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Research in framing theory has routinely analyzed how different types of newspapers 

frame an event differently. Research has focused on two different characteristics of the 

newspapers that cover issues. Some have examined the proximity (nearby or distant) of a paper 

to the event being framed, while others have examined how newspapers with different market 

scopes have framed an event differently. Through this research, newspapers have been defined as 

either being Local or National. However, definitions for this Local and National dichotomy have 

not been consistent. This study will re-conceptualize the idea of different types of newspapers 

using a two-dimensional concept that combines proximity and market scope. It will then test the 

viability of this new concept by comparing different types of newspapers framing of the 

Northern Illinois University shooting.  

A content analysis was conducted on newspaper coverage of the shooting using Chyi and 

McCombs’ (2004) Two-Dimensional Measurement Scheme to determine how stories were 
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framed by various newspapers. Results support this study’s prediction that difference in 

newspaper framing extends far outside the Local and National categories, and further argues that 

more comprehensive conceptualizations of types of newspapers must be taken into consideration 

when conducting a comparison measurement in framing analysis.  
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In 2015, a total of 330 incidents of mass shootings occurred in the United States 

(Gun Violence Archive, 2016). The significance of these tragedies is parlayed into how 

they are documented in news media. School shootings such as Columbine, Sandy Hook, 

and Virginia Tech were extensively covered by news journalists, sparking conversation 

and debates on this subject. 

News media discourse plays a vital role in shaping public perception of the issue 

of gun violence and school shootings. Essentially, the majority of society receives news 

information from some type of media source, whether it be print, television, or online 

media. Regardless of the outlet used to receive information, society regularly utilizes the 

media to inform itself about this type of issue and other events. In turn, the media become 

a prime influencer of individual beliefs and attitudes toward what is displayed in the news 

coverage (Gamson & Modigliani, 1989). 

Tasked with reporting these events and bringing them to the public’s attention is 

the journalist. As members of larger organizations, journalists rely on specific 

organizational guidelines and personal attitudes to dictate the preparation of their stories. 

Communication scholars have studied this area of media communication and have 

identified a multitude of theories to help explain the preparation of news. A prominent 

theory that has emerged is framing analysis, which is described as the process of 

selecting particular aspects of a perceived reality and making them salient in the public’s 

mind (Entman, 1993).  

News coverage significantly affects the public. An important part of news 

coverage research shows that the framing of news events influences public opinion. This 
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research focuses on how journalists frame mass shootings as evidenced in newspapers. 

By adopting a discourse model for examining this issue, the current study will examine 

how a particular mass shooting is framed by varying levels of newspapers, arguing that 

differences in newspapers status will reflect a difference in discourse on the subject. 

Framing scholars have produced a plethora of studies observing how the media 

frame events and issues within societies. These researchers also have argued that the 

media do not employ a single, common frame across all issues or among all types of new 

organizations. Instead, studies have discovered that various news organizations are more 

likely to differ in choice of frame used. 

 To explore how different types of newspaper organizations frame an issue 

differently, the current study will analyze U.S. newspapers’ coverage of the 2008 mass 

shooting at Northern Illinois University (NIU). On February 14, 2008, Steven 

Kazmierczak entered Cole Hall, an academic building located in the heart of NIU’s 

DeKalb, Illinois’ campus, where he shot and killed five students before turning the gun 

on himself. Kazmierczak had graduated from NIU in 2006 and had been enrolled as a 

graduate student at the University of Illinois-Urbana Champaign at the time of the 

shooting. Kazmierczak had a history of documented mental illness. However, he had not 

been committed to a mental health institution in the past five years, allowing him to 

legally purchase a gun in the state of Illinois (Boudreau & Zamost, 2009). While no 

motive has been positively identified, reports indicate that Kazmierczak had stopped 

taking his antidepressant medication weeks before the killings (Boudreau & Zamost, 

2009). 
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 The current study will conduct a content analysis of newspaper coverage of the 

event. It will compare different types of newspapers’ approaches to framing the massacre. 

This study builds on previous research that shows how newspapers frame less proximate 

issues differently than more proximate issues, as well as other studies which have shown 

that newspapers of unique market scopes also frame issues differently. It will test whether 

newspapers for which the NIU shooting was more proximate framed the issue differently 

than those for which the issue was less proximate. It will also test whether newspapers of 

more expansive market scopes, such as national papers, framed the issue differently than 

those of less expansive market scopes. This study will also offer its own unique approach 

to newspaper types that creates a categorizing scheme that combines proximity and 

market scope in order to present a more distinctive conceptualization to newspaper 

comparison measurement. Chyi and McCombs’ (2004) Two-Dimensional measurement 

of frames will be used for analysis. The aim is to provide a better understanding of how 

newspapers of finite locales differ in the framing of a particular event. 

Literature Review  

Social Construction of Reality  

The role of the mass media in modern day news reporting plays a massively influential 

role in a society’s discourse over public issues and the resulting public opinion. Discourse 

scholars have conceptualized these public debates as contests of meaning during which 

the society ascribes meaning to public events (Gamson, 2004; Gamson & Modigliani, 

1989). Journalists are active in these forums as they select specific bits of information to 
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parlay into news. News reporting constructs reality by shaping and disseminating reports 

about events to mass audiences (Shoemaker, Eichholz, Kim, & Wrigley, 2001).  

Scholars have studied the news process in numerous contexts to understand how it 

constructs reality for audiences and impacts society. Public opinion scholars have 

discovered that journalists both reflect and contribute to its creation (Gamson & 

Modigliani, 1989). Fundamentally, journalists write stories for public consumption using 

material and interpretations provided by external sources, as well as from their personal 

understandings of events.  

Discourse scholars have termed a crucial component to the representations of 

reality as the “frame” created by the public discourse, arguing that much of what the 

world knows is based on how events are framed in the news media (Edelman, 1993).  

Framing Theory 

The origin of framing theory stems from Goffman’s (1974) sociological 

conceptualization of primary frameworks. Goffman argued that individuals’ cognitive 

understandings of reality use frameworks—also known as a schemata of interpretation—

to render otherwise meaningless aspects of a scene into something that is meaningful. 

Essentially, frameworks allow users to “locate, perceive, identify, and label” (Goffman, 

1974, p. 21) occurrences in order to form an understanding, or interpretation, of life 

experiences. Goffman further identified two separate classes of frameworks: natural and 

social. 

A natural framework bases its classification on the idea that occurrences can 

happen naturally, without any direction or guidance (Goffman, 1974). It is explained that 
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a natural framework is constructed without any external interference, and that the 

resulting outcome is purely physical. An example of a natural framework is any type of 

biological occurrence. Goffman exemplified this in terms of a coroner asking about the 

deceased’s cause of death in terms of the individual’s personal physiology.  

A social framework, on the other hand, offers more external assistance in 

interpretation. Goffman (1974) argued that these frameworks exert control over the 

outcome, and that instead of the unguided atmosphere of a natural framework, social 

frameworks are inherently guided by those with a stake in controlling how events are 

understood by society and resolved. Background information is provided in this setting, 

where the will, aim, and controlling effort of a live agency are understood. Goffman 

described social frameworks as a coroner inquiring about the deceased’s manner of death, 

seeking to identify the external agent responsible for the individual’s death. 

 Essentially, frames are the central organizing idea that binds together any 

particular interpretation of events. Gamson and Modigliani (1989) described the frame as 

the smallest single unit of meaning that communicates what an issue is about. Frames 

highlight particular events by focusing on their causal attributes and consequences, 

leading the audience to direct their attention from other aspects of the event in question 

(Gamson, 2004).  

  While it is understood that these devices offer a specific interpretation of an 

event, it must also be noted that the frame is manifested within several levels in social 

discourse. Researchers have identified four locations throughout the communication 

process where interpretation can occur: the media maker (communicator), the audience 
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(receiver), the text (message content), and culture (Entman, 1993; Van Gorp, 2007). For 

the media maker and the audience member, frames are the central organizing ideas to the 

cognitive interpretations that they develop about social issues. For the text, the frame is 

the central organizing idea to the interpretation of an issue presented by the story. All 

messages generated by society, taken as a whole, present an interpretation of events that 

is organized around a central organizing idea or cultural frame. Therefore, we can 

conceive of frames as a multi-dimensional concept existing at the socio-cultural, 

individual-cognitive, and individual-text levels (Pan & Kosicki, 1993). 

As journalists cover events, they formulate their own interpretation of reality, 

each built around a cognitive frame that organizes the information they have learned into 

a coherent understanding. Based on their personal schemata, media makers rely on 

conscious or unconscious judgments when choosing how to portray their message 

(Entman, 1993). Journalists incorporate their cognitive frames into the news texts that 

they prepare. These news texts then communicate those frames to audiences, which 

interact with, and respond to, the frame accordingly (Van Gorp, 2007). However, while 

journalists produce a specifically-constructed frame, the receiver does not always agree 

with its message. In other words, the interpretation received by the audience may not be 

the interpretation intended by the journalist (Entman, 1993). 

Within the text, or media content, are specific key words, phrases, images, bits of 

information, and sentences that articulate the message conceived by the communicator 

(Entman, 1993). Pan and Kosicki (1993) described news texts as “a system of organized 

signifying elements that both indicate the advocacy of certain ideas and provide devices 
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to encourage certain kinds of audience processing of the texts” (p. 55). Framing scholars 

have organized numerous methods for typifying frames. By articulating what contextual 

elements represent, these methods continue to be utilized in, or restructured for, modern 

framing research.  

Frame research 

A host of scholars have explored the framing of public issues by the news using a variety 

of different methodologies, such as content analyses (e.g. Chyi & McCombs, 2004) and 

experiments (e.g. Iyengar, 1990; 1991). Framing researchers have provided a plethora of 

descriptions that each have added to the conceptualization of framing theory. 

   As previously mentioned, Gamson and Modigliani (1989) defined the frame as a 

single idea that organizes information into the interpretation of an issue. The frames that 

organize the interpretation of events in news stories reflect the journalists’ stylistic 

choices when writing a story. The authors stated that the specific metaphors, 

catchphrases, exemplars, visual images, and depictions (Gamson & Lasch, 1981) that a 

journalist incorporates into his or her story frame reflects his or her intended argument 

and viewpoint of the event. The frame then influences the mindset and attitude of the 

audience. The totality of texts prepared by journalists represents the cultural discourse 

about the issue and the prevailing patterns of interpretations of events presented by the 

cultural discourse presents cultural frames for events.  

 Gamson and his colleagues offered the concept of the interpretive package 

(Gamson & Lasch, 1981; Gamson & Modigliani, 1989). They defined an interpretive 

package as a cluster of associated symbolic elements that is used to describe and explain 
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an event. The frame is responsible for the organization of the interpretation of an event 

that is indicated by the interpretive package. In other words, the symbols associated in the 

interpretative package signal a particular way of thinking about the event, which is then 

signified as the frame of the event.  

Gamson and his colleagues studied news framing of issues by analyzing news 

stories and identifying certain symbolic elements. They then used a matrix to determine 

how these symbols are clustered. The result was a qualitative assessment of the 

associated symbols to determine what central organizing idea is being signaled by a 

particular cluster. 

To begin, in media discourse, interpretative packages are organized by the 

journalists who construct stories focusing on a particular theme. They “ebb and flow” in 

prominence in discourse as stories evolve (Gamson & Modigliani, 1989). The symbolic 

elements that make up interpretative packages can be broken down into two types: 

framing devices and reasoning devices.   

Gamson and Lasch (1981) classified framing devices as those that encompass the 

central organizing concept of an event as a whole. Distinguishable characteristics of a 

framing device are noted as metaphors, exemplars, catchphrases, depictions, and visual 

images (Gamson & Lasch, 1981; Gamson & Modigliani, 1989).  

Pan and Kosicki (1993) described these devices as rhetorical structures, stating 

that news discourse revolves around the stylistic choices made by news journalists in 

order to fulfill their intended focus. When journalists choose specific metaphors, 

catchphrases, and so forth to include in their broadcasts, they are dictating the direction 
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and focus of the news report. Often, journalists will use multiple devices in order to 

increase the longevity of their report (Pan & Kosicki, 1993). However, using multiple 

devices may impose on the legitimacy and authority of the news story, blurring the lines 

between what is factual and what is pure persuasion (Pan & Kosicki, 1993). 

 Reasoning devices, on the other hand, do not offer interpretation as a whole; 

rather, analysis is split into several parts for individual meaning and explanation (Gamson 

& Lasch, 1981). Reality is constructed by breaking down specifics from an event to 

justify arguments per a particular position. Meaning extracted from these pieces can be 

used when validating a particular position or belief. Reasoning devices are characterized 

as the roots of an event (the causal analysis), the consequences (the effects), and the 

appeals to principle (a set of moral claims) (Gamson & Lasch 1981; Gamson & 

Modigliani, 1989).  

Iyengar’s (1990; 1991) studies on the framing of political issues have helped 

conceive yet another method of identifying frames within news reporting. Iyengar 

discovered disparate trends in televised news coverage and argued that news stories can 

be classified into two distinct frames: episodic or thematic. When news journalists report 

using episodic framing, they select information that is event-oriented and focuses on 

concrete, individualistic features. For instance, in Iyengar’s (1990) case study on the 

framing of poverty issues, episodic frames highlighted individuals or families living 

under economic duress. In thematic framing, the news journalist reports on general 

outcomes or matters of public policy. In the case of poverty, thematic frames discuss 

governmental policies concerning poverty issues. Iyengar noted that there are few news 
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reports that are solely episodic or thematic; instead, a news story is either predominantly 

episodic or thematic.  

Along with this conception of frame styles, Iyengar (1990; 1991) further argued 

that frames also delegate responsibility of the event in question. Made spontaneously, 

these attributions powerfully influence self-images, evaluations of other people, and 

emotional arousal. Attributions reflect who or what is responsible for certain conditions, 

or even where to place blame, within the issue that is framed. The two conditions Iyengar 

discussed are causal responsibility and treatment responsibility.  

Causal responsibility recognizes who or what is held accountable for the cause of 

the issue (Iyengar, 1990; 1991). This aspect refers more-so to the origin of the issue, 

focusing on the past and identifying specific cues (e.g. behavioral) that solidify causal 

actions. Treatment responsibility, on the other hand, suggests who or what is responsible 

for alleviating the issue. Rather than focusing on the origins of the problem, assigning 

treatment responsibility procures future-oriented thinking and problem-solving 

orientations. Assignments of both causal and treatment responsibilities can be evident 

within in a single frame.  

Entman (1993) stated that journalists select particular bits of information from a 

perceived reality in order to promote its salience through a communicative text. Through 

selecting various bits of reality and incorporating them into the news message, the frame 

is, essentially, telling the public that these bits of information are the most important. 

Referring back to Goffman’s (1974) consideration of primary frameworks, the “reality” 
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of a message can be considered a natural framework, while the “selection” is interpreted 

as a social construction.  

Entman (1993) continued by describing the inherent functionalities of a frame. 

Essentially, frames follow a systemic process about an issue or an event that overall 

promotes its salience. First, frames are constructed to define a specific problem that is 

usually measured within cultural values. Second, echoing Iyengar’s (1990; 1991) concept 

of causal responsibility, frames can diagnose causes by identifying forces that are 

responsible for the creation of the issue. Third, frames also offer moral judgments about 

the problem by evaluating the causal agents and their effects. Finally, frames will suggest 

remedies or solutions to the problem at hand, reminiscent of Iyengar’s treatment 

responsibility. This process of frames echoes Gamson (1992) and Iyengar’s definition of 

framing being responsible for diagnosing, evaluating, and prescribing events and issues. 

Further, research has presented numerous discussions that articulate how the 

behavior of frame works to influence audience perception of an issue. Following with 

Entman’s (1993) discussion on selection and salience, Borah’s (2011) analysis on 

audience frames argues that “accentuating certain considerations in a message can 

influence individuals to focus on those particular considerations” (p. 248). Druckman 

(2001) described this as “belief importance”, stating that frames influence individuals to 

attribute importance to a particular belief, rather than being simply persuaded. In this 

case, frames act as a metaphorical guide for audiences, working to highlight specific 

considerations in order for audiences to believe these considerations to be the most 

important in the reported news event.  
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Throughout these discussions on framing theory emerged the concept of second-

level agenda setting. McCombs (2005) described this concept as being responsible for 

attributing salience to the public agenda, stating that in this instance, the media is telling 

the audience how to think about a subject. While the two concepts share similarities, 

framing analysis continues to be a prominent method of research within communication 

discourse. Framing scholars often refer to the media for events and issues for content to 

analyze and formulate into a provoking piece of literature.  

Framing of school shootings 

Framing scholars have produced several important studies that analyze how the media 

has covered school shootings, particularly how these issues are framed and then 

interpreted by the public. Scholars interested in this area have offered numerous unique 

findings related to how the media frame school shootings (Chyi & McCombs, 2004; 

Jacobs, 2014; Kwon & Moon, 2009; Muschert, 2009; Muschert & Carr, 2006). 

 “If it bleeds, it leads!” has long been the creed for news journalism. The mentality 

behind this rule designates that news stories heavy with violence and gore are more likely 

to forefront print and televised news segments. Pertaining to its emphasis on violence and 

sensationalism, journalists have discovered that crime stories are considered highly 

newsworthy and garner mass audience appeal (Dowler, Fleming, & Muzzatti, 2006; 

Maguire, Weatherby, & Mathers, 2002). Hawdon, Agnich, and Ryan (2014) added that 

due to its dramatic nature, individuals have a higher desire to be informed on tragedies. In 

other words, “if it bleeds, it leads” dictates that in order to attract and maintain a greater 

audience, violent crime stories are necessary as a journalist’s premier avenue of research 
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and reporting. When seeking out these particular events, there are a variety of factors that 

will determine the amount of attraction an audience will have toward coverage. Although 

the amount and extremity of violence in criminal acts is the leading attraction in this 

process, other factors that contribute to the amount of coverage are the uniqueness of the 

event, the weapons used, the setting and strategy, the age of those involved, family 

backgrounds, other news story of that day, and media accessibility (Maguire et al., 2002). 

 While crime certainly has come to the forefront in news reporting, school 

shootings, in particular, have received a notable amount of attention. Researchers have 

theorized that audience attraction to school shootings stems from the intrigue due to such 

a violent act occurring in what was believed to be a safe environment (McGinty, Webster, 

Jarlenski, & Barry, 2014). Columbine has been credited with sparking audience and 

journalist interest, ultimately provoking widespread public discourse on school shootings 

(Chyi & McCombs, 2004; Maguire et al., 2002; Muschert, 2009). 

 A major component within the discourse over school shootings is the argument of 

whether school shootings are a result of poor gun laws or a failed mental health system. 

This debate reflects Iyengar’s (1990; 1991) idea that one of the functions of a frames is 

the assignment of responsibility. McGinty et al. (2014) analyzed the coverage by several 

print and televised media outlets to determine if there was a tendency to frame the cause 

of school shootings to be because of “dangerous” individuals with mental illness or due 

to lax gun laws. The authors found that the media tended to use the frame that focused on 

serious mental illness as the causal factor of these shootings. This study corresponded 

with past research that discovered when the media negatively associate mental illness 
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with mass shootings, public perception of these individuals becomes more damaging 

(McGinty, Webster, & Barry, 2013). 

 Maguire et al. (2002) looked to prominent nightly newscasts to explore whether 

the level of violence in school shooting influenced the amount of coverage school 

shootings received. The analysis was comprised of examining news coverage of 14 

shootings with varying degrees of perceived violence factors. The authors discovered a 

correlation between amount of coverage and level of violence from each school shooting. 

 Further, scholars have also analyzed how the media frame school shootings in 

respect to Iyengar’s (1990; 1991) conceptualization of episodic and thematic frames. 

Jacobs (2014) found that the majority of South African news coverage framed these 

shootings episodically, focusing on individual- and event-specific information. However, 

the media also framed shootings thematically when the discussion was on campaigns to 

fix this issue.  

 Chyi and McCombs (2004) constructed a framing measurement scheme that was 

pilot tested examining the Columbine school shooting. Follow-up studies using this 

scheme also applied it to examinations of school shootings (Muschert & Carr, 2006; 

Kwon & Moon, 2009). While this frame is not exclusive to studying framing of school 

shootings, it provides research and analyses that add to the discussion on news coverage 

of school shootings. 

A Spatial and Temporal Scheme for Framing 

Chyi and McCombs’ (2004) work conceptualized a type of frame for news stories that 

incorporates both time and space in the concept. Their Two-Dimensional Measurement 
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identifies and describes news frames for events by critiquing the way stories address the 

spatial and temporal foci of the event. Several studies have utilized this scheme when 

analyzing school shootings. The current study will use this scheme as the primary form of 

measurement on newspaper analysis of the NIU shooting.  

  The two-dimensional scheme 

Gamson and Lasch (1981) noted, “Clearly, an issue is rooted in time and space” (p. 2). 

As news frames focus on specific attributes of an event, Chyi and McCombs (2004) 

agreed with Gamson and Lasch, and developed a measurement scheme that spatially and 

temporally analyzes newspaper frames. Known as The Two-Dimensional Measurement 

Scheme, it expands on Iyengar’s (1990; 1991) idea of frames being primarily 

individualized or broader by nature by offering more sub-dimensions within which a 

news story can be framed. The authors constructed the scheme emphasizing spatial and 

temporal significations that are often found in frames. While space and time certainly do 

not account for everything within a news story, the authors argued, these dimensions 

represent decisive aspects of salience from a journalistic standpoint.  

The space frame includes five dimensions that are respectively found within a 

news frame: Individual, community, regional, societal, and international (Chyi & 

McCombs, 2004). The individual frame limits the scope to solely the individuals 

involved in the event; these frames highlight the actors more than the contextual issues 

surrounding the event (Kwon & Moon, 2009). Community frames are relevant to any 

particular community, and the actions, feelings, or behaviors depicted by its members. 

The regional frame encompasses a more general population, such as a metropolitan area 
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or a state itself. Societal frames depict how the issue is framed in terms of national 

significance. Finally, the international frame is extended into an international perspective, 

outside the boundaries of the nation where the event occurred. In relation to basic 

journalistic practice, the space frame represents the “where”, “who”, “what” and possibly 

the “why” of the news story (Chyi & McCombs, 2004). In relation to Iyengar’s (1990; 

1991) episodic and thematic framing, it is possible to argue that the individual frame—in 

this case—is similarly related to episodic framing, while every other frame in the spatial 

dimension mirrors thematic framing (due to the pervasive scope of discussion).  

The time frame represents the three periods of time a news frame may focus: Past, 

present, or future (Chyi & McCombs, 2004). Past frames provide historical background 

or discuss previous related events. The present frame deals with current happenings, such 

as what is going on right now or will immediately happen. Future frames make 

predictions about upcoming or prospective developments. Time frames represent the 

“when” of a story. 

Chyi and McCombs also incorporated another pertinent form of measurement in 

their analysis: the idea of frame-changing over time (2004). The authors argued that 

journalists often reframe stories by highlighting different attributes of the event over time 

in order to maintain salience and public attention. Frame-changing reflects the Issue-

Attention Cycle formulated by Downs (1972), which stated that public interest in major 

issues wavers over time by beginning with heightened attention and interest, and 

eventually resulting in boredom and little interest. Communication scholars have begun 

to adapt the concept of frame-changing in their own studies (Brimeyer, Muschert, & 
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Lippman, 2012; Muschert, 2009; Muschert & Carr, 2006; Schildkraut & Muschert, 2013; 

Warren & Bloch, 2014) where, along with Chyi and McCombs, the scholars have 

presented evidence supporting the sequential shifting of journalistic frames in news 

media content. 

The seminal test of The Two-Dimensional Measurement Scheme analyzed 

newspaper coverage of the Columbine school shooting during the month that 

immediately followed the event (April 21, 1999 – May 20, 1999) (Chyi & McCombs, 

2004). The sample consisted solely of articles written by The New York Times. The 

Scheme reported a significant frame change in both the spatial and temporal dimensions. 

Results reflected that spatially, frames were mostly societal or individual in the 

beginning, but then shifted toward a major increase in societal and decrease in individual. 

Temporally, the present frame was most heavily adopted, although the past frame 

increased gradually over time. Furthermore, the authors also reported a decrease in 

coverage roughly two weeks after the attack—a reflection on the aforementioned Issue-

Attention Cycle (Downs, 1972). 

Comparably, newer studies that have utilized The Two-Dimensional 

Measurement Scheme have found results that support the frame-changing dynamic. The 

immediate follow-up analysis to Chyi and McCombs’ (2004) study—and also relevant to 

the current study—tested frame changes seen within The New York Times’ coverage of 

nine school shootings over a five-year period (Muschert & Carr, 2006). The authors 

found results favoring frame-changing, with the spatial frames evolving from community 
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to societal to community, and the temporal frames supporting a present-dominant 

evolution, with the future-frame increasing toward the end of the analysis. 

The Two-Dimensional Measurement Scheme has shown to be a potent form of 

measurement in framing analysis. While this study is focusing on its use when analyzing 

newspaper coverage of school shootings, researchers have adapted the Scheme to other 

topics, such as the analysis of worker displacement and presidential candidate websites 

(Brichard, 2006; Brimeyer et al., 2012). Notably, however, this scheme has primarily 

been used in studies analyzing news coverage from a single source (or from a single 

source in two respective locations [Kwon & Moon, 2009]). Along with using this 

measurement to analyze coverage of the NIU shooting, an event which currently lacks 

scholarship in framing analysis, this study will reflect upon numerous studies that have 

compared frames among differing news organizations. Research contends that 

newspapers near and distant from an event commonly employ different frames. However, 

the present study will argue that this past research is, in fact, limited in its diversity of 

newspaper organizations, and will present a discussion on how to re-organize this form of 

measurement.  

News Organization Status 

Communication scholars have widely applied framing theory to the study of newspaper 

coverage. In many instances, scholars observe a specific newspaper’s coverage of an 

issue or event. Researchers that used The Two-Dimensional Measurement Scheme 

focused only on coverage provided by The New York Times in the seminal and follow-up 

studies (Chyi & McCombs, 2004; Brimeyer et al., 2012; Muschert & Carr, 2006). 
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However, framing researchers have also analyzed newspaper coverage of an event by 

sampling multiple newspapers and comparing the frames used by different organizations. 

The implicit idea behind this concept is that organizations with diverse audiences will 

frame coverage according to their tacit knowledge of their audience. This idea is based on 

McQuail’s (1993) concept of “working theories”.  

According to McQuail (1993), journalists operate with working theories about 

how to cover events. Working theories are inherent understandings that govern the 

behavior of journalists when conceptualizing their story (DeWerth-Pallmeyer, 1997). The 

perception of the audience, in this instance, “works” as a guide for the journalist. 

However, journalists do not all write with one homogeneous audience in mind; instead, 

journalists perceive their audiences as varied, perceiving his or her news organization’s 

audience as having its own particular make up (DeWerth-Pallmeyer, 1997). In essence, 

organizations format their content to appeal to their particular audience characteristics, 

whether the audience is separated into a particular aggregate or for general mass appeal.  

Framing researchers have explored this notion by asking if newspapers with 

unique audiences and working conventions will frame stories differently. The most 

common way these scholars have characterized types of newspapers has been by the 

newspaper’s proximity to the event covered: more-proximate papers will have a more 

local audience in mind and less-proximate papers will have a more regional or national 

audience in mind.  

Hawdon et al. (2014) provided descriptions of these two types of newspapers. The 

authors described local papers as making up the majority of newspaper organizations 
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within the U.S. and typically cover news in a town, city, or metropolitan region. These 

papers cover events and issues that more-distant newspapers would not consider 

newsworthy. These less-proximate newspaper organizations, on the other hand, are less 

abundant. Local papers profit from having circulation numbers in excess of a half 

million, and focus coverage on national and international events, issues, and affairs. 

More-proximate or nearby papers are predominantly categorized by their close 

geographic distance to the event in question (Branton & Dunaway, 2009; Hawdon et al., 

2014; Lacasse & Forster, 2012; Li & Liu, 2010; Moody-Ramirez, Lewis, & Murray, 

2015; Shapiro & Driscoll, 1994; Shapiro & Williams Jr., 1984; Warren & Bloch, 2014). 

The general consensus within these studies relies on the idea of proximity, or the 

measurable distance from a particular location (DeWerth-Pallmeyer, 1997). Principally, 

the aforementioned authors have defined local papers as being at a close proximity to an 

event. An advantage these newspapers have over national papers is the ease of access to 

newsworthy information readily available at the place of action (Hawdon et al.).  

Research has found a correlation between proximity and audience interest. 

Charnley (1975) explained: 

Being close to a news event gives it added interest for the consumer, and often 

added importance. A man can relate more readily to an auto smashup, a union picket line, 

or a campaign speech if he can picture its scene, place it among people he knows, or 

imagine himself as spectator or participants. (p. 54) 

With this heightened interest, research has found that local papers produce 

significantly more coverage of a news event than do national/distant papers (Branton & 
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Dunaway, 2009; Hawdon et al., 2014; Holt & Major, 2010; Shapiro & Williams Jr., 

1984). 

 Along with a differentiation in amount of coverage, the dichotomy of more-

proximate and less-proximate papers has also shown a difference in the type of frame 

used in coverage. A study by Shapiro and Williams Jr. (1984) dissected coverage 

between the two. This study discovered that the more proximate a newspaper is to the 

event, the more detail-oriented the frame of coverage is. As the newspapers grew in terms 

of distance, less specific information of the event was seen in the frame used.  

 Hawdon et al. (2014) found support for Shapiro and Williams Jr.’s (1984) study. 

The authors studied more-proximate, or nearby, papers and less-proximate, or distant, 

newspapers’ coverage of the Virginia Tech tragedy. Results from this study showed that a 

newspaper’s location did, in fact, influence the framing of the event: nearby papers 

framed stories focusing on the personalized specifics of the shooting, including the 

victims and the grieving community, while distant papers focused on larger-issue frames, 

such as the issue of gun control. Reminiscent of Iyengar’s (1990; 1991) conceptualization 

of episodic and thematic frame types, Hawdon et al.’s analysis can be interpreted as 

showing nearby papers using predominantly higher amounts of episodic frames, while 

distant papers used significantly higher amounts of thematic frames. Numerous other 

studies have also identified a separation of frame types between nearby and distant 

newspapers (Branton & Dunaway, 2009; Holt & Major, 2010; Lacasse & Forster, 2012). 

The majority have found support for the distinction of frames between newspapers. 

However, while Holt and Major (2010) found evidence that supported this argument, the 
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authors also discovered contradictory results in their report. While past research dictated 

that crime stories are typically framed episodically (Iyengar, 1990; 1991), Holt and 

Major’s study showed that both nearby and distant papers in their sample framed the Jena 

6 controversy using thematic frames. Not only did these findings contradict past research 

on crime frames, but it also exhibited similarities between local and national newspapers. 

 DeWerth-Pallmeyer (1997) introduced the idea of audiences being ultraproximate 

to an event. Rather than just being nearby, or proximate, to an event, the author argues 

that ultraproximate audiences are most physically immediate to the event being covered, 

and have heightened interest in it. Ultraproximate audiences are those that reside in the 

actual neighborhood/city where the event being covered occurred. 

On the other hand, some frame scholars conceptualize different types of papers by 

the market scope of their audience. In these studies, the authors argued that national 

papers with the national market scopes will conceive of their audiences differently than 

local papers with their more regional audiences. The papers will frame stories differently 

because of their perceptions of their audiences regardless of how physically close or 

distant they are from events (Holt & Major, 2010; Lacasse & Forster, 2012; Kwon & 

Moon, 2009; Moody-Ramirez et al., 2015; Warren & Bloch, 2014). Newspapers in the 

national category typically have high circulation numbers. These papers are oftentimes 

chosen for their national perspective and have been referred to as “elite” or “prestige” 

newspapers, or those that have the power to exert influence over other news outlets (Li & 

Liu, 2010; Moody-Ramirez et al., 2015). Notably, national newspapers are not often 
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characterized by their distance, such as the majority of local papers—rather, these papers 

are identified based on their circulation numbers and their nationwide perspective.  

Due to the noticeable differences in the proximity and market scope variables, it is 

important to re-conceptualize how newspapers are classified for framing analysis. The 

current study will propose a new two-dimensional scheme encompassing the 

characterizations of proximity and market scope in order to provide singular definitions 

for newspapers and more accuracy in framing comparison measurement. 

Framing of the NIU Shooting 

Applying the Chyi and McCombs (2004) conceptualization to the NIU shooting, this 

study will conceptualize the spatial and temporal frames in a manner appropriate to this 

specific event. In the spatial dimension, individual frames will relate to discussions of 

specific individuals that are not part of a larger group, such as the shooter, the victims, 

and family members. Community frames will, instead, represent larger groups, such as 

NIU students, the DeKalb community, and college campuses. Regional frames will 

represent discussions on the state of Illinois as a whole, or even the Midwest region of the 

United States. Societal frames will include articles that focus on large-scale discussions, 

such as inciting stricter national gun control laws or a deeper analysis into the nation’s 

mental health system. International frames will refer to any article that offers a discussion 

outside the continental United States. 

In the temporal dimensions, past frames will highlight discussions on the history 

of the shooter, victims, school shootings, or the NIU campus and community as a whole. 

Present frames will focus on articles reporting on the actual shooting, and immediate 
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actions and consequences that have occurred because of it. Future frames will relate to 

discussions on long-term effects, such as what to do with Cole Hall, or the changing of 

gun and/or mental health laws. 

Following the exploration of the previous framing studies mentioned above, this 

study will explore how a newspaper’s unique proximity and market scope will influence 

how it framed the NIU tragedy. This study will begin by adopting the more traditional 

approach and ask whether more-proximate, or nearby, newspapers will frame stories 

differently than less-proximate, or distant, newspapers. However, this paper argues that 

there is a more comprehensive approach to classifying newspapers, and that is to re-

conceptualize the type of newspaper as a two-dimensional variable, incorporating 

proximity and market scope together. Classifying papers with this two-dimensional 

concept will allow the study to compare newspapers with different proximity and market 

scopes that have never before been examined. For example, The Chicago Tribune has a 

much larger market scope than The Colorado Springs Gazette, and is much closer in 

proximity to the NIU shootings than the latter. Neither single dimension concept can 

accommodate the Tribune. The proximity approach would categorize it with papers with 

much smaller market scopes. The market scope concept would categorize it with more 

distant papers that have larger market scopes. This new two-dimensional concept will 

attempt to resolve this issue.  

Hypotheses and Research Questions 

Given the previous research on framing and types of newspapers, this study explores how 

different types of newspapers frame events per their unique audience. Three individual 
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concepts for the definition of a newspaper will be used: Proximity, Market Scope, and the 

new variable, Newspaper Status. 

In order to understand how these newspapers differ in their framing of the 

shooting, the study will code articles using The Two-Dimensional Measurement Scheme 

(Chyi & McCombs, 2004). Past research has offered some insight into how some of the 

proposed dimensions will frame this event. Framing researchers have discovered that 

local newspapers have a tendency to utilize a more episodic, individualized frame, while 

national newspapers thematically, or societally, cover an event (Hawdon et al., 2014; 

Shapiro & Williams Jr., 1984). Although the current study is proposing multiple 

dimensions extending beyond the local/national dichotomy, it is necessary to analyze 

these specific dimensions to understand how they compare with this past research. In 

order to account for newspapers defined independently by Proximity or Market Scope, 

multiple hypotheses will be introduced. Newspapers defined by Proximity will be 

separated into respective Nearby or Distant categories that will reflect the local and 

national separation contingent upon their geographic distance from NIU; newspapers 

measured by Market Scope will maintain the Local and National categories: 

H1a: Nearby newspapers will produce more Individual frames than Distant 

newspapers when newspapers are characterized by Proximity. 

H1b: Nearby newspapers will produce fewer Societal frames than Distant 

newspapers when newspapers are characterized by Proximity. 

H2a: The Local newspapers will produce more Individual frames than the 

National newspapers when newspapers are characterized by Market Scope. 
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H2b: The Local newspapers will produce fewer Societal frames than the 

National newspapers when newspapers are characterized by Market Scope. 

The research into Proximity leads to an important research question that will be 

asked to determine any relationship between newspapers’ Proximity and amount of 

coverage. As discussed, the more proximate a newspaper is to the event, the higher the 

number of stories that newspaper will produce (Branton & Dunaway, 2009; Hawdon et 

al., 2014; Holt & Major, 2010; Shapiro & Williams Jr., 1984). Therefore, the first 

research question will concern the amount of news coverage of the NIU shooting: 

RQ1: Will there be more coverage produced by Nearby newspapers 

than Distant newspapers in terms of Proximity? 

Next, The Two-Dimensional Measurement Scheme (Chyi & McCombs, 2004) 

will continue to be used as the frame of measurement for the following research 

questions: 

RQ2a: How will newspaper Proximity (Nearby v. Distant) affect choice of 

Spatial frame? 

RQ2b: How will newspaper Proximity (Nearby v. Distant) affect choice of 

Temporal frame? 

RQ3a: How will Market Scope (Local v. National) affect newspaper choice 

of Spatial frame? 

RQ3b: How will Market Scope (Local v. National) affect newspaper choice 

of Temporal frame? 
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The fourth and fifth research questions testing the new Newspaper Status variable 

have been separated to individually understand how newspapers of different categories 

frame the NIU event using The Two-Dimensional Measurement Scheme.  

RQ4: Are there differences in how the newspapers in each category 

of the Newspaper Status variable used the Spatial frame? 

RQ5: Are there differences in how the newspapers in each category 

of the Newspaper Status variable used the Temporal frame? 

 The final set of research questions has been designed to assess evidence of frame-

changing within each Newspaper Status category across four critical points. As stated by 

Chyi and McCombs (2004), journalists often reframe an event over time in order to keep 

it attractive to audiences. This study will first observe any differences in frames used 

within each critical point between newspapers, and then identify evidence of frame-

changing in both the Spatial and Temporal dimensions.  

RQ6a: How will each Newspaper Status category spatially frame the 

NIU shooting differently in each identified critical point? 

RQ7a: How will each Newspaper Status category temporally frame the 

NIU shooting differently in each identified critical point? 

RQ6b: Is any pattern of frame-changing identifiable among the 

Newspaper Status categories in the Spatial frame? 

RQ7b: Is any pattern of frame-changing identifiable among the 

Newspaper Status categories in the Temporal frame? 
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 A content analysis will be completed in order to report results of the hypotheses 

and research questions.  

Methodology 

Sample  

All articles retrieved were published within one month of the massacre (February 15 – 

March 15, 2008). This approach follows past research on school shootings which 

described the life-span of Columbine being one month (Chyi & McCombs, 2004; Kwon 

& Moon, 2009; Muschert & Carr, 2006; Schildkraut & Muschert, 2013). Furthermore, 

only news stories were chosen— all opinion pages, editorials, comments, and letters to 

the editor were discarded. An article was identified as a news story if the authors were 

credited with being journalists for the newspaper, or if the article was published by the 

Associated Press (AP). Finally, duplicated AP stories in each category were discarded so 

that the sample represented a collection of each unique story about the shooting, 

regardless of the number of times the story was reproduced.  

The newspaper articles used in the current study have been gathered using 

multiple resources. In order to conduct the coding analysis, articles were collected using 

online resources. The search terms “Northern Illinois University shooting” and “NIU 

shooting” were used to locate articles on databases. The Barrington Area Library 

database provided the bulk of the sample, 493 articles. AccessNewspapers and 

LexisNexis were also used to retrieve articles, where 14 and 79 articles were recovered, 

respectively. This search process yielded a total of 586 articles. 
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 Then, following the work of Chilton (1987), critical points in coverage were 

identified. Chilton described “critical discourse moments” as points in a sample that 

evoke stimulated commentary by media sponsors and journalists. These critical points 

represent days when particular events occurred that resulted in spikes in coverage after 

the story had been absent from coverage for prolonged periods. As such these represent 

critical periods in the previously discussed “ebb and flow” evolution of an issue (Gamson 

& Modigliani, 1989). The newspapers shared mostly similar spikes in coverage on four 

particular sets of dates. Toward the end of the 30-day sample, coverage severely lessened, 

and critical points were identified based on subtle increases in coverage. In the end, four 

critical points were used: Critical Point One (2/15/08-2/22/08), Critical Point Two 

(2/26/08-2/29/08), Critical Point Three (3/4/08-3/6/08), and Critical Point Four (3/12/08-

3/15/08) (See Figure 1). 

Figure 1 
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 The State newspapers provided the largest amount of articles (n=237) in the first 

critical point that greatly outweighed the other newspaper regions. In order to condense 

the sample to the final amount, yet maintain equal representation among newspaper 

dimensions, random probability sampling was conducted. A systematic sampling 

approach was used to select articles in this area. Upon completion, 102 of the 237 articles 

from the State newspaper category in the first critical point were submitted into the final 

sample for analysis. For all other types of papers, all the articles collected on the critical 

points were included in the sample. As a result, the final sample included 287 articles: 

215 from the first critical point, 55 from the second, 10 from the third and 7 from the 

fourth. In total, 102 were from State papers, 86 from Chicago papers, 42 from Local 

papers, 26 from Other States papers, and 31 from National papers.  

Measurement 

Coding was completed by the author and a graduate student. The author trained the 

graduate student how to code and interpret frames within news stories using The Two-

Dimensional Coding Scheme (Chyi & McCombs, 2004). The coders separately practiced 

coding ten news stories that were not included in the sample. Acceptable reliability scores 

were determined to be Krippendorff Alpha .80 or above (DeSwert, 2012). The first 

attempt coding resulted in an unacceptable level of inter-coder reliability: Intercoder 

reliability for the Spatial Frame was an Alpha of .56 and an Alpha of .28 for the 

Temporal Frame. On the second attempt, coders improved with an Alpha of 1.00 for the 

Spatial frame and of .87 for the Temporal frame. Articles in the sample were then evenly 

divided and distributed to each coder for coding. 
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 The coding scheme 

Chyi and McCombs’ (2004) Two-Dimensional Measurement Scheme was used as the 

basis to analyze the frames journalists used for the NIU shooting stories. A copy of the 

codebook for the Scheme was obtained from the authors. It was revised by the author of 

this study to fit the coverage of the NIU shooting (see Appendix B). 

 Codes for the Spatial frame are as follows: (1) Individual – stories focusing on 

acts, responses, or background information of individuals such as the gunmen, their 

victims, family members, or others; (2) Community – focusing on NIU, the community 

of DeKalb, or any other single community elsewhere; (3) Regional – focusing on the 

Chicago area, the Midwest, the state of Illinois, or any other state or region; and (4) 

Societal – focusing on concerns, events, or discussions with a nation-wide interest. The 

fifth frame, International, was excluded from this study due to lack of articles utilizing 

this frame. 

 Codes for the Temporal frame are as follows: (1) Past – Focusing on historical 

perspectives of similar events with no direct connection to the current event (e.g. 

gunman’s school history or past school shootings); (2) Present – focusing on immediate 

developments/activity occurring because of event or current social phenomena; and (3) 

Future – focusing on the long-term effects of the current event, as well as suggestions for 

solutions or actions to be taken. Coders coded for the central thrust, or the main theme, of 

the story. The whole text was used as the basis of measurement. When multiple frames 

were present, the article title and focus of the lead paragraph were the determining factors 

between frame choices (Muschert & Carr, 2006).  
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Type of Newspaper 

The independent variable within this study resides in the type of newspaper. The study 

has three different independent variables: Newspaper Proximity, Newspaper Market 

Scope, and the new concept, Newspaper Status. This study argues that both a 

newspaper’s Proximity and Market Scope are core factors that individualize newspapers. 

Past research has only measured newspapers on either their Proximity or their Market 

Scope. The current study proposes a new concept, Newspaper Status, which is a two-

dimensional model of the type of newspaper. One dimension is Proximity and the second 

dimension is Market Scope. The result is a concept with five categories: Local 

newspapers, State newspapers, Other States newspapers, National newspapers, and 

Chicago newspapers. 

 To begin, studies have identified newspaper Proximity per its geographic distance 

to an event. Newspapers were labeled as Nearby or Distant. Nearby newspapers are those 

that are near in proximity to the event being covered; Distant newspapers have a farther 

proximity from the event. From the Newspaper Status variable, Local, Chicago, and State 

papers will be characterized as Nearby (n=230), while National and Other States papers 

will be characterized as Distant (n=57).  

The second independent variable is Newspaper Market Scope. The newspapers in 

this variable are categorized as either Local or National: Local newspapers have a more 

localized style of reporting with lower circulation numbers, while National newspapers 

report for mass audiences and have extremely high circulation numbers. From the 

Newspaper Status variable, Local, State, and Other States newspapers will be considered 
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as having a Local Market Scope (n=170), while Chicago and National will be considered 

as having a National Market Scope (n=117).  

The third independent variable, Newspaper Status, combines Newspaper 

Proximity and Newspaper Market Scope into one concept with two dimensions. The 

result is five different categories of newspapers: Local, State, Other States, Chicago and 

National papers.  

First, Local newspapers (n=42) will encompass the characteristics of being 

ultraproximate, or most physically immediate, to the event of study. DeWerth-Pallmeyer 

(1997) argued that ultraproximate audiences will consider events more newsworthy when 

they occur in one’s own neighborhood or city. These audiences will have a more 

heightened interest in the event than simply proximate audiences. The NIU shooting 

occurred on campus in DeKalb, Illinois. The town of DeKalb, therefore, is the 

ultraproximate audience. Further, DeKalb’s newspaper writes for a DeKalb audience with 

a smaller circulation, and has no lingering audience interest. This study will focus on 

DeKalb’s newspaper as being the sole contributor for the Local category due to its 

ultraproximate relationship to the event and local market scope.  

The category of State (n=102) will refer to all newspapers within the state of 

Illinois—except for what is considered ultraproximate—that do not have a national-

interest readership. The expectation for this category is that, because the NIU shooting 

happened in Illinois, the state of Illinois will report a unique style of framing because of 

the in-state connection. Journalists idealize that audiences are most concerned with events 

that happen in their own neighborhood (DeWerth-Pallmeyer, 1997); the analysis on the 
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State region will provide insight as to whether an entire state can be described as a 

community if the event in question happened in that respective state. 

The Other States category (n=26) is newspapers that have a Local Market Scope, 

but are distant in terms of proximity to the event at hand. These newspapers typically 

have a lower readership and are more focused on reporting local matters rather than 

writing for nation-wide interests. Further, they are not located within the state the event 

took place—in this case, Illinois—as that would hinder proximity. 

National newspapers (n=31) are newspapers that have a distant proximity from 

the event, as well as a large/national market scope. Typically, these newspapers have 

excessive circulation numbers, as their focus is a nation-wide readership. This study used 

newspapers that have circulation numbers starting from half a million and have a distant 

proximity to NIU. 

 The uniqueness in the Chicago category (n=86) resides in a concerning limitation 

presented within past research. As previously mentioned, local newspapers have mostly 

been considered as geographically closes to an event, while national newspapers have 

been categorized as having a broad market scope with a national audience. However, the 

Chicago papers have both a large market scope and close proximity to the event—

DeKalb, Illinois is located about an hour outside of Chicago. And, The Chicago Tribune 

and The Chicago Sun-Times each have circulation numbers in the hundreds of thousands 

in 2008 when the NIU killings occurred, representing a national-level market scope 

(SRDS, 2016). Therefore, these newspapers must be placed into their own category that 
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will be named “Chicago”—formatted for the current study. See Appendix C for 

Newspaper Proximity, Market Scope, and Status coding. 

Analyses 

The Two-Dimensional Measurement Scheme 

All data were entered into SPSS for analysis. A crosstabulation analysis was performed 

between the newspaper Proximity variable and the Spatial and Temporal frame variables. 

It showed significant association between the Proximity variable and the Spatial frame 

variable (Chi Square =13.66, p<.05) (see Table 1); no significance was found between 

newspaper Proximity and the Temporal frame (see Table 2).  

A Crosstab was performed between newspaper Market Scope variable and the 

Spatial and Temporal frame variables. It showed significant association between the 

newspaper Market Scope variable and both the Spatial (Chi square=19.99, p<.001) and 

Temporal frame variables (Chi square=10.24, p<.05) (See Tables 3 & 4).  

A Crosstab was performed between the Newspaper Status variable and the Spatial 

and Temporal frame variables. It showed significant association between Newspaper 

Status and both the Spatial (Chi square = 58.73, p<.001) and Temporal frames (Chi 

square = 16.12, p<.05) (See Tables 5 & 6).  

After completing the Crosstab analysis, pairwise relationships were examined to 

explore the research questions and test hypotheses. 

 To address the first research question, the Proximity variable and amount of 

coverage were subjected to a crosstabulation analysis to explore the differences in 

frequencies. Research Question 1 asked whether more proximate newspapers would 
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produce more coverage than newspapers with a distant Proximity. Results showed that 

the more Nearby newspapers (230 articles, 80 percent) produced 60 percent more articles 

than Distant newspapers (57 articles, 20 percent).  

 The first set of hypotheses argued that Local and Nearby newspapers will produce 

more Individual frames and fewer Societal frames than National and Distant newspapers. 

Crosstabs were completed between Proximity and Spatial frames, and Market Scope and 

Spatial frames, in order to determine results.  

 Results showed no significant association between the newspaper Proximity 

variable and the Individual frame variable, making Hypothesis 1a unsupported (See Table 

1). However, statistical significance was found between newspaper Proximity and use of 

the Societal frame. Results found that Distant papers used 10 percent (6 articles, 11 

percent) more of the Societal frame than Nearby papers (3 articles, 1 percent) (See Table 

1). Therefore, Hypothesis 1b is supported. 

When examining the newspaper Market Scope variable, statistical significance 

was found that was counter-hypothetical. The National category (60 articles, 51 percent) 

used 20 percent more articles with the Individual frame than Local newspapers (53 

articles, 31 percent) (See Table 3). Therefore, Hypothesis 2a is unsupported and, rather, 

provides a counter-hypothetical argument to past research which has found opposite 

results (Hawdon et al., 2014; Shapiro & Williams Jr., 1984). Hypothesis 2b reported no 

significance in use of Societal frames between Local and Market Scope, therefore not 

supporting the hypothesis (See Table 3). 
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 The second and third research questions examined how Newspaper Proximity and 

Newspaper Market Scope influenced the framing of the story.  

 Research questions 2a and 2b asked how Newspaper Proximity affected 

newspapers’ use of Spatial and Temporal frames. In the Spatial dimension, statistical 

significance was only found in how newspapers used the Societal frame: Distant papers 

used 10 percent (6 articles, 11 percent) more Societal frames than Nearby papers (3 

articles, 1 percent) (See Table 1). No statistical significance was found within the 

Temporal dimension (See Table 2).  

 Research questions 3a and 3b asked how Newspaper Market Scope affected 

representation of Spatial and Temporal frames. Significance was found in the usage of 

both Individual and Community frames. Results found that the National papers used 20 

percent (60 articles, 51 percent) more of the Individual frame than did the Local papers 

(53 articles, 31 percent) (See Table 3).  

Further, the results discovered that Local papers used 26 percent (110 article, 65 

percent) more Community frames than National papers (45 articles, 39 percent) (See 

Table 3). There was no significance reported for the Regional and Societal frames. 

Significance was found when Newspaper Market Scope was assessed for 

difference in Temporal frame. First, results showed that National papers reported 15 

percent (30 articles, 26 percent) more Past frames than Local papers (19 articles, 11 

percent). Also, Local papers reported 12 percent (125 articles, 74 percent) more Present 

frames than National papers (72 articles, 62 percent) (See Table 4). 
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 Up to this point, the hypotheses and research questions have all focused on how 

framing has differed using Newspaper Proximity and Newspaper Market Scope. The 

remainder of the analysis will now focus on framing differences utilizing the newly 

conceptualized Newspaper Status variable.  

 Research questions 4 and 5 asked if there will be significant differences in use of 

Spatial and Temporal frames between the five new regions, and if so, what will these 

differences look like. To begin, statistical significance was found in Spatial frames. 

Results showed a variety of differences. Chicago (50 articles, 58 percent) used 31 percent 

more of the Individual frame than State (27 articles, 27 percent), 23 percent more than 

Other States (9 articles, 35 percent), and 26 percent more than National papers (10 

articles, 32 percent). Further, the Community frame also reported differences. State 

newspapers (70 articles, 69 percent) used 34 percent more of the Community frame than 

Chicago (30 articles, 35 percent). Chicago (30 articles, 35 percent) had a higher 

frequency of Community frame, but a 22 percent less proportion in its coverage using the 

frame than Local (24 articles, 57 percent). Chicago (30 articles, 35 percent) also had a 

higher frequency in the Community frame, but a 27 percent less percent proportion in its 

coverage using the frame than Other States papers (16 articles, 62 percent). Finally, the 

National newspapers (6 articles, 19 percent) used 16 percent more of the Societal frame 

than State papers (3 articles, 3 percent), and 19 percent more than Chicago (0), Local (0), 

and Other States papers (0). No significance was found in the Regional frame. See Table 

5 for results. 
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 The Temporal frame also presented significant results. Chicago (22 articles, 26 

percent) reported 17 percent more of the Past frame than State newspapers (9 articles, 9 

percent). Also, State papers (9 articles, 9 percent) had a higher frequency of the Past 

frame, but a 17 percent less proportion in its coverage using the frame than National 

papers (8 articles, 26 percent). The only statistical difference with the Present frame was 

found in State papers (75 articles, 74 percent) using 22 percent more than National papers 

(16 articles, 52 percent). No significance was found with the Future frame. See Table 6 

for results. 

 The next set of research questions asked whether frame-changing was evident 

throughout each newspaper region’s 30-days of analyzed coverage. Also known as 

critical discourse moments (Chilton, 1987), critical points represent stimulated days of 

news coverage during lengthy periods of time. The frame-changing part of the analysis 

examined whether framing was different at each of the four critical points. 

 Frame-changing 

To begin answering question 6a, the number of articles in each critical point was 

determined, along with the specific frequency of each frame. A total of 215 stories were 

reported in Critical Point One in the Spatial dimension: 42.8% used the Individual frame, 

48.8% used the Community frame, 4.2% used the Regional frame, and 4.2% also used 

the Societal frame. Some statistical significance was found between use of certain frames 

and newspaper dimensions. Chicago newspapers (40 article, 62 percent) used 33 percent 

more Individual frames than State papers (22 articles, 29 percent) and 26 percent more 

than National papers (10 articles, 36 percent). State papers (49 articles, 65 percent) used 
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36 percent more Community frames than Chicago (19 articles, 29 percent) and 22 percent 

more than National papers (12 articles, 43 percent). Chicago (19 articles, 29 percent) had 

a higher frequency of Community frames, but a 25 percent less proportion of it in its 

coverage than Local papers (15 articles, 54 percent). Chicago (19 articles, 29 percent) 

reported a higher frequency of Community frames, but a 27 percent less proportion in its 

coverage using the frame than Other States (10 articles, 56 percent). Finally, National 

papers (6 articles, 21 percent) reported 17 percent more Societal frames than State papers 

(3 articles, 4 percent), and 21 percent more than Chicago (0), local (0), and Other States 

papers (0). See Table 7a. 

Critical Point Two reported a total of 55 stories: 25.5% used the Individual frame, 

72.7% used Community, 1.8% used Regional, and no societal frames were used. No 

significance among use of frames was noted here. See Table 7b. 

Critical Point Three collected a total of 10 stories: 30% were Individual and 70% 

were Community focused; no Regional or Societal frames were reported. Further, no 

statistical significance was found between newspaper use of either frame. See Table 7c. 

Critical Point Four showed a total of seven published articles: 57.1% were 

Individual and 42.9% were Community focused; once again, no Regional or Societal 

frames were reported and no significance was found between newspaper use of frames. 

See Table 7d. 

To answer research question 6b, frame-changing was determined based on the 

highest amount of Spatial frame each newspaper region used per critical point (see Tables 

7a-7d). It is important to note that a significant drop of coverage occurs at Critical Point 
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Three where only 10 articles were collected, and neither Regional nor Societal frames 

were evident. Further, no articles from the National region were recorded after Critical 

Point Two.  

Throughout all four critical points, Local, State, Other States, and National papers 

all showed no evidence of frame-changing; these newspapers applied Community frames 

most dominantly all throughout their coverage. Chicago, however, switched coverage 

from Individual to Community, but ended back with a heightened preference of 

Individual frames.  

Frame-changing in the Temporal frame followed the same process as the Spatial 

frame analysis. Research question 7a asked how newspapers differently framed in each 

critical point. In Critical Point One, out of the 215 stories, 21.4% used a Past frame, 

68.8% used Present, and 9.8% used Future. Significance in difference of frame was 

found. First, Chicago (21 articles, 32 percent) used 21 percent more of the Past frame 

than State papers (8 articles, 11 percent). National papers (8 articles, 29 percent) reported 

equal frequency of Past frame, but an 18 percent increase in proportion in its coverage 

using the frame than State papers (8 articles, 11 percent). The Present dimension revealed 

that State papers (60 articles, 79 percent) used 19 percent more of this frame than 

Chicago (39 articles, 60 percent) and 29 percent more than National papers (14 articles, 

50 percent). Finally, National papers (6 articles, 21 percent) used 17 percent more of the 

Future frame than Local papers (1 article, 4 percent). See Table 8a. 



42 

 

 

Out of the 55 articles in Critical Point Two, 3.6% used the Past frame, 74.5% used 

the Present frame, and 21.8% used Future. No statistical significance between newspaper 

use of these frames was discovered. See Table 8b. 

Critical Point Three had a total of 10 stories. Zero used the Past frame, 40% were 

reported to use the Present frame, and 60% used Future. Once again, no statistical 

significance was found between newspaper use of frames. See Table 8c. 

Finally, Critical Point Four had a total of seven stories: 14.3% used the Past 

frame, 57.1% used Present, and 28.6% used Future. Chicago (2 articles, 100 percent) 

used 100 percent more of the Present frame than State papers (0). However, State papers 

(2 articles, 100 percent) used 100 percent more of the Future frame than both Chicago (0) 

and Local (0) papers. See Table 8d. 

In order to determine evidence of frame-changing in the Temporal dimension and 

answer research question 7b, it is important to note that no evidence of the Past frame 

was reported in Critical Point Three, though this frame did re-emerge in Critical Point 

Four. Further, along with the Spatial dimension, National papers did not report any 

further articles after Critical Point Two.  

The only indication of frame-changing was discovered within State and Other 

States newspapers (See Tables 8a-8d). In the first two critical points, each region used the 

Present frame for the majority of coverage. However, Critical Point Three revealed a 

dominance in the use of the Future frame for each region. Critical Point Four showed that 

state papers continued focusing on the Future frame, while Other States papers changed 

back to the Present frame. 
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Discussion 

Newsmakers write for a specific audience. Regardless of the media format used, framing 

theory reflects the attitudes of news journalists who work to frame a story in a way that 

speaks most appropriately to their audience. What has been notable throughout framing 

analysis scholarship is that news makers do not cover the story in a singular fashion; 

rather, different news makers distinctly frame stories apart from one another. 

 This study argues that a newspaper’s proximity from an event and its market 

scope influence how a journalist will frame the story. Past studies have defined 

newspapers by either its proximity or market scope. Further, it has excluded numerous 

types of newspaper by focusing solely on local and national papers defined by either 

aforementioned variable. What makes this study unique from past research is the 

combination of the Proximity and Market Scope variables into a two-dimensional model 

of newspaper measurement termed Newspaper Status.  

 The integration of Newspaper Status into framing analysis was to find support 

that newspapers of varying characteristics frame matters differently from one another. 

The aforementioned local versus national debate argued that this polarization of 

newspapers greatly differs in framing events. However, the current study argued that 

there are more newspapers with unique identities that do not fit into either category—or 

may fit into both—that, too, may show differences in framing. 

 First, the researcher tested to see whether the current research supported previous 

scholarship on the local versus national debate. Papers that were more proximate to the 



44 

 

 

NIU shooting were found to produce a much higher amount of coverage, supporting 

previous research.  

This study found interesting results when examining how newspaper proximity 

and market scope affected framing of the event when using The Two-Dimensional 

Measurement Scheme (Chyi & McCombs, 2004) as a conceptualization for frames. The 

Newspaper Proximity variable did find support that Distant papers would use the Societal 

frame significantly more than Nearby papers. On the other hand, instead of finding 

support that Local papers would frame more using the Individual frame and National 

papers would frame more using Societal frames, this study found just the opposite: 

National papers reported a higher amount of Individual stories than Local papers when 

testing for Market Scope. The counter-hypothetical results could be due to the inclusion 

of Chicago papers in the National category. As argued in this study, Chicago papers do 

not have exclusively National characteristics, and therefore may not behave strictly 

nationally. Instead, because it shares also shares characteristics with the Local category, 

putting these newspapers in either category may have been responsible for these results.  

Further, according to Table 3, National Market Scope papers reported 

significantly higher amounts of the Individual frame rather than the Societal frame. Past 

research found that larger newspapers frame matters more thematically, or less 

descriptively (Hawdon et al., 2014; Shapiro & Williams Jr., 1984). This shift in frame 

type may have been influenced by the specific news event examined in this study—the 

NIU shooting massacre. Less than a year before the NIU shooting, the largest school 

shooting to date occurred on April 16, 2007 at Virginia Tech (VT). Due to these two 
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shootings being so closely connected in time, it can be argued that National papers—

having recently covered VT—sought to explore the individual differences between that 

shooting and NIU’s. Or, if National paper’s coverage had focused more predominantly on 

Societal factors when reporting on VT, this category may have chosen to adopt a more 

Individual/Episodic frame to report NIU having just provided a more Societal/Thematic 

discussion for VT. 

The remaining analyses utilizing the Proximity and Market Scope variables 

revealed that these Nearby/Local and Distant/National newspapers continue to 

differentiate in framing styles. When newspapers were described in terms of Proximity, 

significance in framing was found in the Spatial region but not in the Temporal region. 

On the other hand, when newspapers were described per their Market Scope, differences 

were found in both Spatial and Temporal framing. 

The most noteworthy discoveries found within this study, however, have been the 

significant differences in framing among Newspaper Status categories. The study applied 

The Two-Dimensional Measurement Scheme against Newspaper Status to analyze how 

the different types of newspapers framed the NIU massacre differently—or similarly—

both spatially and temporally. The introduction of Newspaper Status represents a 

promising shift in the process of newspaper comparison, veering away from the local 

versus national polarization. The belief behind Newspaper Status argues that newspapers 

of distinct proximity and market scope will differ in the framing of an event. By 

combining the variables of Proximity and Market Scope and formulating them into 

individual newspaper categories, a multitude of previously excluded newspaper sources 



46 

 

 

are now able to be analyzed. Also, newspapers that share commonalities with both the 

local and national differentiation are now able to be independently analyzed per their 

unique status (e.g. Chicago).  

Testing using the Newspaper Status variable found support that newspapers 

outside of the local and national dichotomy do uniquely frame an event. In both Spatial 

and Temporal frames, this analysis observed various instances where the categories 

framed the NIU event differently from one another.  

The newly defined Local and National newspapers continued to frame separately 

from one another. Also supporting past research, the National newspapers used the 

Societal frame a significant amount higher than the Local papers. However, there were no 

other reported significant differences between the two newspaper categories. This could 

be due to the fact that the Local region in Newspaper Status encompassed the singular 

newspaper that represented the community where the event took place—past research 

allowed multiple papers to represent this category. Because there were notably less 

newspapers in this definition of Local, this may have affected amount of differences 

between the two newspapers. However, the exclusion of further “local” newspapers was 

necessary due to the aforementioned argument that ultraproximate audiences will 

interpret an event differently than solely proximate locations (DeWerth-Pallmeyer, 1997). 

Of particular interest are the Chicago results. With its local proximity and national 

market scope, Chicago shared characteristics with the local and national newspapers cited 

in past research. However, this study produced results that Chicago framed differently 

from both the newly conceptualized Local and National regions. In the Spatial region, the 
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Chicago region used the Individual frame significantly more than the National region. 

Further, Chicago produced a higher amount of the Community frame than Local papers. 

On the other hand, National papers used the Societal frame higher than Chicago. This 

supports the critical importance of the redefinition of newspaper categories, as well as the 

creation of others when necessary. As stated, the Chicago newspapers had characteristics 

that fit into both the local and national scholarship arguments; rather than either placing 

them into one of the categories—or excluding the newspapers all together from the 

sample—, the study conceptualized Chicago’s own newspaper category in order to 

understand how newspapers with a local and national interest frame an event.  

Further, the State and Other States categories were created to account for 

newspapers with a local proximity and local market scope, and a national proximity with 

a local market scope, respectively. This study found multiple areas where these categories 

significantly differed in frame type between the other newspapers. The State category 

was special when examining how it framed in comparison to Local and Chicago 

newspapers because this category contained newspapers that have traditionally been 

combined with the above two categories to formulate the “local” category. However, in 

this study, it became its own category and presented results that showed some unique 

styles of framing. 

In the Spatial dimension, State and Chicago significantly differed in the use of the 

Individual and Community frames. In the Temporal dimension, State and Chicago 

differed in use of the Past frame. Interestingly, State papers showed no difference in 

framing with Local papers. This lack of difference could argue that State and Local 
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papers do not have distinctive enough identities to allow a separation in newspaper 

categories; perhaps these papers are too similar and should remain a singular newspaper 

category. Regardless, the idea of ultraproximity (DeWerth-Pallmeyer, 1997) required 

analysis in order to be better understood. Although State and Local papers showed no 

differences in framing, Local has, as afore discussed, differed significantly from Chicago, 

which also could be considered “local”.  

The Other States category produced results backing support that these papers, too, 

have their own style of framing. It differed from Chicago in use of the Individual and 

Community frames, and National in use of Societal—no difference in framing was found 

in the Temporal dimension. This category produced the least amount of coverage (see 

Table 5, 6, 7, or 8), which may have contributed to the minimal amount of significant 

differences in framing. Essentially, the individual integration of the State and Other 

States categories provided further support that more exclusive newspaper categories out 

of the local and national dichotomy, too, frame matters differently. 

In the results for both the Spatial and Temporal dimensions, there were frames 

that were not significantly different in use by newspapers. In the Spatial dimension, no 

significance was found using the Regional frame, and in the Temporal dimension, no 

significance was found using the Future frame. Past studies using The Two-Dimensional 

Measurement Scheme also did not find much difference in use of the Regional frame 

(Chyi & McCombs, 2004; Kwon & Moon, 2009; Muschert & Carr, 2006). Its 

insignificance in the current study may simply reflect its behavior in past studies. Further, 

the lack of difference in Future framing may be due in part to this study’s timeline of 
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analysis (30 days). Past studies show that use of the Future frame did not become 

significant until toward the conclusion of the analyses (Chyi & McCombs, 2004; 

Muschert & Carr, 2006). Possibly, if the current study extended beyond just 30 days, 

significance in use of the Future frame may become evident.  

Finally, this study extended the concept of frame-changing. Chyi and McCombs 

(2004) attested that journalists engage in frame-changing in order to keep a news story 

intriguing to their audiences. Over time, a single news organization may fluctuate on its 

dominant frame in coverage of an event. This study found some support for this idea. In 

the Spatial dimension, the Chicago newspaper was the only place where frame-changing 

was evident: the newspaper began dominantly using Individual frames, then moved to 

Community, then moved and ended again using Individual frames. In the Temporal 

dimension, State and Others States reported some frame-changing dynamics. State began 

dominantly using the Present frame, then switched to dominantly ending using the Future 

frame. The same was reported in respect to the Other States category, however this area 

went from Present to Future, and then ended dominantly using the Present frame. 

Lack of frame-changing may be contributed to the drop-off of coverage after the 

second established critical point. While heightened amounts of coverage were reported in 

the first two critical points, the last two points severely lacked articles to report frame 

choices from that newspaper in that time. Regardless, evidence of frame-changing was 

discovered in this analysis, furthering Chyi and McCombs’ (2004) dictation. 

Limitations 



50 

 

 

As stated before, coverage for the NIU shooting dropped dramatically about 

halfway through the analysis, a reflection of similar comments made by Chyi and 

McCombs (2004). The total number of newspaper articles collected in the second critical 

point was 55, but dropped to a total of 10 in the third critical point, lessening even more 

after that. Some critical points even reported missing specific frames all together. With 

such a substantially low amount of articles reported in these points, validity may be 

called into question with the concern that there may not have been enough coverage in 

some instances for proper analysis, particularly when looking for frame-changing. 

However, results still discovered statistical significance in coverage in the fourth critical 

point in the Temporal dimension, even though this had the lowest amount of articles 

collected.  

Further, because this is a brand new conceptualization of newspaper statuses, no 

reliability and validity of this concept has been properly established. This is a pilot 

framing study that has combined proximity and market scope in order to categorize 

newspaper regions. While statistical significance has been found that supported the idea 

that these new regions will frame an issue individually, more studies must test this 

concept in order to establish reliability and validity.  

Conclusion 

The aim of this study was to examine how journalists from different newspaper statuses 

framed the NIU shooting. The belief was that past research excluded groups of 

newspapers because they either did not fit into the popular local or national mold, or 

because they encompassed characteristics of both concepts. This exclusion inhibited the 
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complete understanding of how journalists of varying newspaper demographics frame an 

event for their respective audience. The current study re-conceptualized how newspapers 

are measured by defining and combining their proximity and market scope, and arranging 

newspapers per these distinct characteristics. 

This induction of new newspaper categories offers a new analysis of how matters 

are framed differently. Continuing with previous research, the current study provided 

further evidence that journalists do not follow a singular mode of framing, and, instead, 

adopt unique frames pertaining to a particular news event.  

Future research on this topic can extend the concept of difference in journalistic 

news framing by examining the behavior in other media formats. In particular, as news 

reporting continues to shift toward using more online-based technologies, research can 

focus on how online formats frame matters differently amongst one another. This study 

focused on newspaper coverage in 2008. However, as print journalism becomes 

increasingly less familiar in the mass communication environment, it is critical to test 

how framing behavior differs in more modern formats.  

Further, journalists can utilize the results of this study—as well as others similar 

to this—to gain a better understanding of their personal journalistic behavior. When 

choosing the frame for their story, certain organizational factors, such as their proximity 

to the event and market scope, may impact the resulting frame. The current study found 

that certain types of newspapers (e.g. National) have even been seen to discontinue 

coverage shortly after an event has occurred. In this sense, audiences will get varying 

reports of an event based on the news organization’s personal characteristics and thus 
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have differing perceptions of the newsworthiness and importance of the event. In some 

instances, audiences may not even learn about the event in full detail due to the lack of 

coverage provided by certain news organizations. Journalists should take this into 

consideration, since their work is influencing their audience’s perception of the news 

event they are reporting on. Regardless of their organization’s status, journalists are 

encouraged to take this condition into consideration when building the angle for their 

news stories, and to understand that their work will not only frame their message, but also 

the mindset of their audiences. 
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APPENDIX A 

TABLE 1 

Crosstabulation of Proximity by Spatial Frame 

 

Proximity 

Total Distant Nearby 

SPA Indiv. Count 19a 94a 113 

% within Spa 16.8% 83.2% 100.0% 

% within Proximity 33.3% 40.9% 39.4% 

% of Total 6.6% 32.8% 39.4% 

Comm. Count 31a 124a 155 

% within Spa 20.0% 80.0% 100.0% 

% within Proximity 54.4% 53.9% 54.0% 

% of Total 10.8% 43.2% 54.0% 

Reg. Count 1a 9a 10 

% within Spa 10.0% 90.0% 100.0% 

% within Proximity 1.8% 3.9% 3.5% 

% of Total 0.3% 3.1% 3.5% 

Soc. Count 6a 3b 9 

% within Spa 66.7% 33.3% 100.0% 

% within Proximity 10.5% 1.3% 3.1% 

% of Total 2.1% 1.0% 3.1% 

Total Count 57 230 287 

% within Spa 19.9% 80.1% 100.0% 

% within Proximity 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

% of Total 19.9% 80.1% 100.0% 

Each subscript letter denotes a subset of Proximity categories whose column 

proportions do not differ significantly from each other at the .05 level. Chi 

Square=13.7, p<.05.  
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TABLE 2 

Crosstabulation of Proximity by Temporal Frame 

 

Proximity 

Total Distant Nearby 

TEMP Past Count 11a 38a 49 

% within Temp 22.4% 77.6% 100.0% 

% within Proximity 19.3% 16.5% 17.1% 

% of Total 3.8% 13.2% 17.1% 

Present Count 35a 162a 197 

% within Temp 17.8% 82.2% 100.0% 

% within Proximity 61.4% 70.4% 68.6% 

% of Total 12.2% 56.4% 68.6% 

Future Count 11a 30a 41 

% within Temp 26.8% 73.2% 100.0% 

% within Proximity 19.3% 13.0% 14.3% 

% of Total 3.8% 10.5% 14.3% 

Total Count 57 230 287 

% within Temp 19.9% 80.1% 100.0% 

% within Proximity 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

% of Total 19.9% 80.1% 100.0% 

Each subscript letter denotes a subset of Proximity categories whose column 

proportions do not differ significantly from each other at the .05 level. Chi 

Square =2.0, n.s.  
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TABLE 3 

Crosstabulation of Market Scope by Spatial Frame 

 

Scope 

Total Local National 

SPA Indiv. Count 53a 60b 113 

% within Spa 46.9% 53.1% 100.0% 

% within Scope 31.2% 51.3% 39.4% 

% of Total 18.5% 20.9% 39.4% 

Comm. Count 110a 45b 155 

% within Spa 71.0% 29.0% 100.0% 

% within Scope 64.7% 38.5% 54.0% 

% of Total 38.3% 15.7% 54.0% 

Reg. Count 4a 6a 10 

% within Spa 40.0% 60.0% 100.0% 

% within Scope 2.4% 5.1% 3.5% 

% of Total 1.4% 2.1% 3.5% 

Soc. Count 3a 6a 9 

% within Spa 33.3% 66.7% 100.0% 

% within Scope 1.8% 5.1% 3.1% 

% of Total 1.0% 2.1% 3.1% 

Total Count 170 117 287 

% within Spa 59.2% 40.8% 100.0% 

% within Scope 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

% of Total 59.2% 40.8% 100.0% 

Each subscript letter denotes a subset of Market Scope categories whose 

column proportions do not differ significantly from each other at the .05 

level. Chi Square=20.0, p<.001. 
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TABLE 4 

Crosstabulation of Market Scope by Temporal Frame 

 

Scope 

Total Local National 

TEMP Past Count 19a 30b 49 

% within Temp 38.8% 61.2% 100.0% 

% within Scope 11.2% 25.6% 17.1% 

% of Total 6.6% 10.5% 17.1% 

Present Count 125a 72b 197 

% within Temp 63.5% 36.5% 100.0% 

% within Scope 73.5% 61.5% 68.6% 

% of Total 43.6% 25.1% 68.6% 

Future Count 26a 15a 41 

% within Temp 63.4% 36.6% 100.0% 

% within Scope 15.3% 12.8% 14.3% 

% of Total 9.1% 5.2% 14.3% 

Total Count 170 117 287 

% within Temp 59.2% 40.8% 100.0% 

% within Scope 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

% of Total 59.2% 40.8% 100.0% 

Each subscript letter denotes a subset of Market Scope categories whose 

column proportions do not differ significantly from each other at the .05 

level. Chi Square=10.2, p<.05. 
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TABLE 5 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Crosstabulation of Newspaper Status by Spatial Frame 

 

Newspaper Status 

Total STATE CHICAGO LOCAL OTHER NATIONAL 

SPA Indiv. Count 27a 50b 17a, b 9a 10a 113 

% within Spa 23.9% 44.2% 15.0% 8.0% 8.8% 100.0% 

% within Status 26.5% 58.1% 40.5% 34.6% 32.3% 39.4% 

% of Total 9.4% 17.4% 5.9% 3.1% 3.5% 39.4% 

Comm. Count 70a 30b 24a, c 16a, c 15b, c 155 

% within Spa 45.2% 19.4% 15.5% 10.3% 9.7% 100.0% 

% within Status 68.6% 34.9% 57.1% 61.5% 48.4% 54.0% 

% of Total 24.4% 10.5% 8.4% 5.6% 5.2% 54.0% 

Reg. Count 2a 6a 1a 1a 0a 10 

% within Spa 20.0% 60.0% 10.0% 10.0% 0.0% 100.0% 

% within Status 2.0% 7.0% 2.4% 3.8% 0.0% 3.5% 

% of Total 0.7% 2.1% 0.3% 0.3% 0.0% 3.5% 

Soc. Count 3a 0a 0a 0a 6b 9 

% within Spa 33.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 100.0% 

% within Status 2.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 19.4% 3.1% 

% of Total 1.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.1% 3.1% 

Total Count 102 86 42 26 31 287 

% within Spa 35.5% 30.0% 14.6% 9.1% 10.8% 100.0% 

% within Status 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

% of Total 35.5% 30.0% 14.6% 9.1% 10.8% 100.0% 

Each subscript letter denotes a subset of Newspaper Status categories whose column proportions do not 

differ significantly from each other at the .05 level. Chi Square=58.7, p<.001. 
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TABLE 6 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Crosstabulation of Newspaper Status by Temporal Frame 

 

Newspaper Status 

Total STATE CHICAGO LOCAL OTHER NATIONAL 

TEMP Past Count 9a 22b 7a, b 3a, b 8b 49 

% within Temp 18.4% 44.9% 14.3% 6.1% 16.3% 100.0% 

% within Status 8.8% 25.6% 16.7% 11.5% 25.8% 17.1% 

% of Total 3.1% 7.7% 2.4% 1.0% 2.8% 17.1% 

Present Count 75a 56a, b 31a, b 19a, b 16b 197 

% within Temp 38.1% 28.4% 15.7% 9.6% 8.1% 100.0% 

% within Status 73.5% 65.1% 73.8% 73.1% 51.6% 68.6% 

% of Total 26.1% 19.5% 10.8% 6.6% 5.6% 68.6% 

Future Count 18a 8a 4a 4a 7a 41 

% within Temp 43.9% 19.5% 9.8% 9.8% 17.1% 100.0% 

% within Status 17.6% 9.3% 9.5% 15.4% 22.6% 14.3% 

% of Total 6.3% 2.8% 1.4% 1.4% 2.4% 14.3% 

Total Count 102 86 42 26 31 287 

% within Temp 35.5% 30.0% 14.6% 9.1% 10.8% 100.0% 

% within Status 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

% of Total 35.5% 30.0% 14.6% 9.1% 10.8% 100.0% 

Each subscript letter denotes a subset of Newspaper Status categories whose column proportions do not differ 

significantly from each other at the .05 level. Chi Square=16.1, p<.05. 
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TABLE 7a 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Crosstabulation of Newspaper Status by Spatial Frame at Critical Point 1 

CRITICAL POINT 1 

Newspaper Status 

Total STATE CHICAGO LOCAL OTHER NATIONAL 

 SPA Indiv. Count 22a 40b 12a, b 8a, b 10a 92 

% within Spa 23.9% 43.5% 13.0% 8.7% 10.9% 100.0% 

% within Status 28.9% 61.5% 42.9% 44.4% 35.7% 42.8% 

% of Total 10.2% 18.6% 5.6% 3.7% 4.7% 42.8% 

Comm. Count 49a 19b 15a, c 10a, c 12b, c 105 

% within Spa 46.7% 18.1% 14.3% 9.5% 11.4% 100.0% 

% within Status 64.5% 29.2% 53.6% 55.6% 42.9% 48.8% 

% of Total 22.8% 8.8% 7.0% 4.7% 5.6% 48.8% 

Reg. Count 2a 6a 1a 0a 0a 9 

% within Spa 22.2% 66.7% 11.1% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 

% within Status 2.6% 9.2% 3.6% 0.0% 0.0% 4.2% 

% of Total 0.9% 2.8% 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 4.2% 

Soc. Count 3a 0a 0a 0a 6b 9 

% within Spa 33.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 100.0% 

% within Status 3.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 21.4% 4.2% 

% of Total 1.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.8% 4.2% 

Total Count 76 65 28 18 28 215 

% within Spa 35.3% 30.2% 13.0% 8.4% 13.0% 100.0% 

% within Status 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

% of Total 35.3% 30.2% 13.0% 8.4% 13.0% 100.0% 

Each subscript letter denotes a subset of Newspaper Status categories whose column proportions do  

not differ significantly from each other at the .05 level. Chi Square=49.4, p<.001. 
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TABLE 7b 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Crosstabulation of Newspaper Status by Spatial Frame at Critical Point 2 

CRITICAL POINT 2 

Newspaper Status 

Total STATE CHICAGO LOCAL OTHER NATIONAL 

 SPA Indiv. Count 4a 6a 4a 0a 0a 14 

% within Spa 28.6% 42.9% 28.6% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 

% within Status 20.0% 37.5% 40.0% 0.0% 0.0% 25.5% 

% of Total 7.3% 10.9% 7.3% 0.0% 0.0% 25.5% 

Comm

. 

Count 16a 10a 6a 5a 3a 40 

% within Spa 40.0% 25.0% 15.0% 12.5% 7.5% 100.0% 

% within Status 80.0% 62.5% 60.0% 83.3% 100.0% 72.7% 

% of Total 29.1% 18.2% 10.9% 9.1% 5.5% 72.7% 

Reg. Count 0a 0a 0a 1a 0a 1 

% within Spa 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0% 

% within Status 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 16.7% 0.0% 1.8% 

% of Total 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 0.0% 1.8% 

Total Count 20 16 10 6 3 55 

% within Spa 36.4% 29.1% 18.2% 10.9% 5.5% 100.0% 

% within Status 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

% of Total 36.4% 29.1% 18.2% 10.9% 5.5% 100.0% 

Each subscript denotes a subset of Newspaper Status categories whose column proportions do  

not differ significantly from each other at the .05 level. Chi Square=13.4, n.s. 
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TABLE 7c 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Crosstabulation of Newspaper Status by Spatial Frame at Critical Point 3 

CRITICAL POINT 3 

Newspaper Status 

Total STATE CHICAGO LOCAL OTHER  

 SPA Indiv. Count 1a 2a 0a 0a  3 

% within Spa 33.3% 66.7% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 

% within Status 25.0% 66.7% 0.0% 0.0%  30.0% 

% of Total 10.0% 20.0% 0.0% 0.0%  30.0% 

Comm. Count 3a 1a 2a 1a  7 

% within Spa 42.9% 14.3% 28.6% 14.3%  100.0% 

% within Status 75.0% 33.3% 100.0% 100.0%  70.0% 

% of Total 30.0% 10.0% 20.0% 10.0%  70.0% 

Total Count 4 3 2 1  10 

% within Spa 40.0% 30.0% 20.0% 10.0%  100.0% 

% within Status 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 

% of Total 40.0% 30.0% 20.0% 10.0%  100.0% 

Each subscript letter denotes a subset of Newspaper Status categories whose column  

proportions do not differ significantly from each other at the .05 level. Chi Square=3.3, n.s. 
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TABLE 7d 

 

Crosstabulation of Newspaper Status by Spatial Frame at Critical Point 4 

CRITICAL POINT 4 

Newspaper Status 

Total STATE CHICAGO LOCAL OTHER  

 SPA Indiv. Count 0a 2b 1a, b 1a, b  4 

% within Spa 0.0% 50.0% 25.0% 25.0%  100.0% 

% within Status 0.0% 100.0% 50.0% 100.0%  57.1% 

% of Total 0.0% 28.6% 14.3%   14.3%  57.1% 

Comm. Count 2a 0b 1a, b 0a, b  3 

% within Spa 66.7% 0.0% 33.3% 0.0%  100.0% 

% within Status 100.0% 0.0% 50.0% 0.0%  42.9% 

% of Total 28.6% 0.0% 14.3% 0.0%  42.9% 

Total Count 2 2 2 1  7 

% within Spa 28.6% 28.6% 28.6% 14.3%  100.0% 

% within Status 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 

% of Total 28.6% 28.6% 28.6% 14.3%  100.0% 

Each subscript letter denotes a subset of Newspaper Status categories whose column  

proportions do not differ significantly from each other at the .05 level. Chi Square=5.00, n.s. 
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TABLE 8a 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Crosstabulation of Newspaper Status by Temporal Frame at Critical Point 1 

CRITICAL POINT 1 

Newspaper Status 

Total STATE CHICAGO LOCAL OTHER NATIONAL 

 TEMP Past Count 8a 21b 6a, b 3a, b 8b 46 

% within Temp 17.4% 45.7% 13.0% 6.5% 17.4% 100.0% 

% within Status 10.5% 32.3% 21.4% 16.7% 28.6% 21.4% 

% of Total 3.7% 9.8% 2.8% 1.4% 3.7% 21.4% 

Pres. Count 60a 39b 21a, b 14a, b 14b 148 

% within Temp 40.5% 26.4% 14.2% 9.5% 9.5% 100.0% 

% within Status 78.9% 60.0% 75.0% 77.8% 50.0% 68.8% 

% of Total 27.9% 18.1% 9.8% 6.5% 6.5% 68.8% 

Fut. Count 8a, b 5a, b 1b 1a, b 6a 21 

% within Temp 38.1% 23.8% 4.8% 4.8% 28.6% 100.0% 

% within Status 10.5% 7.7% 3.6% 5.6% 21.4% 9.8% 

% of Total 3.7% 2.3% 0.5% 0.5% 2.8% 9.8% 

Total Count 76 65 28 18 28 215 

% within Temp 35.3% 30.2% 13.0% 8.4% 13.0% 100.0% 

% within Status 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

% of Total 35.3% 30.2% 13.0% 8.4% 13.0% 100.0% 

Each subscript denotes a subset of Newspaper Status categories whose column proportions do  

not differ significantly from each other at the .05 level. Chi Square=18.0, p<.05. 
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TABLE 8b 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Crosstabulation of Newspaper Status by Temporal Frame at Critical Point 2 

CRITICAL POINT 2 

Newspaper Status 

Total STATE CHICAGO LOCAL OTHER NATIONAL 

 TEMP Past Count 1a 1a 0a 0a 0a 2 

% within Temp 50.0% 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 

% within Status 5.0% 6.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.6% 

% of Total 1.8% 1.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.6% 

Pres. Count 14a 13a 8a 4a 2a 41 

% within Temp 34.1% 31.7% 19.5% 9.8% 4.9% 100.0% 

% within Status 70.0% 81.3% 80.0% 66.7% 66.7% 74.5% 

% of Total 25.5% 23.6% 14.5% 7.3% 3.6% 74.5% 

Fut. Count 5a 2a 2a 2a 1a 12 

% within Temp 41.7% 16.7% 16.7% 16.7% 8.3% 100.0% 

% within Status 25.0% 12.5% 20.0% 33.3% 33.3% 21.8% 

% of Total 9.1% 3.6% 3.6% 3.6% 1.8% 21.8% 

Total Count 20 16 10 6 3 55 

% within Temp 36.4% 29.1% 18.2% 10.9% 5.5% 100.0% 

% within Status 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

% of Total 36.4% 29.1% 18.2% 10.9% 5.5% 100.0% 

Each subscript denotes a subset of Newspaper Status categories whose column proportions do  

not differ significantly from each other at the .05 level. Chi Square=2.7, n.s. 
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TABLE 8c 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Crosstabulation of Newspaper Status by Temporal Frame at Critical Point 3 

CRITICAL POINT 3 

Newspaper Status 

Total STATE CHICAGO LOCAL OTHER  

 TEMP Pres. Count 1a 2a 1a 0a  4 

% within Temp 25.0% 50.0% 25.0% 0.0%  100.0% 

% within Status 25.0% 66.7% 50.0% 0.0%  40.0% 

% of Total 10.0% 20.0% 10.0% 0.0%  40.0% 

Fut. Count 3a 1a 1a 4a  6 

% within Temp 50.0% 16.7% 16.7% 16.7%  100.0% 

% within Status 75.0% 33.3% 50.0% 100.0%  60.0% 

% of Total 30.0% 10.0% 10.0% 10.0%  60.0% 

Total Count 4 3 2 1  10 

% within Temp 40.0% 30.0% 20.0% 10.0%  100.0% 

% within Status 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 

% of Total 40.0% 30.0% 20.0% 10.0%  100.0% 

Each subscript denotes a subset of Newspaper Status categories whose column 

proportions do not differ significantly from each other at the .05 level. Chi Square=2.0, n.s. 
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TABLE 8d 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Crosstabulation of Newspaper Status by Temporal Frame at Critical Point 4 

CRITICAL POINT 4 

Newspaper Status 

Total STATE CHICAGO LOCAL OTHER  

 TEMP Past Count 0a 0a 1a 0a  1 

% within Temp 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%  100.0% 

% within Status 0.0% 0.0% 50.0% 0.0%  14.3% 

% of Total 0.0% 0.0% 14.3% 0.0%  14.3% 

Pres. Count 0a 2b 1a, b 1a, b  4 

% within Temp 0.0% 50.0% 25.0% 25.0%  100.0% 

% within Status 0.0% 100.0% 50.0% 100.0%  57.1% 

% of Total 0.0% 28.6% 14.3% 14.3%  57.1% 

Fut. Count 2a 0b 0b 0a, b  2 

% within Temp 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 

% within Status 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  28.6% 

% of Total 28.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  28.6% 

Total Count 2 2 2 1  7 

% within Temp 28.6% 28.6% 28.6% 14.3%  100.0% 

% within Status 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 

% of Total 28.6% 28.6% 28.6% 14.3%  100.0% 

Each subscript denotes a subset of Newspaper Status categories whose column proportions  

do not differ significantly from each other at the .05 level. Chi Square=9.6, n.s. 
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APPENDIX B 

Two Dimensional Measurement Scheme – Codebook (formatted for current use) 

 

Spatial 

1. Individual – The story uses a personal frame if focusing on acts, responses, or 

background information of individuals such as the gunmen (including their 

interactions), victims, family members, or others. 

2. Community – The article focuses on Northern Illinois University, the town of 

DeKalb, or any other single community elsewhere 

3. Regional – The article focuses on the Chicago area, the state of Illinois, the 

Midwest area, or any other state or region 

4. Societal – The article focuses on concerns, events, or discussions that pertain to 

nation-wide interests; this is not limited to Illinois, per se 

5. International - The story uses an international frame if focusing on phenomena 

seen in any country other than the U.S. or interaction of multiple countries. 

Temporal 

1. Past – The article discusses previous, similar events that have no direct 

linkage to the current event (e.g. school shootings in the past, the gunman’s 

school life history, etc.) or an analysis with a historical perspective 

2. Present – If the article focuses on events/developments surrounding the target 

event in time (which might have happened or would happen soon for sure), 

immediate consequences of the event, or current social phenomena 
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3. Future – If the article focuses on the long-term effects of the current event, as 

well as suggest for solutions or actions to be taken (future of Cole Hall, 

gun/mental health laws) 
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APPENDIX C 

Newspaper Category Description Codebook 

Proximity 

1) Nearby – in-state/local audience 

2) Distant – out of state/distant audience 

Market Scope 

1) Local – circulation under 500,000 readers 

2) National – circulation over 500,000 readers 

 

Newspaper Status 

1) Local – Ultraproximate/Local Market Scope 

2) State – Nearby Proximity/Local Market Scope 

3) Chicago – Nearby Proximity/National Market Scope 

4) Other States – Distant Proximity/Local Market Scope 

5) National – Distant Proximity/National Market Scope 

 


