, demonstrating the use of the ‘Mental health’ frame. The article also quoted the Attorney General, Jeff Sessions, another Republican aligned source who echoed the sentiments of the need for an improved mental health system and speaking about the “intersection of mental health and criminality”. 
 The Washington Times published another article on 16 February 2018 titled ‘Alex Azar, Trump health secretary, open to government gun violence study’ (Howell Jr. and Persons, 2018). This article demonstrated multiple frames but two new frames emerged which are popular among Republican figures and media. These frames were also identified by McCluskey (2016, pp. 76-77) in his study, both of which are value frames rooted in the individual rights of American citizens. The first frame McCluskey labelled as ‘Guns are lawful and constitutionally protected’. This frame centres around the importance of upholding the constitution and traditional American values. Since the constitution provides these freedoms, taking guns away would be equivalent to the removal of first amendment rights of free speech. The second frame McCluskey labelled as ‘They want to take away our guns’. This frame is tied to the values of self-direction and is popular among advocates of gun rights in the US, who argue that Democrats, gun control advocacy groups, and liberal media are working together to take away their constitutional right to bear arms. This article finishes by quoting Jim Jordan, a Republican politician from Ohio, who states " It seems like whenever we have one of these tragedies take place there's always folks who want to infringe on fundamental liberties that we as Americans enjoy."
The final article from this day, published by The Washington Times, is titled ‘Nikolas Cruz arrested: Can teachers carry guns now?’ (Chumley, 2018). This article reignited a debate that was started in the wake of The Sandy Hook Elementary Shooting, the arming of teachers to act as first responders to a mass shooting (Yacek, 2018, p. 1). The author, Chumley (2018), explicitly voices support of the arming of teachers, which demonstrates the use of the frame identified by McCluskey (2016, p. 73), ‘restrictions on guns pose a serious health and safety issue’. Chumley (2018) believes that armed teachers would act as a deterrent to perpetrators as the school is no longer a soft target, it is fortified. Chumley (2018) writes, “Never mind how many staffers are actually armed. Fact is, a gunman suspecting resistance — fearing resistance — may not even carry out gunning plans. Just the knowledge that some may be carrying could defray killings”. Interestingly, Chumley (2018) ends the article by appealing to religious values of the reader. Many readers of this paper have conservative Christian values, labelling contemporary society as “largely godless, and morally drifting”. This presents another frame identified and labelled by McCluskey (2016, p. 74) as ‘Guns are not the problem, it's a societal/cultural problem’. This frame was first used in The Columbine Massacre in 1999, when news agencies were scrambling to frame the event around the popularity of violent pop culture, shifting blame onto games the shooters played to movies they watched.   
Framing of The Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School Shooting: Week 2

The 19 February marked the second week of coverage of the mass shooting at Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School. Much of the coverage of this week became focused on the “March for our Lives” gun control protests in Washington D.C.. This also marked the peak of The Washington Times’ coverage of the mass shooting. On the 19 February, The Washington Times published 7 articles. The article ‘Laurence H. Tribe, Harvard Law prof, wants ‘Children’s Crusade’ for gun control, lower voting age’ (Ernst, 2018) drew focus to a tweet made by Laurence Tribe, a Harvard law professor, which highlighted the ‘March for our Lives’ gun control protests which would commence on the 24th of February. In this tweet, Tribe argued that the voting age should be reduced to 16, claiming that the younger generation had better “BS detectors” than older Americans. He was one of 2 sources cited in the article. However, the article also cited Ben Shapiro, a controversial columnist and political analyst with conservative values. He characterised the tweet as “emotional manipulation” that attempted to frame Republicans as “uncaring”. The article closed with Shapiro’s opinion on the matter which essentially framed the article using the frame of ‘School shootings are being used to politicize gun issues’ which McCluskey (2016, p. 78) identified. 
This frame was again identified in another article, an opinion piece, published this day titled ‘More laws do not a moral people make’ (Piper, 2018). Piper writes about the Democratic Party using the event as a springboard to push the left’s agenda. Piper writes “our nation's cultural elites rushed to their respective podiums, finding fault and casting aspersions.” The ‘They want to take away our guns’ frame identified by McCluskey (2016, p. 77) was also present. Piper (2018) writes “Scoring political points is the name of the game. Removing personal rights embedded in our Constitution and replacing them with more laws and less freedom seems to be the only way they know to keep score.” While the author voices his disapproval of the perception that the liberal left was on a mission to take away liberties and freedoms provided by the constitution. This  is also consistent with McCluskey’s (2016, pp. 76-77) identified individual rights value frame, ‘Guns are lawful and constitutionally protected’. The author then argues that taking away firearms prevents lawful gun owners from protecting themselves, their family, and their property. This is consistent with another of McCluskey’s frames, ‘Restrictions on guns pose a serious health and safety issue’. This frame is further demonstrated when the author begins to cite statistics from countries where citizens were disarmed by their tyrannical governments. The article also dismisses that guns are causative to the problem definition of mass shootings, instead blaming American culture. This is consistent with ‘Guns are not the problem, it’s a societal/cultural problem’. This article also displayed an appeal to Christian values, a characteristic that seems to be a common feature in The Washington Times’ opinion pieces (Piper, 2018). 
One article published on this day seemed to be a major departure from the majority of The Washington Times’ coverage of the shooting. The article is titled ‘Nikolas Cruz-Florida shooting: Trump, Congress must curb gun addiction Thoughts and prayers won't curb lethal addiction’ (Garfinkel, 2018). Another opinion piece, however speaks about America’s “addiction” to firearms. This article took a psychological perspective on firearms in America, characterising them as “drugs” and America is the “addict”. This is consistent to the ‘stricter gun control is the most effective measure against mass shootings’, a frame that is usually used by media outlets aligned to the Democratic Party. Garfinkel (2018) also explicitly labels gun violence as “a national public health epidemic”. This is consistent with McCluskey’s (2016, p. 75) collective security value frame associated with media aligned to the political left, ‘Prevalence of guns poses a serious health and safety issue’.
Another article published by The Washington Times highlighted the reemergence of the debate of arming teachers. The article is title ‘Rush Limbaugh calls for concealed carry in schools after Florida shooting’ (Swoyer, 2018). The article focuses on Fox News Sunday’s host, Rush Limbaugh, and his call for teachers to conceal carry handguns on school premises after Cameron Kasky, a student protester spoke about the “March for our Lives” protests for gun control. This framing is consistent with the logic of an armed society is a safer society. The article quotes two sources, Rush Limbaugh is the primary source, while Cameron Kasky is the secondary source. The article is framed around Limbaugh’s quotes. His quotes are consistent with the ‘mental health’ frame common in Republican aligned media. Limbaugh argues that American’s need to counter the mental health crisis instead of focusing on firearms. Another article published this day focusing on the arming of teachers was titled ‘Sheriff Richard Jones offers free gun instruction to Ohio teachers’ (Morton, 2018). Both articles show a new emerging frame in The Washington Times’ coverage of the mass shooting at Marjory Stoneman Douglas which argues that schools need to improve security measures at schools by taking up arms. This could be considered as a frame based in the values of collective security, similar to McCluskey’s (2016, p. 74) frame, ‘restrictions on guns pose a serious health and safety issue’. I have labelled this frame as ‘schools need to be fortified’. 
The New York Times also provided coverage on the salient topic of arming teachers to act as a measure against school shootings. Two articles were published on the 19th of February relating to the topic. The first article, titled ‘School Shootings Put Teachers in New Role as Human Shields’ (Rogers, 2018) almost immediately highlights the author’s values concerning this topic by characterising teachers as “human shields”. This article was written due to many teachers writing to Congress, calling for bans on assault weapons, and permission to carry firearms on school premises. The article primarily quotes teachers from around the country. The majority voice their anxiety surrounding this issue and most would feel uncomfortable and unqualified to take up arms against armed gunmen. 
This week also saw calls from policy makers in the Senate to strengthen the background check system. The proposed legislation was introduced by Senator John Cornyn of Texas and was backed by three Republicans and four Democrats in the Senate. This legislation would involve significant improvements to the national background checks system. An article published by The New York times titled ‘Trump Adds Cautious Support to Changes to Background Checks for Gun Buyers’ (Rogers, 2018) covered this development. The article adopts a critical tone of Republican politicians for not providing enough support for meaningful legislation regarding gun control.  This framing is consistent with a frame I identified in the first week, namely ‘Republicans are unwilling to compromise the Second Amendment to address mass shootings’. This was evident when analysing the manner in which Republican leaning sources were quoted in the article. For example, Rogers (2018) quotes Governor John Kasich of Ohio, but highlights that when questioned about the new proposed legislation he stated that “small” changes could be made with regards to gun control policy. 
This week also marked the coverage of the upcoming student protests, scheduled for 24 March 2018, for gun control by both newspapers. The Washington Times published an article titled ‘Obnoxious, ignorant teens now demand curbs on guns’ on 20 February 2018 (Chumley, 2018). This article covered the upcoming “March for our Lives” protests in the capital. The article starts off by attacking the character of the protesters. The heading characterises them as “obnoxious and ignorant”. The article only quotes one source, Cameron Klusky’s interview on CNN. However, this interview is used by the author to critique the upcoming protests. The author explicitly states that guns are not part of the problem definition of mass shootings. Chumley (2018) writes, “Murder comes from the heart — it's a design of evil that starts with thoughts and imaginations then weaves into the heart and ultimately, manifests in action”. This demonstrates the use of McCluskey’s (2016, pp. 74-75) ‘Guns are not the problem, it’s a societal/cultural problem’. Chumley (2018) also voices that violent events are used by The Democratic Party and left aligned media to take away the Second Amendment rights of law abiding citizens. She writes, “But as always in cases of gun-related violence, the leftists in the media and government are only too happy to sell the idea that gun violence stems from the Second Amendment,”. This points to a number of already identified frames. Namely, ‘Guns are lawful and constitutionally protected’ and ‘School shootings are being used to politicise gun issues’. She continues, “and that the way to stop violence is to strip gun rights from law-abiding Americans.” This points to the use of the ‘They want to take away our guns’. An appeal to the readers religious values was again present. Chumley (2018) writes, “How about a march for God? How about a march for more prayer in schools?”

The Washington Times published another article which served to contrast the salient matter of students protesting for gun control. The article was published on 20 February 2018, titled ‘Columbine survivor introduces bill to expand concealed-carry in schools’ (Richardson, 2018). The article focuses on the proposal of legislation, that would permit concealed carry of handguns by personnel in schools, by Colorado House Minority Patrick Neville. Neville was a student at Columbine High School at the time of the massacre in 1999. As it stands, those permitted to conceal-carry on school grounds would have to keep their firearm in their locked car. Neville is the only quoted source within the article which allows the dominance of his conservative and gun rights values. He argues that more of his classmates would have survived if there were armed 
personnel on school property. This displays the dominance of the frame, identified by McCluskey (2016, pp. 73-74), ‘Restrictions on guns pose a serious health and safety issue’.  This development received no coverage from The New York Times.
The Washington Times published 2 articles on this day, while The New York Times published 9 articles. The New York Times articles that contained the keyword “gun” the most were, ‘Highlights: Students Call for Action Across Nation; Florida Lawmakers Fail to Take Up Assault Rifle Bill’ (Turkewitz and Hartocollis, 2018) and ‘I Interned for Senator Rubio. Now I’m Begging Him to Act on Guns’ (Rosenthal, 2018). Turkewitz and Hartocollis cover Florida House rejecting a bill that would ban assault rifles. The article focuses on the emotional reactions of student protestors after this announcement that the bill would not be passed. The language used in the article is descriptive and attempts to appeal to the reader’s emotions and values. The article adopts a critical tone towards Republican law makers in Florida approving a resolution identifying pornography as a public health risk after deciding assault rifles are not. Multiple frames were present in this article. Namely, ‘Stricter gun control is the most effective measure against mass shootings’, ‘Assault styled weaponry needs to be federally banned’, ‘The prevalence of guns poses a serious health and safety risk’, and ‘Republicans are unwilling to compromise the Second Amendment to address mass shootings’. The coverage of the students’ journey to Tallahassee, Florida’s capital. The students are the primary sources quoted in the article. The language and tone used was very emotive and empathetic, subtly hinting that the journalists’ share the same values. 
Numerous articles were published by the New York Times relating to the student protestors, but a new issue emerged in the issue-attention cycle, criticism of the Broward County police department’s delayed response to intercept Nikolas Cruz during the shooting. On 21 February 2018, The New York Times published the first article relating to this development, titled ‘In School Shooting’s Painful Aftermath, Sheriff Faces Questions Over Police Response’ (Blinder, Mazzei, and Oppel Jr., 2018). The sheriff, Scott Israel, was the primary source quoted in the article, but students were quoted to provide a description of the what was happening inside the school. Other secondary sources include off-duty police officers that responded to the shooting and one police officer that was assigned to a nearby elementary school. Israel stated that the responding officers acted in accordance with protocol by waiting for specialised teams before making entry into the high school. However, Israel also spoke about an armed deputy that was assigned to the school, Deputy Scot Peterson, who witnesses claimed did not enter the school to intercept the shooter. The tone of the sources cited and the article itself was consistent with the frame ‘Institutions of civil society failed to intervene before the shooting’ identified in the week prior. However, focus had shifted from the FBI’s failure to investigate Cruz to the police department’s failure to act swiftly during the shooting (Blinder, Mazzei, and Oppel Jr., 2018).
The Washington Times also provided coverage of the upcoming student protests, however, their coverage was noticeably less extensive than The New York Times. One article highlighted the emergence of a sentiment that the student protests were being orchestrated by left wing groups with an agenda of pursuing stricter gun control. The article titled ‘Jack Kingston, former GOP rep, suggests 'left-wing groups' are behind student protests’ (Chasmar, 2018). The article covered a segment on CNN which 

Featured Former Rep. Jack Kingston, a commentator on CNN, and network host 
Alisyn Camerota. The article used Jack Kingston as the primary quoted source, while a few of Alisyn Camerota’s responses were added. Jack Kingston’s quotes dominated the article where he voiced his opinion. He stated “I am heartbroken that young people have gone through this, and I hope that it never happens again”, he continues, “But I also know that their sorrow can very easily be hijacked by left-wing groups who have an agenda." This is consistent with an already identified frame ‘School shootings are being used to politicise gun issues’.
The Washington Times also covered debates in other states revolving around adding further security to schools. Officials in North Carolina were considering the addition of more armed officers at schools. One such article was titled ‘North Carolina officials weigh adding volunteer armed officers to schools’ (Sherfinski, 2018). The article also briefly touches on Deputy Scot Peterson, the officer assigned to Marjory Stoneman Douglas who failed to enter the school and intercept the gunman. Another development was Trump’s plans for banning ‘bump-stocks’, an attachment of a semi-automatic rifle, like the AR-15, which allows for a faster fire rate. This issue became a topic of discourse after the shooting in Las Vegas at the Route 91 Harvest music festival which claimed the lives of 60 people. The shooter, Stephen Craig Paddock, barricaded himself in a room on the 32nd floor of the Mandalay Bay Hotel with a stockpile of weapons, including semi-automatic rifles with bump stocks attached. The Washington Times published the article titled ‘Trump pushes bump stock ban’ (Boyer and Sherfinski, 2018) which covered this development. In the article the authors cited a static related to public support of stricter gun control. Two polls were released which showed that the majority of voters were supportive of more gun regulations. The Quinnipiac survey showed that 66% of Americans support stricter gun laws; while an ABC-Washington Post poll found that 77% percent of voters believe Congress isn't doing enough, and 62% say the president isn't either (Boyer and Sherfinski, 2018). Interestingly, this corresponds with McCluskey’s identified frame, ‘Anti-gun public opinion is growing and can be a political force’, a frame that is most often utilised by gun control advocacy groups and political voices aligned with The Democratic Party. The article also indicated that the president supported stronger improvements to the national system for background checks. The sources cited are diverse. Quotes were taken from the president, The White House press secretary, representatives of advocacy groups supporting gun control, representatives of the NRA, Democrat senators, and professors familiar with firearm regulation. The coverage was fairly even, and the language and tone used were neutral. This indicates that no real attempt was made to frame this article inline with values or political processes (Boyer and Sherfinski, 2018).

The Washington Times’ coverage peaked on 22 February 2018. This peak coincides with the upcoming student protests for gun control. As mentioned before, 8 articles were published by the newspaper. However, The Washington Times also published articles of Patrick Neville’ proposed bill that would remove the limitations on concealed-carry on school premises in Colorado. A published article relating to this was titled ‘Democrats defeat Columbine survivor's concealed carry guns bill’ (Richardson, 2018). The article quotes 2 sources, State Rep. Mike Foot of Denver Colorado and Republican Rep. Patrick Neville of The Colorado House. Foot believes the bill was rejected for good reason. He states, “More guns do not equal more safety in schools”. Neville was also quoted, voicing his disappointment that the bill. The quotation of sources is fairly even so no framing was explicit. 

Most of the articles published on the 22nd of February were in response to the upcoming student protests. Most of which speculated that the protests were orchestrated by forces on the left to support their agenda . One such article is titled ‘‘Women's March leader works behind scenes on 'student-led' Parkland gun-control protest’ (Richardson, 2018). The article identifies Deena Katz, co-executive director of the Women's March LA Foundation, as being the primary force behind the organisation of the students’ upcoming protests for gun control. The article insinuates that the students, such as Cameron Kasky, are merely the faces that the public associates with the protests, while left wing agents are organising the protests to achieve their own agendas. The article adopts a critical tone. Richardson (2018) writes, “As far as critics are concerned, there's quite a bit about the campaign that seems to be outside the wheelhouse of the average high schooler.” The framing of the article is consistent with McCluskey’s political-process frame ‘School shootings are being used to politicize gun issues’. The article goes on to criticize media on the left for fuelling the narrative of the high schoolers being the driving force behind the protests (Richardson, 2018). 
However, The Washington Times published another article on the same day that stands in contrast to the values being asserted by Richardson (2018). The article is titled ‘Youth demanding to be heard in U.S. political discourse’ (Dinan and Swoyer, 2018). This article adopted a more positive tone regarding the students and their plans to protest for gun control. The article quotes student protesters and Democratic Senator Amy Klobuchar all of whom provide supportive commentary of the students’ endeavours.
The New York Times continued to cover the police’s response to the shooting on the 22 February 2018. An article titled ‘As Gunman Rampaged Through Florida School, Armed Deputy ‘Never Went In’’ (Blinder and Mazzei, 2018). The coverage focuses on Deputy Scot Peterson who failed to enter the school during the shooting. The article quotes Sheriff Scott Israel who confirmed that Peterson did “nothing”. The article details how the Broward County police department received over 20 calls regarding Nikolas Cruz’s alarming behaviour before the shooting, including him voicing his desire to be a school shooter. The article also points out that the FBI also received a tip that Cruz owned a firearm and threatened to commit a school shooting. The Florida Department of Children and Families, also checked in on Cruz after social media posts of self-harm. After conducting an investigation, they determined that he wasn’t a threat to himself or others. This is consistent with the earlier identified frame ‘Institutions of civil society failed to intervene before the shooting’(Blinder and Mazzei, 2018).
The New York Times also published a paper concerning Marco Rubio, a Republican Senator of Florida, and his appearance on CNN. The article, titled ‘Marco Rubio Finds Himself at Center of Gun Debate, Again’ (Burns and Mazzei, 2018). The article adopts a critical tone of Rubio and his failure to pass gun legislation after two major mass shootings, the Pulse nightclub shooting in Orlando in 2016 which claimed the lives of 49 people and now the shooting at Marjory Stoneman, which claimed 17 lives. This article uses the ‘Stricter gun control is the most effective measure against mass shootings’ frame. However, the article also highlighted a new frame which has been seen in previous coverage of mass shootings that gain salience in left aligned media. The article quotes Rubio and he stated that he was open to some restrictions on firearms, such as high capacity magazines. The author states that Rubio “is likely to encounter significant resistance on the right in any effort to restrict magazine sales”. The article goes on to quote Ted Duetch, a Democrat Representative, who accused Rubio of favouring legislation “the NRA can live with.” As mentioned earlier in this paper, the NRA is a powerful gun rights advocacy group with significant political influence in the US. I have identified this frame as ‘The NRA is preventing the passing of any meaningful gun control legislation’. 
The Washington Times also provided coverage of the proposition to arm teachers. An article was published which covered the NRA CEO’s recommendation to increase security measures at schools at the Conservative Political Action Conference (CPAC). The article is titled ‘Wayne LaPierre, NRA CEO, at CPAC calls for more armed security in schools’ (Sherfinski, 2018). The NRA’s CEO, Wayne LaPierre, offered to assist schools in fortifying themselves and supported the strengthening of the national background check system for those purchasing firearms. LaPierre referred to agents of the left as “opportunists” that wished to exploit the shooting and the upcoming student marches for a socialist agenda that includes the removal of gun rights from law abiding citizens. This is consistent with the frames ‘School shootings are being used to politicise gun issues’, ‘Schools need to be fortified’, and ‘They want to take away our guns’. The article also quotes Avery Gardiner, the co-president of the Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence. She argues that while LaPierre had valid points about strengthening the national background checks system, the NRA tried to dismantle the Brady Gun Bill in the 90’s, leading her to view his support as “disingenuous”. The primary source in the article is LaPierre, as his quotes dominate the article. 
The New York Times published 7 articles on the 23rd of February 2018, while The Washington Times published 5 articles. Of the 5 articles with the highest counts of the keyword “gun”, most covered stories and used framing discussed earlier. However, one article highlighted Florida lawmakers’ defiance of the NRA in the headlines. The article titled ‘Defying N.R.A., Florida Lawmakers Back Raising Age Limits on Assault Rifles’ (Mazzei and Bidgood, 2018). The article focuses on Governor Rick Scott of Florida, a Republican, who proposed changing the legal age of purchasing a firearm from 18 to 21 years. While the article puts his proposal in a positive light, the tone of the article changes by insinuating that the governor is controlled by the agenda of the NRA. Mazzei and Bidgood (2018) write “Over seven years as governor, Mr. Scott has earned an “A+” rating from the N.R.A.” This is consistent with the frame mentioned earlier, ‘The NRA is preventing the passing of any meaningful gun control legislation’. Mr. Scott also defied the proposal made by Trump and other political voices from the right which called for the arming of educators. Instead, Governor Scott proposed the placement of 1 armed security officer for every 1,000 students in public schools. While the author does not show any indication of support for Scott’s proposal regarding armed officers at public schools, they insinuate that it is a better alternative than arming teachers. The article also highlights Republicans’ focus on the mental health of the shooter instead of the weapons that were used. This is consistent with the frames ‘Republicans are unwilling to compromise the Second Amendment to address mass shooting’ and ‘Stricter gun control is the most effective measure against mass shootings’. 
Framing of The Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School Shooting: Week 3
The start of the third week of coverage saw some developments of issue salience. The upcoming protests began to dominate the headlines while Deputy Scot Peterson’s failure to enter the school during the shooting was being criticised by voices from both the left and the right. Some students were becoming the faces of the student protests for gun control, such as David Hogg and Emma Gonzalez. Both were students at Marjory Stoneman High School. The New York Times and The Washington Times notably wrote articles relating to private businesses that changed their policy on sales of firearms and ammunition. Both publications also covered Donald Trumps’ condemnation of the armed deputy that failed to enter Marjory Stoneman Douglas during the shooting.  
The New York Times released 5 articles on 26 February 2018, while The Washington Post released 6 articles. The Washington Times drew focus to David Hogg, one of the faces associated with the student protesters calling for stricter gun control. Two articles were released after Hogg condemned Donald Trump for his failure to support gun control after the shooting at Marjory Stoneman Douglas. One article titled ‘David Hogg attacks Trump as draft-dodging coward owned by the NRA: Face of Marjory Stoneman Douglas shooting challenges president to 'please prove me wrong'’ (Morton, 2018). Focused on Hoggs criticism of Donald Trump. David Hogg criticised Trump for calling Sheriff Scott Israel a coward for not entering the school to engage the shooter, Nikolas Cruz. Hogg called Trump a hypocrite because he  “evaded the draft multiple times”. It was later pointed out that Hogg made an error as Trump used the term “coward” for Deputy Scot Peterson, not Sheriff Israel. 
One article by The Washington Times released on 26 February 2018, focused on the NRA’s criticism of businesses that severed commercial ties with the organisation in the aftermath of the mass shooting fearing that association with the gun rights group would lead to boycott. The article is titled ‘NRA accuses companies of 'cowardice' after severing ties under threat of boycott’ (Richardson, 2018). This article covered many recognisable businesses, such as MetLife and Hertz, revoking discounts to NRA members. The NRA responded by saying that law abiding members should not be penalized for the failure of school security measures and mental health services. The article also briefly mentioned David Hoggs statements that labelled gun rights supporters as “child murderers” on CNN. Voices from the right criticised the show’s host, Alisyn Camerota, for not questioning this inflammatory statement. While no identified frames were evident, the use of sources showed favouritism to sources with conservative political values. Of the five sources quoted, four were sources with conservative values and alignment to The Republican Party (Richardson, 2018).
The New York Times also covered calls for businesses to boycott the NRA. The article, titled ‘Georgia Republicans Vow to Kill Airline Tax-Cut Bill After Delta Ends N.R.A. Discount’ (Haag and Hsu, 2018), focuses on the lieutenant governor in Georgia, Lt. Gov. Casey Cagle, threatening to axe a lucrative tax cut for Delta Air Lines after the company revoked NRA members’ discounts. The article demonstrates the use of the frame ‘The NRA is preventing the passing of any meaningful gun control legislation’. The author writes “Mr. Cagle, who received an A+ grade by the N.R.A. when he was running for his position in 2006”. This insinuates that Cagle acted in the interests of the NRA’s agenda. The authors add that Cagle held influence over the passing of legislation in the state.
The Washington Times also provided coverage of Trump’s condemnation of Deputy Scot Peterson. Two articles were published covering this. The first, titled ‘Scot Peterson blasted for not entering Marjory Stoneman  Douglas High School during shooting’ (Wolfgang, 2018) and the second, titled ‘Scot Peterson vs. school gunman raises debate’. Both articles are framed using ‘Institutions of civil society failed to intervene before the shooting’. Both articles discuss the various institutions that failed to identify Nikolas Cruz as a threat prior to and during the shooting (Wolfgang, 2018). 
27 February 2018 saw each publication publishing five articles covering developments related to the Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School Shooting. One topic of salience was prominent businesses boycotting the NRA. The New York Times published the article ‘Big and Small, N.R.A. Boycott Efforts Come Together in Gun Debate’ (Hsu, 2018) which covered this topic. The article interestingly begins with quoting Judith Pearson, a retired school principal and gun owner, who condemned the NRA for their efforts to maintain civilian access to semi-automatic rifles, like the AR-15. The article again highlighted that Nikolas Cruz used an AR-15 to commit the massacre. The framing of the article is consistent with the identified frames ‘Assault styled weaponry needs to be federally banned’ and ‘The NRA is preventing the passing of any meaningful gun control legislation’. Another characteristic of relevance was the political alignment of sources quoted. Of the seven sources quoted, five were representatives of gun control advocacy groups, such as Drain the NRA, ThinkProgress, Moms Demand Action for Gun Sense in America. One source was neutral, and the NRA was the only source quoted with Republican values. 
Another issue of salience that was highlighted by The New York Times was Florida legislature prioritising the passing of proposed gun control bills. These included raising the legal age for purchasing firearms from 18 to 21, mandatory 3-day waiting periods after purchasing a firearm, and increased funding for school safety and access to health care. The article titled ‘Gun Control Bills, Including Program to Arm Teachers, Race Through Florida Legislature’ (Mazzei, 2018), covered this development. An additional proposal was introduced in the article, a $67 million voluntary program arming school staff, including teachers, and training provided by law enforcement. The program was dubbed the “marshal program”. This proposal was greeted by outcry from parents of students from Marjory Stoneman Douglas and students themselves. The article highlights that Democrat legislators are outnumbered and are not able to pass “more stringent” policies, such as a federal ban on assault weapons. This is consistent with the frames ‘Stricter gun control is the most effective measure against mass shootings’ and ‘Assault styled weaponry needs to be federally banned’. This also implies that Republican legislators are not willing to pass meaningful gun control legislation, which is consistent with the frame ‘Republicans are unwilling to compromise the Second Amendment to address mass shootings’. 
The New York times released an article which highlighted the pressure law makers were facing in both Republican and Democrat run states to enact stricter gun laws. The article titled ‘Parkland Massacre Thrusts Guns Into the Midterm Spotlight’ (Martin and Burns, 2018), covered this development. Law makers in Florida were scrambling to pass bills that proposed changes to current gun legislation. This trend was seen across the country in many states due to the upcoming midterm elections. The article uses a political process frame identified and labelled by McCluskey (2016, pp. 77-78), namely ‘Anti-gun public opinion is growing and can be a political force’. This frame is centred around the notion that recent mass shootings have galvanised public opinion to favour stricter gun controls. The article is framed around the notion that the NRA is a powerful influence on politics in the USA. The article highlights that law makers are defying this power in favour of common sense legislation. This is consistent with two frames. The first is the frame I identified, ‘The NRA is preventing the passing of any meaningful gun control legislation’. The second is centred around the notion that regulating firearms, such as the AR-15, are ‘common sense’. I have identified and labelled the frame as ‘Regulating certain firearms is common sense’ (Martin and Burns, 2018).
On 28 February 2018, The Washington Times published an article related to retailers changing their policy of firearm and ammunition sales. The article is titled ‘Dick’s, Walmart change limit gun, ammo sales in wake of Florida shooting’ (Sherfinski, 2018). Both retailers mentioned had stopped selling semi-automatic rifles, like the AR-15, and high capacity magazines. No framing was evident and the attribution of sources was fairly even, quoting spokesmen from gun control groups, Everytown for Gun Safety, and gun advocacy groups, Virginia Citizens Defence League. Both retailers were quoted, but it is unknown if the cessation of AR-15 sales were value or financially motivated,  so I counted them as neutral. 
The New York Times also provided coverage of retailers’ Dick’s and Walmart ceasing to sell AR-15’s and increasing the legal buying age from 18 to 21. The article is titled ‘Readers React to Dick’s Sporting Goods’ Decision on Assault-Style Rifles’ (The New York Times, 2018). The newspaper quoted readers perspective on the development of two major retailers stopping the sales of AR-15’s. The readers comments were placed in three categories, ‘Dick’s did the right thing’, ‘More needs to be done’, and ‘I’ll do my shopping elsewhere’. The most comments quoted was in the category ‘Dick’s did the right thing’. This shows an unequal coverage of voices, showing a favouritism of the opinion that retailers should stop stocking AR-15’s and high capacity magazines. This favouritism is consistent with the frame, ‘Assault styled weaponry needs to be federally banned’. 
The final day I analysed was 1 March 2018. After this day, no new developments occurred that saw the creation of new frames. Surprisingly, The Washington Times released eight articles while The New York Times only released three. The Washington Times articles selected were based on the frequency of occurrence of the keyword “gun”. The article with the highest count was a reprint. Of the other articles, three articles shared the same keyword count. Two articles focused on the assertion that most Americans blamed the government, not guns, for the mass shooting at Marjory Stoneman while one article was an opinion piece about mourning becoming a digital trend. The articles about the majority of the public blaming the government are titled as follows, ‘Americans by and large blame government, not guns’ (Chumley, 2018), and ‘Most Americans blame government bungling more than guns for Parkland shooting: Poll’ (Richardson, 2018). The article about the digitization of mourning is titled ‘Mourning becomes electronic’ (Fields, 2018). 
The two articles relating to public opinion are based on a survey by “The Rasmussen Reports” that were conducted on the 25th and 26th of February 2018. The articles found that most Americans attributed the cause of the Marjory Stoneman Douglas shooting to failures of government agencies to identify Nikolas Cruz as a threat. The study found that 54% of adults saw institutional failure as the biggest cause of the shooting, while only 33% saw the lack of gun control as the cause. Both articles regarding the mass shooting utilise similar framing. Both utilise the frame, ‘Institutions of civil society failed to intervene before the shooting’. However, Chumley’s (2018) article drew upon values of tradition and the constitutional right provided by the Second Amendment to support the findings of The Rasmussen Report. This is consistent with the frame ‘Guns are lawful and constitutionally protected’. 
The New York Times released three articles on 1 March 2018. Two articles related to the arming of school personnel. The second article covered schools in the nation that had armed personnel in anticipation of a school shooting. The article is titled ‘Trump Wants to Arm Teachers. These Schools Already Do’(Green and Fernandez, 2018). This article covers a school in Sidney, Ohio which placed Glock handguns in 7 safes dispersed around the school. The safes require biometric authentication (finger prints) of designated school staff to unlock. A bullet proof vest is also located in an unspecified location on school grounds. The article has pointed out that many schools, mostly in rural red states, followed Trump’s recommendation to arm school staff. The article takes a fairly neutral approach to the coverage. However, of the eight sources cited, five had Republican values, such as the support of the Second Amendment. These sources all shared the belief that security at schools needed to be improved. This is consistent with the ‘Schools need to be fortified’ frame.
Findings and Conclusion
A total of 16 frames were identified in the analysis. They are listed below:

1. Stricter gun control is the most effective measure against mass shootings.
2. The prevalence of guns poses a serious health and safety risk.
3. Guns may be lawful and constitutionally protected, but there is some room for regulation.
4. Assault styled weaponry needs to be federally banned.
5. Republicans are unwilling to compromise the Second Amendment to address mass shootings.
6. Mental health.

7. Restrictions on guns pose a serious health and safety issue.
8. Institutions of civil society failed to intervene before the shooting.
9. School shootings are being used to politicise gun issues.
10. Anti-gun opinion is growing and can be a political force.
11. Guns are lawful and constitutionally protected.
12. They want to take away our guns.
13. Guns are not the problem, it's a societal/cultural problem.
14. Schools need to be fortified.
15. The NRA is preventing the passing of any meaningful gun control legislation.
16. Regulating certain firearms is common sense.
I identified some frames while some have already been identified and labelled in other studies, like McCluskey’s (2016). While all these frames were present, some featured more frequently. And some of the identified dominant frames featured more frequently in one newspaper when compared to the other.
In total, 104 articles were analysed from The Washington Times and The New York Times. This is a total of 52 articles per newspaper. After my frame analysis of these articles, it became evident that each newspaper used some frames more than others. The New York Times, a newspaper that has been identified as an agenda setting newspaper with a political alignment leaning towards The Democratic Party, the most dominant frame was ‘Stricter gun control is the most effective measure against mass shootings’. This frame was present in 27 articles. When covering the student protests, the language was descriptive and the tone was empathetic towards the students’ cause. 

Another commonly occurring frame was ‘Assault styled weaponry needs to be federally banned’. This frame was present in 19 articles. Since the Sandy Hook Elementary shooting in 2012, assault styled rifles, such as the AR-15, have been identified as a contributing factor to some of the most deadly mass shootings in the US. This includes the Pulse nightclub shooting in Orlando which claimed the lives of 49 people, the 2017 mass shooting in Las Vegas which claimed the lives of 58 people initially, but this number rose to 60 after victims died from complications related to the injuries they sustained that day (Romine and Sun, 2023). Many articles released by The New York Times made mention that Nikolas Cruz was armed with this weapon throughout the 3 weeks of coverage analysed. As seen in the analysis, a few articles were dedicated to this weapon, identifying it as a topic of salience throughout the coverage. 
The third most dominant frame identified in The New York Times’ coverage was ‘Republicans are unwilling to compromise the Second Amendment to address mass shooting’. This frame was present in 17 of the 52 articles analysed. Many articles highlighted that Republican officials did not want to compromise the second Amendment by passing gun control legislation. Furthermore, the frame ‘The NRA is preventing the passing of any meaningful gun control legislation’ also featured in 15 articles. As discussed earlier in this paper, it has been highlighted that the NRA is a gun rights advocacy group that holds significant influence in the sphere of American politics. In many articles analysed, the association of the NRA to the Republican party led to articles implying that Republican officials were essentially tethered to the NRA’s agenda, and this included protecting the rights provided to Americans by the Second Amendment. 
Another popular noteworthy frame that was present in 9 articles published by The New York Times was McCluskey’s (2016, pp. 74-75) based on collective security values,  ‘The prevalence of guns poses a serious health and safety risk’. As mentioned, the frame is particularly popular among gun control advocacy groups, such as Everytown for Gun Safety and The Brady Campaign. This frame was present whenever articles cited statistical data related to gun violence in the US, or statistics cited from nations that have successfully implemented stricter gun control and had noted marked decreases in gun violence.
The Washington Times favoured different frames. As can be expected, the reader base of this identified conservative paper, frames such as ‘Stricter gun control is the most effective measure against mass shootings’ featured far less. The most dominant frame featured in The Washington Times’ coverage was ‘mental health’. As mentioned earlier, this frame emphasises the mental illness of the shooter as the primary cause of their rampages. This frame featured 17 times in the 52 articles analysed. The authors were normally quite explicit, especially in opinion pieces, that the gun was merely an instrument of a sick mind that essentially killed 17 people at Marjory Stoneman Douglas. Donald Trump, the president at the time, was outspoken about the shooter being mentally ill. This leads into the second most dominant frame, ‘Institutions of civil society failed to intervene before the shooting’. Many articles, 13 of the 52, focused on the institutions that failed to identify Nikolas Cruz as a threat. This failure is often emphasised as the real reason that Cruz could carry out his rampage. The implication is that if structures of civil American society, such as the FBI, social services, or mental health services, could identify individuals that display red flags, mass shootings could be prevented. 
Another commonly occurring frame was McCluskey’s (2016, pp. 77-78) political process frame ‘School shootings are being used to politicize gun issues’. This frame featured in 13 of the 52 articles published by The Washington Times. Many articles insinuated that left aligned media, such as CNN, gun control advocacy groups on, such as Women’s March LA, were using the mass shooting at Marjory Stoneman Douglas as a launchpad to promote their own agenda. As seen in the frame analysis of the three weeks, numerous articles accused the left of facilitating, organising, and capitalising off the student led protests. 
While political process frames, like ‘They want to take away our guns’, or individual rights value frames, such as ‘Guns are lawful and constitutionally protected’, identified by McCluskey (2016, pp. 76-77), did feature regularly, they were not dominant frames. These two frames usually appeared in tandem in some articles. They were identified in 9 of the 52 articles analysed. McCluskey’s (2016, pp. 73-74) collective security value frame which is popular among Republican media and gun rights advocacy groups, like the NRA, ‘Restrictions on guns pose a serious health and safety issue’, was present in only 3 of the 52 articles analysed.
One frame that was more prominent in The Washington Times, when compared to The New York Times, was the prevalence of the ‘Schools need to be fortified’ frame. This frame was present in 6 articles of The Washington Times. The issue of arming educators became a topic of salience throughout the second week, and some of the third week. Articles of The Washington Times framed this as a possible solution, while most of The New York Times articles framed it as a bad decision. 

As can be seen when considering the dominant frames adopted by each newspaper,  these frames support the agenda of the political parties to which these newspapers are aligned. The New York Times, being aligned to the Democratic party, favoured frames which were inline with the Democratic Party’s political agenda of passing stricter gun control. Collective security value frames, such as ‘Stricter gun control is the most effective measure against mass shootings’, ‘The prevalence of guns poses a serious health and safety risk’, and ‘Assault styled weaponry needs to be federally banned’, are consistent with this agenda. Political process frames, such as ‘Republicans are unwilling to compromise the Second Amendment to address mass shooting’ and ‘The NRA is preventing the passing of any meaningful gun control legislation’ serve to undermine the Republican Party and lobby groups, such as the NRA, efforts to prevent the passing of meaningful gun legislation that could effectively address mass shootings, such as The Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School Shooting.

The Washington Times also framed the event in the interests of the values of The Republican Party, such as protecting the constitutional rights afforded by the Second Amendment and ensuring that the population may remain armed. Individual rights value frames, such as ‘They want to take away our guns’ and ‘Guns are lawful and constitutionally protected’ are consistent with these agendas. To protect gun rights, Republican political figures and gun rights advocacy groups attribute the blame to the wielder of the firearm by utilising the ‘Mental health’ or Guns are not the problem, it's a societal/cultural problem. Another frame which attributes the blame to something other than guns is ‘Institutions of civil society failed to intervene before the shooting’. By blaming failures of institutions of civil society it serves to steer the debate away from blaming firearms as the problem definition of firearms. Collective security value frames, such as ‘Restrictions on guns pose a serious health and safety issue’, are used to highlight that an unarmed society will be defenceless against nefarious forces, such as criminals, mass shooters, like Nikolas Cruz, or a tyrannical government.
Both newspapers used political process framing and value framing that was consistent to the political values of the political party which they were aligned to. 
With regards to sources utilised, a sizable difference was noticed when comparing the two newspapers. The New York Times cited 275 sources in the 52 articles analysed, while The Washington Times cited 190 in 52 of the articles analysed. This could be attributed to the size and resources available to The New York Times. As highlighted earlier, The New York Times is a significantly larger, agenda setting newspaper. It has a much larger subscriber base and thus more financial resources available. As a leading newspaper in America, sources may be more inclined to respond to the newspaper when approached. 145 of these sources were official sources (53%), coming from political figures, law enforcement, studies, and advocacy groups. The majority of the 130 unofficial sources (47%) quoted were provided by students at Marjory Stoneman Douglas, parents of the children, and the student activists that participated in the “March for our Lives” protests. Of the 275 sources cited, 107 had Democrat values (39%), 94 had Republican values (34%), and 74 sources were neutral, or no political value was evident (27%). As can be seen, the paper marginally favours official sources with Democratic political values. 
The Washington Times cited 69 Democrat sources (36%), 80 Republican sources (42%), and 41 neutral sources (21%). This indicates that the paper did favour Republican sources, however, it is marginal. With regards to the usage of official and unofficial sources, 107 of the 190 sources were official (56%), while 83 were unofficial (44%). As can be seen, the paper marginally favours the use of Republican official sources, such as Republican political figures and advocacy groups, such as the NRA, who prescribe to Republican political values. 
The use of tone was more apparent in The New York Times’ coverage of The Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School Shooting. Especially when covering the student protests that emerged in the aftermath of the shooting. Language was often very descriptive with a noticeable use of adjectives. Much of this writing seemed to evoke emotions of empathy for the students and their cause of protesting for stricter gun control. In the majority of the coverage, tone was not apparent in news reports. However, the use of tone was more apparent in opinion pieces by both newspapers. Opinion pieces by The Washington Times served to criticise left aligned media and political figures for using the mass shooting as a springboard to promote liberal agendas. While opinion pieces published by The New York Times served to criticise Republicans for being tethered to the agenda of the NRA, and their resistance to pass “common sense” gun laws that would greatly reduce the frequency and lethality of mass shootings in the United States.
This analysis confirmed that a pronounced difference exists in the partisan coverage of events, such as mass shootings, which highlight deep societal and political issues that threaten to regulate the citizen’s rights and behaviours. Media organisations in America are deeply influenced by bureaucratic organisational forces and external forces, such as political parties and advocacy groups. These forces often dictate the organisation, and its employees’, values which are reflected in their coverage of certain events. The New York Times’ coverage of The Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School Shooting displayed a clear alignment to the values of The Democratic Party and their agenda of passing meaningful gun control legislation in the hopes of quashing the alarming occurrence of mass shootings in America. This was also evident when analysing the coverage of The Washington Times. The most dominant frames utilised by the paper served to support The Republican Party’s dedication to protect traditions of individualism, the citizen soldier, and the Second Amendment of the constitution. It is clear that the gun debate in the United States is complex, multifaceted, and divided on partisan lines. It is my belief that coverage of future mass shootings will be framed by partisan media outlets in a similar fashion.
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