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This list presents publications from our literature review in which the role of the media in school 

violence was a primary topic (e.g., a research question, a primary analysis/interpretation, an 

emphasized topic with an entire section labeled discussing the topic). The role of the media in school 

violence is addressed in 25% of the publications overall. The news media’s portrayal of school 

violence is considered in 21% of the included school shooting publications, compared to 5.7% of the 

threat assessment publications. Similarly, the school shooting literature is almost twice as likely to 

examine possible media (e.g., violent games/movies, glorification websites) role in school violence 

(25% versus 14%). Included are peer-reviewed, published articles, government/organization reports, 

books and book chapters 
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academic literature on school rampage shootings and explores the extent to which these attacks are and 

are not random acts of violence.  

 

 

Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School Public Safety Commission.  (2019). Report submitted to the 

Governor, Speaker of the House of Representatives and Senate President.  Retrieved from 

http:www.fdle.state.fl.us/MSDHS/msd-Report-2-Public-Version.pdf 

  

On March 9, 2018, Governor Rick Scott signed the Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School Public 

Safety Act (MSDHSPSA) into law. This comprehensive legislation focused on identifying and 

addressing issues surrounding the tragedy that occurred at Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School. A 

key component of the legislation was the establishment of the Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School 

Public Safety Commission (Commission), composed of 16 voting members and four non-voting 

members appointed by the Governor, Speaker of the House, Senate President or specified in legislation. 

The Commission was formed to specifically analyze information from the Marjory Stoneman Douglas 

High School shooting and other mass violence incidents, and provide recommendations and system 

improvements to help mitigate the impacts from and prevent future school shootings. Members of the 

Commission were appointed to provide a broad and diverse range of expertise and knowledge. 

Commission members represent state and local law enforcement, mental health professionals, state and 

local elected officials, educators, school officials and parents of victims.  
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Markey, P. M., Ivory, J. D., Slotter, E. B., Oliver, M. B., & Maglalang, O. (2019). He does not look like 

video games made him do it: Racial stereotypes and school shootings. Psychology of Popular 

Media Culture. http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/ppm0000255  

 

Despite a lack of research linking school shootings to video games, video games are frequently 

associated with school shootings carried out by White perpetrators. Because there is a stereotypical 

association between racial minorities and violent crime, it is possible that people often look toward 

video games as a cause for school shootings committed by White perpetrators who do not fit this 

stereotype. Consistent with this notion, Study 1 (n � 169) found that participants who read a mock news 

story about a school shooting were more likely to blame video games when the shooter was White than 

when the shooter was Black. Study 2 examined 204,796 news stories of 204 mass shootings committed 

in the United States and found that, when a shooting occurred at a school, video games were 8.35 times 

more likely to be discussed when the shooter was White than when the shooter was Black.  

 

 

Mohandie, K. (2014). Threat assessment in schools. In J. R. Meloy & J. Hoffman (Eds.), International 

handbook of threat assessment (pp. 126– 147). New York, NY: Oxford University Press 

 

Lethal school violence incidents, while not new, became a particular focus of threat assessment 

professionals in the early 1990s—a concern that continues to the present day. While the United States 

has been the apparent leader in terms of the phenomenon, noteworthy events have occurred in many 

countries including Russia, Germany, Finland, England, Canada, China, and Afghanistan. This chapter 

will outline the fundamentals of school violence threat management: categories of potential perpetrators, 

evolving patterns of violent offending on campuses, dynamics of violent individuals who target schools, 

essential threat assessment variables, practical aspects of threat assessment in school environments, 

interviewing techniques with at-risk subjects, threat assessment teams, and threat management 

strategies. A short history of noteworthy events traces the evolution of school violence threat 

management as a contemporary international concern.   

 

 

Muschert, G. W. (2007). Research in school shootings. Sociology Compass, 1(1), 60–80. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-9020.2007.00008.x 

 

Studies of school shootings have been conducted in a variety of disciplines, including sociology, 

psychology, and media studies. However, to date there is no unified body of knowledge about such 

events. In an effort to synthesize past studies, and to orient future studies in school shootings, this article 

(i) offers a typology for understanding the varieties of school shooting incidents, including rampages, 

mass murders, terrorist attacks, targeted attacks, and government shootings; (ii) examines the mass 

media dynamic of school shootings; and (iii) presents a synthesis of the multilevel causes suggested in 

the research, including those on the individual, community, and social levels. Suggestions for future 

studies in school shootings are explored. 
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 Musu, L., Zhang, A., Wang, K., Zhang, J., & Oudekerk, B.A. (2019). Indicators of School Crime and 

Safety: 2018 (NCES 2019-047/NCJ 252571). National Center for Education Statistics, U.S. 

Department of Education, and Bureau of Justice Statistics, Office of Justice Programs, U.S. 

Department of Justice. Washington, DC.  https://nces.ed.gov/pubs2019/2019047.pdf 

 

This report is the 21st in a series of annual publications produced jointly by the National Center for 

Education Statistics (NCES), Institute of Education Sciences (IES), in the U.S. Department of 

Education, and the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) in the U.S. Department of Justice. This report 

presents the most recent data available on school crime and student safety. The indicators in this report 

are based on information drawn from a variety of data sources, including national surveys of students, 

teachers, principals, and postsecondary institutions. Sources include results from the School-Associated 

Violent Death Surveillance System, sponsored by the U.S. Department of Education, the U.S. 

Department of Justice, and the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC); the National Vital 

Statistics System, sponsored by CDC; the National Crime Victimization Survey and School Crime 

Supplement to that survey, sponsored by BJS and NCES, respectively; the Youth Risk Behavior Survey, 

sponsored by CDC; the Schools and Staffing Survey, National Teacher and Principal Survey, School 

Survey on Crime and Safety, Fast Response Survey System, and EDFacts, all sponsored by NCES; the 

Studies of Active Shooter Incidents, sponsored by the Federal Bureau of Investigation; the Campus 

Safety and Security Survey, sponsored by the U.S. Department of Education; and the Monitoring the 

Future Survey, sponsored by the National Institute on Drug Abuse of the U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services. This report covers topics such as victimization, teacher injury, bullying and electronic 

bullying, school conditions, fights, weapons, availability and student use of drugs and alcohol, student 

perceptions of personal safety at school, and criminal incidents at postsecondary institutions. Indicators 

of crime and safety are compared across different population subgroups and over time. Data on crimes 

that occur away from school are offered as a point of comparison where available.  

 

 

National Research Council. (2003). Deadly Lessons: Understanding lethal school violence. Washington, 

DC: The National Academies Press. https://doi.org/10.17226/10370 

 

The shooting at Columbine High School riveted national attention on violence in the nation’s schools. 

This dramatic example signaled an implicit and growing fear that these events would continue to 

occur—and even escalate in scale and severity. How do we make sense of the tragedy of a school 

shooting or even draw objective conclusions from these incidents? Deadly Lessons is the outcome of the 

National Research Council’s unique effort to glean lessons from six case studies of lethal student 

violence. These are powerful stories of parents and teachers and troubled youths, presenting the tragic 

complexity of the young shooter’s social and personal circumstances in rich detail. The cases point to 

possible causes of violence and suggest where interventions may be most effective. Readers will come 

away with a better understanding of the potential threat, how violence might be prevented, and how 

healing might be promoted in affected communities. 

 

 

 

 

https://nces.ed.gov/pubs2019/2019047.pdf
https://doi.org/10.17226/10370


13 

 

Nekvasil, E. K., Cornell, D. G., & Huang, F. L. (2015). Prevalence and offense characteristics of 

multiple casualty homicides: Are schools at higher risk than other locations? Psychology of 

Violence, 5(3), 236–245. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0038967 

 

Objective: In light of public concern about school shootings, this study examined the prevalence and 

offense characteristics of multiple casualty homicides across locations.  

Method: We used the FBI’s National Incident Based Reporting System (NIBRS) to examine 

18,873 homicide incidents involving 25,180 victims who were either killed or injured from 2005 

through 2010.  

Results: Multiple casualty homicides were surprisingly common events, with approximately 22% 

of homicide incidents involving 2 or more victims. Multiple casualty homicides were much more 

common in residences (47%) versus schools (0.8%), but homicides in residences tended to have 1 victim 

(78%) rather than multiple victims (22%), whereas homicides in schools were about equally likely to 

have 1 victim (57%) or multiple victims (43%). Multiple homicides were more likely to involve firearms 

than weapons such as knives or blunt objects. Finally, there were statistical differences in offense 

characteristics for homicides with 1, 2, and 3 victims.  

Conclusion: These findings suggest that the public perception that schools are a high-risk location for 

homicides is inaccurate. Although concern about school shootings is understandable, the larger problem 

of multiple casualty shootings is more common in other locations which do not receive comparable 

media attention.  

 

 

Oksanen, A., Kaltiala-Heino, R., Holkeri, E., & Lindberg, N. (2015). School shooting threats as a 

national phenomenon: Comparison of police reports and psychiatric reports in Finland. Journal 

of Scandinavian Studies in Criminology & Crime Prevention, 16(2), 145–159. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/14043858.2015.1101823 

 

In aftermath of the school shootings in Finland (2007 and 2008), hundreds of schools were threatened 

with similar acts. These threats of homicidal violence occupied both police and psychiatrists, but little is 

known about the potential threat these cases posed. Our study compared the threats of homicidal 

violence communicated by pupils aged 12–18 using both police reports (n = 20, 2010) and psychiatric 

reports (n = 77, 2007–2009). We provide both descriptive information about the cases and statistical 

comparison based on threat assessment. The pupils were on average 14.9 years old, 13% girls. The 

threats were communicated most commonly in face-to-face situations in school to other pupils or 

teachers. Mental health problems were prevalent according to both data-sets. Pupils who were sent for 

adolescent psychiatric evaluation were a riskier group than the group who were only interrogated by the 

police. Police reports lacked specific information reflecting the fact that in 2010 Finnish police had not 

adopted tools for structural risk assessment that were already used by Finnish psychiatry. Our results 

underline the benefits of structural threat assessment approach, which saves resources and helps experts 

working with adolescents to gather relevant information and systematically assess it. In addition, it 

would be important to establish proper collaboration between schools, police and psychiatry. 

 

 

 

 

https://doi.org/10.1037/a0038967
https://doi.org/10.1080/14043858.2015.1101823


14 

 

O’Toole, M. (2000). The School Shooter: A Threat Assessment Perspective.  Federal Bureau of 

Investigation. https://eric.ed.gov/?id=ED446352 

 

This monograph presents a systematic procedure for threat assessment and intervention. The model is 

designed to be used by educators, mental health professionals and law enforcement agencies. Obviously, 

the same events that led the National Center for the Analysis of Violent Crime (NCAVC) to this subject 

have also led school administrators and law enforcement officials across the country to consider and 

develop their own policies and procedures for dealing with threats or acts of violence in schools. This 

model is offered in the hope that it may help refine and strengthen those efforts. Its fundamental building 

blocks are the threat assessment standards outlined in Chapter II, which provide a framework for 

evaluating a spoken, written, and symbolic threat, and the four-pronged assessment approach, which will 

be described in Chapter III and provides a logical, methodical process to examine the threatener and 

assess the risk that the threat will be carried out. 

 

 

Raitanen, J., & Oksanen, A. (2019). Deep interest in school shootings and online radicalization. Journal 

of Threat Assessment and Management, 6(3-4), 159–172. https://doi.org/10.1037/tam0000127 

 

School shootings and terrorism attacks share many similarities, but these acts are often studied in 

separate research fields. Therefore, authors of studies on school shootings have not discussed 

radicalization of the perpetrators in depth, even though in terrorism studies radicalization is a highly 

researched theme. Online radicalization is even less studied in the school shooting context. Using 

opinion radicalization theory developed in terrorism studies, we analyzed online interviews (n = 22) 

with people deeply interested in school shootings. The analysis showed that people deeply interested in 

school shootings can be divided into three different groups based on the radicalness of their opinions 

toward school shootings: those with neutral opinions, sympathizers, and those interested in conducting a 

massacre. Data also indicate that becoming deeply interested in school shootings seems to strengthen an 

individual’s opinions more than it changes them. Research and risk assessment of school shootings 

should focus more on the radicalization process of school shooters, because it is also done in the area of 

terrorism studies. The results imply that online school shooting communities have unused potential in 

the prevention of school shootings. 

 

 

Rees, C. A., Lee, L. K., Fleegler, E. W., & Mannix, R. (2019). Mass school shootings in the United 

States: A novel root cause analysis using lay press reports. Clinical Pediatrics, 58(13), 1423–

1428. https://doi.org/10.1177/0009922819873650 

 

School shootings comprise a small proportion of childhood deaths from firearms; however, these 

shootings receive a disproportionately large share of media attention. We conducted a root cause 

analysis of 2 recent school shootings in the United States using lay press reports. We reviewed 1760 and 

analyzed 282 articles from the 10 most trusted news sources. We identified 356 factors associated with 

the school shootings. Policy-level factors, including a paucity of adequate legislation controlling firearm 

purchase and ownership, were the most common contributing factors to school shootings. Mental illness 

was a commonly cited person-level factor, and access to firearms in the home and availability of large-

capacity firearms were commonly cited environmental factors. Novel approaches, including root cause 

analyses using lay media, can identify factors contributing to mass shootings. The policy, person, and 
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environmental factors associated with these school shootings should be addressed as part of a 

multipronged effort to prevent future mass shootings.  

 

 

Shultz, J. M., Muschert, G. W., Dingwall, A., & Cohen, A. M. (2013). The Sandy Hook Elementary 

School shooting as tipping point. Disaster Health, 1(2), 65-73. 

https://doi.org/10.4161/dish.27113  

  

Among rampage shooting massacres, the Sandy Hook elementary School shooting on December 14, 

2012 galvanized public attention. In this Commentary we examine the features of this episode of gun 

violence that has sparked strong reactions and energized discourse that may ultimately lead toward 

constructive solutions to diminish high rates of fire- arm deaths and injuries in the United States.  

 

 

Stader, D. L. (2001). Responding to student threats: Legal and procedural guidelines for high school 

principals. Clearing House, 74(4), 221. https://doi.org/10.1080/00098650109599196 

 

The safe schools issues is a politically charged quagmire that arouses strong emotions. Addressing 

student rights within the milieu is one of the more difficult challenges facing school principals. 

Balancing student rights with emotion becomes especially difficult when principals are faced with 

student threats. To make matters more difficult, legal challenges to administrative responses to student 

threats are always a possibility. Such challenges typically cite First Amendment (freedom of expression) 

and/or Fourteenth Amendment (due process) violations. Therefore, in this article I will focus on some of 

the legal and procedural guidelines pertaining to freedom of expression and due process in how teachers 

and administrators handle student verbal or symbolic threats.  

 

 

Towers, S., Gomez-Lievano, A., Khan, M., Mubayi, A., & Castillo-Chavez, C. (2015). Contagion in 

mass killings and school shootings. PLoS ONE, 10(7), 1–12. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0117259 

 

Background: Several past studies have found that media reports of suicides and homicides appear to 

subsequently increase the incidence of similar events in the community, apparently due to the coverage 

planting the seeds of ideation in at-risk individuals to commit similar acts.  

Methods: Here we explore whether or not contagion is evident in more high-profile incidents, such as 

school shootings and mass killings (incidents with four or more people killed). We fit a contagion model 

to recent data sets related to such incidents in the US, with terms that take into account the fact that a 

school shooting or mass murder may temporarily increase the probability of a similar event in the 

immediate future, by assuming an exponential decay in contagiousness after an event.  

Conclusions: We find significant evidence that mass killings involving firearms are incented by similar 

events in the immediate past. On average, this temporary increase in probability lasts 13 days, and each 

incident incites at least 0.30 new incidents (p = 0.0015). We also find significant evidence of contagion 

in school shootings, for which an incident is contagious for an average of 13 days, and incites an average 

of at least 0.22 new incidents (p = 0.0001). All p-values are assessed based on a likelihood ratio test 

comparing the likelihood of a contagion model to that of a null model with no contagion. On average, 

mass killings involving firearms occur approximately every two weeks in the US, while school 
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shootings occur on average monthly. We find that state prevalence of firearm ownership is significantly 

associated with the state incidence of mass killings with firearms, school shootings, and mass shootings.  

 

 

Twemlow, S. W., Fonagy, P., Sacco, F. C., O’Toole, M. E., & Vernberg, E. (2002). Premeditated mass 

shootings in schools: Threat assessment. Journal of the American Academy of Child & 

Adolescent Psychiatry, 41(4), 475–477. https://doi.org/10.1097/00004583-200204000-00021 

 

Premeditated mass shootings by students in suburban and rural secondary schools have surprised and 

even terrified our country. Although school violence overall has decreased measurably since 1993 (U.S. 

Departments of Education and Justice, 1999), multiple-victim homicides and woundings highlight an 

emerging problem for schools previously thought to be safe from acts of extreme violence. In the past 5 

years, premeditated mass shootings in schools all occurred in rural or suburban communities. The 

assailant was not the stereotypical angry, poor, minority teen abusing drugs and failing academically. 

The schools were not overtly violent with gangs in control; Columbine High School prided itself in 82% 

college placement and 95% daily attendance rates. Psychiatrists are often asked to help after there has 

been a tragedy, when school shootings create a pressing need for trauma interventions and long-term 

follow-up. However, child and adolescent psychiatrists can be helpful in preventing such tragedies as 

well, by dealing realistically with the inexactness of all available techniques for assessing children who 

threaten homicide in schools, and by careful psychiatric assessment of individual children, family 

dynamics, the school climate, and factors in the social milieu that have an impact on the child’s 

development. Part of this work might include helping schools develop school threat assessment 

procedures and select suitable antiviolence programs (Twemlow et al., 2001). 

 

 

Verlineden, S., Hersen, M., & Thomas, J. (2000). Risk factors in school shootings. Clinical Psychology 

Review, 20(1), 3-56. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0272-7358(99)00055-0 

 

Nine incidents of multiple-victim homicide in American secondary schools are examined and common 

risk factors are identified. The literature dealing with individual, family, social, societal, and situational 

risk factors for youth violence and aggression is reviewed along with existing risk assessment methods. 

Checklists of risk factors for serious youth violence and school violence are used in reviewing each 

school shooting case. Commonalties among the cases and implications for psychologists practicing in 

clinical and school settings are discussed.  

 

 

Wang, K., Chen, Y., Zhang, J., and Oudekerk, B.A. (2020). Indicators of School Crime and Safety:   

2019 (NCES 2020-063/NCJ 254485). National Center for Education Statistics, U.S. Department 

of Education, and Bureau of Justice Statistics, Office of Justice Programs, U.S. Department of 

Justice. Washington, DC.  https://nces.ed.gov/pubs2020/2020063.pdf 

 

This report is the 22nd in a series of annual publications produced jointly by the National Center for 

Education Statistics (NCES), Institute of Education Sciences (IES), in the U.S. Department of 

Education, and the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) in the U.S. Department of Justice. This report is 

released primarily as a web-based report, and contents of the report can be viewed at https://nces.ed.gov/ 

programs/crimeindicators/index.asp. This report presents the most recent data available on school crime 
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and student safety. The indicators in this report are based on information drawn from a variety of data 

sources, including national and international surveys of students, teachers, principals, and postsecondary 

institutions. Sources include results from the SchoolAssociated Violent Death Surveillance System, 

sponsored by the U.S. Department of Education, the U.S. Department of Justice, and the Centers for 

Disease Control and Prevention (CDC); the National Vital Statistics System, sponsored by CDC; the K-

12 School Shooting Database, sponsored by the U.S. Department of Defense; the National Crime 

Victimization Survey and School Crime Supplement to that survey, sponsored by BJS and NCES, 

respectively; the Youth Risk Behavior Survey, sponsored by CDC; the School Survey on Crime and 

Safety, Fast Response Survey System, EDFacts, and Early Childhood Longitudinal Study, Kindergarten 

Class of 2010–11, all sponsored by NCES; the Teaching and Learning International Survey, sponsored 

by the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development; and the Campus Safety and Security 

Survey, sponsored by the U.S. Department of Education. The most recent data collection for each 

indicator varied by survey, from 2016 to 2019. Each data source has an independent sample design, data 

collection method, and questionnaire design, or is the result of a universe data collection. Findings 

described in this report with comparative language (e.g., higher, lower, increase, and decrease) are 

statistically significant at the .05 level. This report covers topics such as victimization, bullying and 

electronic bullying, school conditions, fights, weapons, availability and student use of drugs and alcohol, 

student perceptions of personal safety at school, and criminal incidents at postsecondary institutions. 

Indicators of crime and safety are compared across different population subgroups and over time. Data 

on crimes that occur away from school are offered as a point of comparison where available 

 

 

Weisbrot, D.M. (2020). “The need to see and respond”: The role of the child and adolescent psychiatrist 

in school threat assessment. Journal of the American Academy of Child and Adolescent 

Psychiatrists, 59(1).  20-26.  https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaac.2019.09.001 

 

Child and adolescent psychiatrists are increasingly asked to perform extremely challenging school threat 

assessments. Clinicians may be reasonably concerned that they are assessing the next school shooter. 

This Clinical Perspectives builds upon basics of school threat assessment described in a 2008 Clinical 

Perspectives and decades of personal experience performing threat assessments. 

 

 

Whaley, A. L. (2020). The massacre mentality and school rampage shootings in the United States: 

Separating culture from psychopathology. Journal of Community & Applied Social Psychology, 

30(1), 3-13. https://doi.org/10.1002/casp.2414  

 

School rampage shootings in the United States are becoming a common occurrence. The purpose of this 

article is place school rampage shooting in a broader cultural context. Specifically, in this article, I 

introduce the concept of the "massacre mentality" as a cultural manifestation of western and southern 

U.S. values. The massacre mentality is a state of mind in which the individual feels justified in 

committing indiscriminate killings in defense of honour, protection of property, assurance of absolute 

personal safety, or the elimination of challenges to the "natural order" from the perspective of the 

offender. A review of the social psychological literature will contrast the massacre mentality with 

related concepts of "culture of honour" and "sanctioned massacre." The relationship between street 

violence, another major form of violence, and the massacre mentality is also addressed. A cultural 

analysis suggests that interactions between individual psychology in the form of U.S. regional values 
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and sociocultural context of schools contribute to school rampage shootings more often than mental 

illness. The prevention of school rampage shootings will require the identification of students 

predisposed to adopt the values contributing to the massacre mentality and challenging social hierarchies 

by restructuring the context of schools, as well as changing cultural norms in the broader society. The 

ultimate goal is to create a U.S. culture where the massacre mentality is obsolete. 

 


