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Abstract 

This thesis explores the portrayal of gender in the online interactive news 

media landscape in the context of intimate partner homicide. Previous research 

indicates that traditional gender stereotypes of masculinity and femininity are 

reinforced in news reports (Gill, 2007; Krijnen & Van Bauwel, 2015; Morgan, 2019). 

However, while these stereotypical portrayals are well-known in analyses of print 

media, how gender is presented in the complexities of online reporting (where 

readers’ interactive comments become part of the reading experience) remains largely 

unexplored. This is problematic, given the large number of individuals using online 

media to access, and importantly react to, the news (Park et al., 2020; Watkins et al., 

2016). While research suggests the way crime is presented in the media influences 

public perceptions (Davis, 2009; De Vreese, 2005; Schneider, 2012), few studies 

directly test how media reports shape online comments, particularly in the context of 

intimate partner homicide. 

The question of how (if at all) gender is portrayed in online media reporting of 

intimate partner homicide is examined across three separate studies. These focus on 

male/female pairs of offenders and victims as this dyad remains the most commonly 

reported relationship in media articles in the context of intimate partner violence. 

Together, these studies bring a mixed methods approach to the understanding of the 

portrayal of gender. Through a qualitative framing analysis of 121 online articles 

drawn from four popular media outlets, Study 1 examines how intimate partner 

homicide is framed in online media in Australia and, importantly, whether the frames 

and subframes differ across male offender/female victim or female offender/male 

victim pairs. Study 2 shifts focus from media reports to audience commentary by 

examining how the audience comments on what is reported, and whether their 
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comments differ across gender pairs. In this study, the content (theme) and tone 

(civility) of 371 Facebook comments responding to the articles from Study 1 are 

analysed using a thematic analysis. Study 3 significantly contributes to the literature 

on media framing effects by directly testing the impact that news media frames have 

on audience commentary, using an experimental vignette design with 537 survey 

respondents. Bivariate and multivariate analyses were used to examine whether the 

content (theme) and tone (civility) of respondent comments were impacted by the 

frame of the media and the gender of the offender/victim pair, controlling for 

respondents’ media usage, attitudes, and demographics.  

Across the three studies, the results demonstrate that gender matters in media 

portrayals and audience commentary in the context of intimate partner homicide. This 

was revealed in a number of ways. First, traditional gender stereotypes continue to 

shape the portrayals of men and women who either perpetrate, or are victims of, 

intimate partner homicide even in the online environment. In terms of men, the results 

overwhelmingly show them being portrayed in accordance with traditional gender 

stereotypes. However, the portrayal of women seems to be more complex, with results 

suggesting an adherence to, and a violation of, traditional gender stereotypes. 

Specifically, when female offenders/victims violate traditional gender stereotypes, 

they were criticised by the media and commenters. Conversely, female 

offenders/victims were mostly supported when they adhered to these stereotypes. 

Second, although thematic portrayals of intimate partner homicide in online media 

and audience commentary are rare, it was more likely to occur in articles featuring 

male offender/female victim pairs compared to female offender/male victim pairs. 

Third, while most comments were written using civil language, comments regarding 
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male offender/female victim pairs were more likely to feature uncivil language 

compared to female offender/male victim pairs. 

Of particular interest, the experimental study found that respondents’ 

comments to an intimate partner homicide report were influenced by the way in which 

the report was framed, even when accounting for participant characteristics and 

attitudes. Significantly, this provides direct evidence that media frames matter in the 

ways intimate partner violence is reported in the media. 

These findings have implications for policy and practice, especially in terms 

of media guidelines and training around the reporting of violence in intimate 

relationships. Furthermore, the results highlight the importance of establishing safe 

communities online and promoting digital media literacy.  
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Chapter 1: Introduction 

The recent release of the 2022-2023 intimate partner homicide statistics in 

Australia—which showed an upward jump in homicides in what had been a 30-year 

decreasing trend (Miles & Bricknell, 2024)—generated considerable news media 

attention. Around the same time, Australian news media were also reporting on the 

death of Molly Ticehurst, for which her former partner has been charged. This recent 

coverage of intimate partner homicide is part of the broader cultural and social 

context in which the public understands and make sense of this type of violence. In 

other words, the ways in which intimate partner homicides are reported by the news 

media—referred throughout this thesis simply as the media—reveal the underpinning 

cultural assumptions that influence public attitudes and responses (Fairbairn & 

Dawson, 2013). As a gendered crime (Spencer & Stith, 2020; Stöckl et al., 2013), 

media reports of intimate partner homicide reinforce cultural understandings of 

gender which can have widespread impacts across society.  

Although there is significant research on the news coverage of intimate partner 

homicide, there are some key gaps. First, only a limited number of studies have 

specifically examined whether portrayals of intimate partner homicide in online 

media articles and online comments differ depending on the gender of the 

offender/victim. This is surprising, as research suggests that across different types of 

news stories, including reports of intimate partner homicide, men and women are 

portrayed differently by the media (Komazec & Farmer, 2020; Morgan & Politoff, 

2012), often in ways that are influenced by traditional gender stereotypes (Ameta, 

2019; Collins, 2011; Mackie, 2016). Second, how intimate partner homicides are 

portrayed in the online media environment is still in its infancy, yet the public is 

increasingly reliant upon online media platforms as their primary source of news 
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(Park et al., 2020; Watkins et al., 2016). Finally, the advent of social media has 

completely reshaped the media landscape, with the role of audiences shifting from 

silent consumers to news promoters (e.g., “liking” and sharing news) and content 

creators (e.g., social media commentary). Despite this shift, few studies examine how 

and what people write about intimate partner homicides in response to online news 

reports. Even fewer studies directly examine whether media reports influence online 

comments. This thesis addresses these knowledge gaps through exploring the 

portrayal of gender in the online interactive media landscape in Australia in the 

context of intimate partner homicide. 

The Framing of News: A Key Issue to Consider 

The first part of this thesis uses framing analysis to examine online media 

representations of men and women as perpetrators and victims of intimate partner 

homicide. Framing is the process through which journalists select certain aspects of 

events and topics they are covering and make those aspects more salient in their 

reporting (Carlyle et al., 2008; Entman, 1993). Media frames are important to 

examine since they shape public opinions about crime and increase fear of 

victimisation (Beckett & Sasson, 2003; Dolliver et al., 2018; dos Santos, 2024), and 

influence policymaking as media coverage is often used to determine what the 

public’s opinion on crime is likely to be (Beckett & Sasson, 2003; Kennamer, 1992). 

Indeed, several examples across western nations can be found that suggest that media 

coverage can affect public opinion, and in turn, the enactment of policy. For example, 

in Australia, policies and legislation enacted as part of political responses to strong 

media coverage of violent crime can be seen in so-called “one-punch” (or “coward’s 

punch”) homicide laws (Quilter, 2014) and “no body – no parole” laws (Queensland 

Government, 2017).  
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Given the gendered nature of intimate partner homicide (Spencer & Stith, 

2020; Stöckl et al., 2013), and the influence of media coverage on attitudes, exploring 

how the media frames intimate partner homicide across gender of perpetrators and 

victims is useful. There is reason to suspect such portrayals would be influenced by 

narratives of traditional masculinity and femininity, given such stereotypical gendered 

narratives are common in media more broadly (Gill, 2007; Richardson & Wearing, 

2014). Gender stereotypes are beliefs regarding particular attributes (including traits, 

physical characteristics, and role behaviours) that distinguish men and women 

(Santoniccolo et al., 2023; Ward & Grower, 2020). While traditional gender 

stereotypes offer an oversimplified view of reality and are often untrue (Ellemers, 

2018), they are still prevalent in media portrayals (Ward & Grower, 2020) and can 

lead to harmful myths about men and women (Bates et al., 2019b; Meyers, 1994). 

This thesis therefore considers the influence of traditional gender stereotypes on 

media’s framing of intimate partner homicide on online platforms. 

Online Media: An Influential Media Outlet  

Several reasons exist for focusing on the online media environment. 

Importantly, the lack of research regarding differences across gender in intimate 

partner homicide in online media is problematic, given the rapidly growing use of the 

Internet, resulting in consumers changing how they access the news. Historically, 

consumers accessed the news via radio, television, and/or print media. However, 

Australian surveys reveal that, of adults who access the news at least once a month (a 

conservative measure), almost half used some form of online media as their main 

source of news (Park et al., 2020; Watkins et al., 2016). The online news environment 

continues to develop amid ongoing debates around whether Facebook and other social 

media sites should pay for news in Australia and other countries. With the growing 
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use of online media, there is a need for more research on the representation of violent 

crime, including homicide, within this medium.   

Further, previous research suggests important differences in news reporting 

between traditional media and online media. Online media has greater time pressures, 

relies on fewer sources, uses less leg work, and has less originality and initiative 

compared to traditional media (Fenton, 2009; Phillips, 2011; Reich, 2015). 

Differences between immediate media (online and radio) and daily media (print and 

television) also includes structure, editing, and packaging (Machill & Beiler, 2009; 

Reich, 2015). The immediacy of online news may also increase the likelihood of 

errors in news reporting (Karlsson, 2011; Salaverría, 2005; Tremayne et al., 2007). 

Collectively, studies such as these indicate that there could be differences in how 

online media and print media present the news as well as the topics reported. This 

suggests that we cannot simply rely on findings from research on print media to 

inform our understanding of online media. 

Another important reason for examining online media is that while in the past 

online media was perceived as less credible than print media or television news 

(Payne & Dozier, 2013), research indicates that this is no longer the case (Flanagin & 

Metzger, 2000; Payne & Dozier, 2013). This is particularly true for young people 

(Bucy, 2003; Kang, 2009; Liedke & Gottfried, 2022). Research has found that young 

people find online news to be just as credible as traditional media (Bucy, 2003; 

Liedke & Gottfried, 2022). This means that public perceptions of crime, particularly 

whether or not they believe what they read, is not only derived from traditional media 

but also increasingly from online media.  
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The Importance of Examining Online Commentary 

In addition to examining online media portrayals, this thesis examines the 

nature and content of online comments in the context of intimate partner homicide. 

Such a focus is important since online media enables audiences to readily, and 

instantaneously, interact with the media. By posting online comments expressing their 

thoughts and opinions, the audience increasingly helps shape the news (Hille & 

Bakker, 2014). Audience members who consume and participate in the media have 

been referred to as “produsers”: a mix of “producer” and “user” (Bruns, 2003). Unlike 

traditional readers, “produsers” create news, ideas, and public discussions rather than 

solely consuming information (Brossoie et al., 2012). Thus, the responsibility of 

producing news no longer solely rests with news outlets. This can be problematic 

when considering the impacts of media framing on “produsers”, as they may simply 

be regurgitating potentially incorrect information provided by the media. Up to this 

point, limited research has examined if this is the case. Specifically, very little 

research explores whether media frames directly impact the nature and content of 

comments in the context of intimate partner homicide. 

Importantly, online comments create yet another (potentially incorrect) means 

by which public perceptions of crime are shaped. There is evidence to suggest that 

individuals can have their attitudes changed simply by reading others’ comments 

(Anderson et al., 2014; Nonnecke et al., 2004). For example, one study found that 

reading disapproving comments below a neutral news article could influence readers’ 

opinions to also be disapproving of the issue reported (Lee & Jang, 2010). Even if 

readers disagree with what is written in the comments, they still believe the comments 

are indicative of broader public opinion (Friemel & Dötsch, 2015; Lee, 2012; Lee & 

Jang, 2010). This points to the significant influence that comments have. 
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In the context of gendered violence, and the ways in which violent men and 

women are portrayed and discussed on social media, little is known about how gender 

influences the content and tone of social media commentary. Given the pervasive 

nature of traditional gender stereotypes in media portrayals (Ward & Grower, 2020), 

it is reasonable to assume social media commentary about intimate partner homicide 

would also be impacted by gender stereotypes. Furthermore, in broader 

communications research, the tone (i.e., civility) of comments on social media 

platforms is considered equally as important as the actual content (Coe et al., 2014; 

Freelon, 2015; Santana, 2014). Broadly speaking, and outside the realm of violence 

research, it is known that women are more likely to be described using uncivil 

language when compared to men (Pain & Chen, 2019; Searles et al., 2020; Wilhelm 

& Joeckel, 2019), often including offensive language, name-calling, profanities, 

stereotypes, and sexist terminology (Chen, 2017). No publicly available research has 

been found that examines the civility of online comments regarding intimate partner 

homicide and the influence of victim/offender gender. This is a problem, given 

incivility’s role in causing polarisation (Anderson et al., 2014; Kim & Kim, 2019) and 

close-mindedness (Borah, 2014; Hwang et al., 2018) among its readers. 

Research Aims 

Given the gaps in knowledge, this thesis aims to understand how (if at all) 

online media portrayals and audience commentary differ across the gender of 

offender/victim pairs in the context of intimate partner homicide and whether the 

frames used by the media influence audience commentary. Three distinct yet related 

studies were designed to address these aims, namely: 1) gender differences in online 

media framing; 2) gender differences in Facebook comments; and 3) gender 

differences and the impact of media frames on audience commentary. Intimate partner 
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homicide acts as the primary focus in all the studies. Across the studies, this thesis 

uses a mixed methods approach. Study 1 and 2 primarily use qualitative analyses, 

while Study 3 uses quantitative analyses. 

Study 1: Gender Differences in Online Media Framing  

The first study advances knowledge of the ways that intimate partner homicide 

is framed in online media. It achieves this by focusing on the differences across 

gender (an area with limited research). As such, the aim of Study 1 is to examine the 

nature and extent of intimate partner homicide frames in Australian online media, and 

to examine how these frames differ across the gender of the offender/victim. Data are 

sampled from media reports published on online platforms across a three-year period 

in Australia (1 August 2014 – 31 July 2017). Of the 121 articles sampled, 102 

featured male offenders and 19 featured female offenders. To examine the differences 

across gender of the offender/victim pairs, a qualitative framing analysis is 

undertaken. 

Study 2: Gender Differences in Facebook Comments 

Study 2 aims to examine whether the content and civility of Facebook 

comments differ depending on the gender of the offender/victim pairs featured in 

online articles regarding intimate partner homicide. Very little research has examined 

audience commentary and how this differs across the gender of offenders/victims in 

the context of intimate partner homicide. A thematic analysis is conducted to examine 

the content and civility of Facebook comments across the gender of offender/victim 

pairs. A sample of 371 comments is drawn from Facebook comments posted by 

readers in response to the online news reports featured in Study 1. Of the 371 

comments, 37 had responded to articles with female offenders and 334 had responded 

to articles with male offenders. 
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Study 3: Gender Differences and the Impact of Media Frames on Audience 

Commentary 

Study 3 further advances knowledge on framing effects and online comments 

by expanding upon Study 2. While Study 2 relies on an existing sample of comments 

(i.e., comments posted on Facebook in response to online articles published by media 

outlets), Study 3 extends this research by relying on an experimental vignette 

methodology. This allows researchers to keep the content of the news article constant 

(i.e., by using the same intimate partner homicide case), while changing the media 

frame and the gender of the offender/victim pair. The study also controls for media 

usage, attitudes, and participant demographics. Theoretically, one would expect that 

how the media frames news stories would affect audience commentary (Lecheler & 

De Vreese, 2011; Price & Tewksbury, 1997; Valkenburg et al., 1999). However, it is 

unknown whether media frames (and the gender of the offender/victim) actually 

impact the nature and content of people’s comments. Therefore, the aim of this study 

is to examine whether media frames and the gender of the offender/victim pairs affect 

the theme and civility of comments regarding intimate partner homicide. In Study 3, 

survey participants are randomly assigned to one of four vignettes, which contains an 

intimate partner homicide news article. Participants are asked to leave an online 

comment as they would on social media. Bivariate and multivariate analyses are run 

to examine whether or not the media frame and gender of the offender/victim pairs 

influences the theme and civility of comments. 

Thesis Outline 

This thesis consists of seven chapters. Relevant literature is reviewed in 

Chapter 2. The chapter critically examines news framing, stereotypical portrayals of 

gender, media portrayals of intimate partner homicide and related violence, and 
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audience interaction with news through social media. Knowledge gaps and research 

questions are outlined, which guide the empirical studies that follow. Chapter 3 

describes the methodology used for each of the three studies, including sampling 

strategies, operationalisations, coding, and analytical approaches. Chapter 4 (Study 1), 

Chapter 5 (Study 2), and Chapter 6 (Study 3) are the empirical chapters, and they 

provide the results of the three studies of this thesis. Overall, the findings reveal that 

men are portrayed as adhering to traditional gender stereotypes, whereas the 

portrayals of women exhibit greater complexity, depicting both adherence to and 

violation of traditional gender stereotypes. Findings also demonstrate the rarity with 

which media and audiences contextualise intimate partner homicide; that audiences 

are mostly civil; and that the media’s frames influence audience comments. Finally, 

Chapter 7 provides an in-depth discussion of the consolidated research findings 

derived from the three result chapters. The chapter further outlines research 

limitations and makes recommendations for future studies. The chapter finishes by 

providing an overview of the conclusions drawn from this research. 
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Chapter 2: Review of Literature 

It is clear from prior research that the media reinforces traditional conceptions 

of masculinity and femininity in the reporting of news stories (Gill, 2007; Krijnen & 

Van Bauwel, 2015; Morgan, 2019). However, although the existence of such 

stereotypical gender portrayals is well-established through analyses of print news 

media, how conceptions of gender play out in a more interactive online space is less 

explored. In particular, only a handful of studies (mostly quantitative) examine how 

gender is portrayed in online media representations of the offenders/victims of lethal 

and non-lethal intimate partner violence. Even fewer studies examine online audience 

commentary of such violence, especially concerning how comments may differ across 

the gender of the offenders/victims and whether media framing affects online 

comments. The current thesis addresses these knowledge gaps.  

The current chapter is divided into five sections. The first section reviews the 

extent and nature of traditional gender stereotypes perpetuated in the media. It is 

important to review this body of work because it serves as the guiding framework that 

will be used throughout this thesis to analyse, interpret, and discuss findings. In 

summary, the literature shows that traditional masculine and feminine traits are 

prevalent in media portrayals (Gill, 2007; Krijnen & Van Bauwel, 2015; Morgan, 

2019). Such stereotypical portrayals by the media can lead to harmful myths about 

men and women.  

As the first study of this thesis examines the ways in which intimate partner 

homicides are framed in online media and whether such frames differ across the 

gender of the offender/victim pairs, the second section of this chapter reviews the 

literature around news framing. This includes how framing is operationalised and 

what previous studies examining media representations of intimate partner homicide 
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have found in terms of how such violence is framed. Due to the scarcity of past 

research, this review has been expanded to include intimate partner violence more 

generally, femicide, and print media (in addition to online media). Importantly, given 

the focus on potential differences in how the media frames intimate partner homicides 

depending on the gender of the offender/victim, gender is emphasised throughout.  

The third section of the current chapter reviews research examining audience 

interactions with online news, again focusing specifically on gender representations of 

offenders/victims. Such a focus is important, since online comments on media articles 

have been found to significantly influence audience perceptions (e.g., Lee, 2012; Lee 

& Jang, 2010; Von Sikorski & Ha nelt, 2016). Nevertheless, very limited research has 

specifically examined whether and how social media commentary on intimate partner 

violence media reporting differs depending on the gender of the offender/victim 

(Komazec & Farmer, 2020). This review sets the scene for the second study of this 

thesis, which considers Facebook comments on news articles relating to intimate 

partner homicide and explores whether the comments differ across the gender of 

offenders/victims.  

The fourth section of the current chapter examines the impact of framing 

effects on audience interaction with online media. Theoretically, one would expect 

that how the media frames news stories would affect audience commentary (Lecheler 

& De Vreese, 2011; Price & Tewksbury, 1997; Valkenburg et al., 1999). Through 

such a lens, victim blaming news framing, for example, would be linked to victim 

blaming commentary. However, one cannot establish such a link without an 

experimental approach that controls for audience characteristics. Therefore, the third 

study of this thesis utilises an experimental research design to examine whether the 

nature and content of online comments changes depending on the frame of the article 
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and the gender of the offender/victim, controlling for audience media usage, attitudes, 

and demographics. This section reviews the very limited amount of published 

experimental studies which examine news framing and lethal and non-lethal intimate 

partner violence. The fifth and final section outlines the knowledge gaps and research 

questions for this thesis.  

Section 1: Portrayals of Traditional Gender Stereotypes in the Media  

Gender Stereotyping: Background and Context 

Stereotyping is something all humans do. It is a psychological mechanism 

whereby individuals make categorisations so they can understand the world around 

them (Lippmann, 1965). Stereotyping provides cognitive shortcuts that assist people 

with making sense of their environment (Ellemers, 2018; Howard, 1984), in 

particular, by assigning qualities to groups of people based on their demographics, for 

example, gender, culture, race, and sexual orientation (Eagly & Mladinic, 1989; 

Kiprotich & Chang'orok, 2017; Six & Eckes, 1991). While stereotyping serves this 

purpose, it also has the adverse effect of reducing groups of people to a few 

characteristics and behaviours (Hall et al., 2013). This means that stereotyping 

ignores the complexity of individuals in favour of a simplified view of groups of 

people (Six & Eckes, 1991), and rarely communicates accurate information 

(Kiprotich & Chang'orok, 2017). 

Traditional gender stereotypes are beliefs about certain attributes, including 

traits, roles, behaviours, occupations, and physical characteristics, that differentiate 

men and women (Biernat, 1991; Johar et al., 2003; Leaper, 2015). They are strong 

filters in which people process information (Ellemers, 2018; Gilbert, 2002) and stem 

from norms and expectations that are associated with being male and being female 

(Six & Eckes, 1991; Walklate, 2018). These norms and expectations are constructed 
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through social, cultural, and psychological means (Ahl, 2006; Gupta et al., 2009; 

West & Zimmerman, 1987). Traditional gender stereotypes commonly assign 

behaviours, attributes, and roles to men and women, resulting in labels of masculine 

and feminine (Eagly & Mladinic, 1989; Eagly et al., 2020; Eagly & Steffen, 1984; 

Gupta et al., 2009; Hoffman & Hurst, 1990). Historically, these gender stereotypes 

have led to harmful beliefs, such as the idea that men should not cry (Boven, 2012; 

Hess et al., 2000), or that women are unable to pursue certain types of higher 

education or occupy assertive leadership roles (Eagly & Carli, 2004; Goethals & 

Hoyt, 2016; Parker, 2015). Traditional gender stereotypes are reinforced and 

perpetuated through various socialisation agents such as family, media, and education 

(Heywood, 2022; Lakshmi, 2007; Robin & Rajeev, 2021). However, traditional 

gender stereotypes (like all stereotypes) do not necessarily reflect reality, but instead 

are preconceived ideas of how society believes men and women differ from each 

other and should behave (Ellemers, 2018; Guo, 2022). 

It is important to acknowledge critiques of gender role research including the 

notions of masculinity and femininity. Connell criticises gender role research for its 

tendency to oversimplify gender roles, adopt static and essentialist perspectives, 

neglect power dynamics, ignore cultural and historical contexts, and overlook 

intersectionality (Connell, 2005; Connell & Messerschmidt, 2005). For example, 

research often assumes that certain characteristics are inherently masculine or 

feminine, without considering the dynamic and socially constructed nature of gender 

identities (Connell, 2001; Connell, 2005). Further, the conventional understanding of 

gender roles often portrays a fixed and dichotomous view of masculinity and 

femininity, neglecting the diversity and fluidity of gender expressions (Connell, 2005; 

Hyde et al., 2019; Lips, 2020). However, despite scholars’ efforts to explore a more 
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nuanced understanding of how gender is expressed, the media still relies on traditional 

binary gender stereotypes to portray men and women (Ward & Grower, 2020). 

Media Use of Traditional Gender Stereotypes 

Traditional gender stereotypes are perpetuated by the wider media. This 

includes news outlets, and other forms of media such as television programs, movies, 

video games, and literature (Gill, 2007; Santoniccolo et al., 2023; Ward & Grower, 

2020; Wood, 1994). The wider media reinforces traditional gender stereotypes 

through the depictions of masculinity and femininity (Gill, 2007; Krijnen & Van 

Bauwel, 2015; Morgan, 2019; Richardson & Wearing, 2014). This includes through 

gendered traits, societal and familial roles, and the physical appearances of men and 

women.  

The media often uses masculine traits to describe men and feminine traits to 

describe women (Collins, 2011; Gauntlett, 2008; Krijnen & Van Bauwel, 2015; 

Lauzen et al., 2008; Richardson & Wearing, 2014; Wood, 1994). These traits can be 

linked to agency and interdependence. Men are stereotypically more agentic, while 

women are stereotypically more communal (Eagly & Mladinic, 1989; Eagly et al., 

2020; Eagly & Steffen, 1984; Gupta et al., 2009; Hoffman & Hurst, 1990). Agency 

includes traits such as being assertive, competent, independent, rational, competitive, 

ambitious, and decisive (Eagly et al., 2020; Haines et al., 2016). In contrast, 

communal traits include being expressive, warm, caring, compassionate, concerned 

with the welfare of others, helpful, and nurturing (Eagly et al., 2020; Haines et al., 

2016). It is important to note that when men and women do not adhere to these 

traditional gender traits, they are often criticised by the media and society (Berrington 

& Honkatukia, 2002; Ellemers, 2018; Gill, 2007). For example, women who commit 
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violent crimes are criticised for not adhering to communal traits (Berrington & 

Honkatukia, 2002; Gill, 2007), which will be discussed in more detail further below. 

Traditional gender stereotypes are often linked to conventional social roles of 

men and women (Eagly & Steffen, 1984; Hentschel et al., 2019; Prentice & Carranza, 

2002). This includes roles in domestic and workplace environments. Despite the 

progress made regarding women in the workforce, media representations still portray 

women as primarily responsible for domestic tasks such as cooking, cleaning, and 

childcare, whereas men are shown as breadwinners and less involved in household 

responsibilities (Lauzen et al., 2008; Santoniccolo et al., 2023; Scharrer, 2013). For 

example, one study examining fictional characters in prime-time television shows 

found that female characters enact interpersonal roles centred on romance, family, and 

friends, while male characters are predominantly associated with work-related roles 

(Lauzen et al., 2008). Furthermore, women are stereotypically portrayed by the media 

as nurturing mothers and passive cooperative wives (Barnett, 2005; Berrington & 

Honkatukia, 2002; England et al., 2011; Lloyd & Ramon, 2017; Naylor, 1990). 

Conversely, television programs such as sitcoms regularly portray fathers as foolish 

and less capable of running households compared to mothers (Reep & Dambrot, 

1994; Scharrer, 2001).  

The media also depicts roles associated with power. Women are often 

portrayed by the media as being passive, weak, dependent on men, and as followers 

(Collins, 2011; Gill, 2007; Lauzen et al., 2008; Ward, 2016; Wood, 1994). On the 

other hand, men are often portrayed as powerful, strong, brave, and as leaders 

(Kiprotich & Chang'orok, 2017; Scarduzio et al., 2017; Wood, 1994). For example, 

female princesses in Disney movies are often portrayed as submissive damsels in 

distress that need rescuing by strong, powerful princes (England et al., 2011; Maity, 
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2014). However, it is important to note that while men are arguably depicted in more 

favourable ways than women (e.g., as strong, powerful, and brave), they can also be 

portrayed in undesirable ways. For example, the media uses traditional gendered 

stereotypes to portray men as violent, aggressive, and as seeking power and control 

over others (Morgan, 2019). Scholars argue that this normalises violence against 

women (Meyers, 2004; Wood, 1994). 

The media’s portrayals of physical appearances and sexual activity are also 

rife with traditional gender stereotypes. The media often highlights elements of 

women’s physical appearance in particular their beauty, thinness, youth, and sexual 

appeal (Santoniccolo et al., 2023; Scharrer, 2013; Ward & Grower, 2020). Research 

reveals that television programs tend to depict women as placing greater emphasis on 

their appearance (Baker & Raney, 2007; Gerding & Signorielli, 2014; Hentges & 

Case, 2013), and as facing more frequent judgements based on their looks (Gerding & 

Signorielli, 2014; Rousseau et al., 2018). For example, television programs targeting 

youth on platforms such as the Disney Channel, Nickelodeon, and Cartoon Network 

tend to depict female characters as being concerned with their physical appearance 

and often receiving comments from others about their appearance (Gerding & 

Signorielli, 2014). Furthermore, research has found that women are more likely to be 

objectified in a sexual manner by the media compared to men (McDade-Montez et al., 

2017). Women are often sexualised by the media reducing them to objects of desire 

(Collins, 2011; Ward, 2003), while the media celebrates men who make sexual 

conquests (Kim et al., 2007; Ward, 2003).  

Stereotypical portrayals of gender also exist on social media (Bailey et al., 

2013; Döring et al., 2016; Elias & Gurbanova, 2018; Felmlee et al., 2020; Guo et al., 

2023). One study examined selfies posted on Instagram and found that those posted 
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by young women were more likely to include a “kissing pout” implying seduction or 

sexualisation, while those taken by young men more commonly emphasised their 

muscles implying strength (Döring et al., 2016). Another study found that when 

women were bullied or harassed on Twitter (now called X), it was because they failed 

to embody feminine stereotypes and ideals, such as being physically attractive, nice, 

or sexually pure (Felmlee et al., 2020). The implied message is that women are 

deserving of criticism for not adhering to traditional feminine stereotypes.  

Harmful Effects of Traditional Gender Stereotypes for Offenders and Victims of 

Violent Crime  

Stereotypical portrayals of femininity and masculinity can influence 

perceptions of and responses to offenders/victims of crime (Andersen, 2013; Meyer, 

2016) and can be especially harmful to certain groups, such as female victims, female 

offenders, and male victims (Bates et al., 2019b). In terms of female victims of 

violence, the media often perpetuates harmful myths and stereotypes (Meyers, 1994). 

For example, when victim blaming language is used in media coverage of intimate 

partner violence, it suggests that women are responsible (or at least partly responsible) 

for their victimisation and thus violence against women is not a serious crime 

(Richards et al., 2011). Previous research suggests that stereotypes have a significant 

impact on how society views women who experience intimate partner violence 

(Ayyildiz, 1995; Bauman, 2018; Browne, 1993; Goodmark, 2008; Jenkins & 

Davidson, 1990); for example, blaming women for staying in violent relationships or 

not taking action sooner (Goodmark, 2008; Schuller & Vidmar, 1992). People are 

particularly likely to hold victim blaming attitudes in cases where the victim defies 

traditional gender stereotypes (Wasarhaley et al., 2017). By portraying women in 
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stereotypical ways, such as “jezebels” who provoke male violence (Meyers, 2004), 

stereotypes can become part of the public’s perception of crime (Carll, 2003).  

Traditional gender stereotypes in the media also impacts how society views 

female offenders of lethal and non-lethal intimate partner violence, who are often 

portrayed as defying traditional gender stereotypes. Female offenders of violence are 

seen as “doubly deviant” in that they have not only broken the law by committing a 

violent act but have also violated society’s norms and expectations of what is 

considered appropriate feminine behaviour (Berrington & Honkatukia, 2002; Gill, 

2007). Therefore, when a woman’s actions or behaviour contradicts traditional gender 

stereotypes, their behaviour is seen as even more deviant (Lin, 2012), influencing 

public perceptions of female offenders (Russell, 2012). 

The way the public views male victims is also adversely influenced by 

traditional gender stereotypes portrayed by the media. As previously discussed, men 

are often viewed as strong, assertive, independent, brave, and powerful (England et 

al., 2011; Ottosson & Cheng, 2012; Sharda, 2014). These so-called masculine traits 

are contradictory to being a victim of violence. An adverse consequence of the 

perpetuation of such gender stereotypes is that male victims may be reluctant to seek 

help due to a fear of being perceived as weak or vulnerable (Bates et al., 2019b; 

Vogel et al., 2011). Ultimately, this can result in under-funded services for male 

victims (Bates et al., 2019b); male victimisation receiving less attention from 

researchers, the criminal justice system, and the media (Komazec & Farmer, 2020); 

and lower societal concerns about male victimisation (Andersen, 2013; Sorenson & 

Taylor, 2005). 
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Section 2: Media Framing  

Aims, Definitions and Components of Media Framing Research  

The understanding of traditional gender stereotypes is important because it 

affects how the media uses frames to present their stories and ultimately sell news. 

Framing was originally conceptualised by Erving Goffman, who noted that humans 

classify, organise, and interpret their own life experiences through primary 

frameworks to make sense of them (Goffman, 1974). Goffman's (1974) main area of 

focus was the study of framing in personal interactions and everyday social situations. 

Nonetheless, his theories on framing have found broad application in diverse fields, 

including media studies. Since Goffman's original work in the 1970s, the field of 

framing analysis has grown substantially to become the dominant methodology in 

communication science (Bryant & Miron, 2004). 

Framing is a complex concept, and consequently is defined in many different 

ways, though these definitions often share characteristics (Semetko & Valkenburg, 

2000). Collectively, most definitions suggest that framing is used by the media to 

assist audiences’ understanding of issues by providing meaning and explaining 

complex ideas in familiar terms (Gamson & Modigliani, 1987; Gitlin, 1980; Hallahan, 

1999; Kim et al., 2002; Reese, 2001; Scheufele, 1999). The most cited definition in 

the area of media framing is that developed by Robert Entman, whose definition is 

also used in the current thesis. Entman (1993, p. 52) states “to frame is to select some 

aspects of a perceived reality and make them more salient in a communicating text, in 

such a way as to promote a particular problem definition, causal interpretation, moral 

evaluation, and/or treatment recommendation for the item described”. Thus, 

according to Entman, the core of framing encompasses two key aspects, namely 

selection (focusing on certain aspects of an issue and not others) and salience (making 
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certain information more noticeable or meaningful to readers, for example, through 

the use of certain words).  

Framing research identifies language and context as important components to 

be examined when analysing media reporting of issues (such as intimate partner 

homicide, for example). The first component, namely the language the media uses in 

their reporting of news stories about particular issues, includes words used in 

headlines and throughout articles (Gillespie et al., 2013). The formation of frames can 

be influenced by the inclusion or omission of specific language elements (Entman, 

1991; Entman, 1993; Pan & Kosicki, 1993), including “keywords, stock phrases, 

stereotyped images, sources of information, and sentences that provide thematically 

reinforcing clusters of facts or judgment” (Entman, 1993, p. 52). Similarly, Gamson 

and Modigliani (1989) have illustrated that frames can be discerned by analysing 

metaphors, exemplars, catchphrases, and depictions.  

The impact of language becomes particularly evident when examining crime 

news. For example, language can invoke victim blaming ("the victim was unfaithful"; 

Bullock & Cubert, 2002; Fairbairn & Dawson, 2013) or portray the victim as good 

and innocent (“the victim was a loving daughter”; Collins, 2016; Lloyd & Ramon, 

2017). This type of language appearing in headlines and throughout media articles can 

influence the public’s understanding of crime and the victims/offenders involved 

(Bullock & Cubert, 2002). Thus, framing analyses should examine the language used 

by journalists to identify key frames (e.g., victim blaming) within data.  

The other important component of media framing, namely context, includes 

analysing whether a news story is framed as episodic or thematic (Bullock, 2007; 

Bullock & Cubert, 2002; Gillespie et al., 2013; Taylor & Sorenson, 2002). Episodic 

reporting refers to an article focusing on one particular incident rather than on broader 
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issues, while thematic reporting places incidences within the larger context (Taylor & 

Sorenson, 2002). To illustrate further, episodic reporting tends to focus on the what, 

while thematic reporting focuses on the why and the how (Post et al., 2009).  

Media Framing Critiques 

It is important to note that despite the frequent use of framing analyses by key 

media scholars, some critiques exist of this approach. For example, the coding and 

interpretation processes of framing may be subject to selective bias (Giles & Shaw, 

2009; Tankard, 2001), with some scholars arguing that there is a lack of reliability in 

framing research (Matthes, 2009). Others have argued that some framing studies are 

vague and fail to specify criteria for the identification of frames (Matthes & Kohring, 

2008). Indeed, some definitions do not provide operational steps and those that do 

(e.g., Entman, 1993) are not always explicitly followed (Matthes, 2009). Another 

common critique is that some research refers to frames when they are in fact 

examining the topics of the story (Miller et al., 1998; Powers & Andsager, 1999; 

Rhee, 1997). For example, so-called frames such as “crime”, “economy” and 

“education” (Miller et al., 1998) may actually be more illustrative of the topic of the 

article (e.g. crime) rather than how the news story is framed (e.g. the use of language 

to suggest victim blaming) (Matthes, 2009).   

Given these criticisms, it is clear that researchers who use a framing analysis 

need to ensure conceptual, operational and logistical clarity. For example, researchers 

should ensure that the criteria used to identify frames are clearly specified in order to 

maintain transparency in the research process and to enable other scholars to replicate 

their work (thereby increasing reliability). Of course, it is also important to clearly 

define the concept and operationalisation of framing to ensure that what is 

investigated are in fact the frames of the articles, and not merely the story topics.   
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How the Media Portrays Violence: A Review of Empirical Literature  

Having described the main components of media framing, the focus now turns 

to how the media portrays violence. Given violence induces fear of crime and is 

especially captivating to audiences (Dmitrieva, 2017; Duwe, 2000), it is often 

overrepresented in media reporting (Chermak, 1994; Dmitrieva, 2017; Roberts & 

Doob, 1990). The media tends to prioritise sensationalised narratives of lethal and 

non-lethal intimate partner violence over accurate portrayals, leading to the 

perpetuation of misconceptions (Talwar, 2023). This section outlines the empirical 

research in this field as it relates to intimate partner homicide. Given the scarcity of 

research in this area, this review of literature has further been expanded to include 

studies that examine femicide (the killing of women by men) and non-lethal intimate 

partner violence. Importantly, because of the focus on gender across the three studies 

of this thesis, gender differences in findings are emphasised throughout. Some studies 

use data sources that feature male and female offenders/victims without clearly 

distinguishing across gender when discussing their findings (e.g., Bullock & Cubert, 

2002; Carlyle et al., 2008; Lindsay-Brisbin et al., 2014). These studies are excluded 

from this review for the obvious reason that a reader does not know if the results 

relate to men, women, or both. 

The majority of research in this area has focused on male offenders and female 

victims (e.g., Balica et al., 2020; Bullock, 2007; Gillespie et al., 2013; Karageorgos et 

al., 2023; Richards et al., 2011; Taylor, 2008). Less research has focused on media 

framing of female offenders and male victims in the context of intimate partner 

violence (e.g., Berrington & Honkatukia, 2002; Hanson & Lysova, 2021; Noh et al., 

2010; Pelvin, 2017). Even fewer studies have specifically compared the media 

portrayals of men and women who kill (and their victims). The scant research that has 
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compared the depiction of male and female offenders/victims of lethal and non-lethal 

intimate partner violence are mostly quantitative (Carlyle et al., 2014b; Sellers et al., 

2014; Wozniak & McCloskey, 2010).  

After reading the extant literature, a number of frames emerged in media 

portrayals of lethal and non-lethal intimate partner violence. One of these frames is 

specific to the portrayal of offenders, namely bad offender. Other frames are specific 

to victim portrayals, such as victim blaming or victim supporting. Another frame 

focuses less on the offenders/victims and more on the context of the homicide, 

specifically, portraying the violence as episodic as opposed to thematic. These frames 

were present across portrayals of both males and females as offenders (and their 

victims, when applicable), though some to a greater extent than others. The 

identification of these frames is important, as it provides essential information for the 

deductive coding of online media articles in Study 1. Each of the frames identified are 

discussed in detail below. While not all of the studies reviewed have explicitly used 

framing analysis (instead referring to “thematic analysis” or “content analysis”), the 

terminology “frame” is used throughout this section for consistency. 

Offender-Focused Frames. One of the most common frames in previous 

research into lethal and non-lethal intimate partner violence is portraying the offender 

as bad or criticising the offender (Ballinger, 1996; Berrington & Honkatukia, 2002; 

Bullock, 2007; Easteal et al., 2015a; Komazec & Farmer, 2020; Lloyd & Ramon, 

2017; Mackie, 2016; Noh et al., 2010; Pelvin, 2017; Wozniak & McCloskey, 2010). 

When offenders are portrayed as bad, they are framed as responsible for their actions 

and therefore are deserving of punishment (Brennan & Vandenberg, 2009). This 

frame is common across both male and female offenders. Prevalence rates vary across 

studies, it is estimated that the offender is blamed or criticised in around 20–50% of 
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articles with female offenders and 80–90% of articles with male offenders (Komazec 

& Farmer, 2020; Wozniak & McCloskey, 2010).  

Female offenders of lethal and non-lethal violence have been portrayed by the 

media as evil (Ballinger, 1996), callous and ruthless (Wilczynski, 1991), evil 

manipulators (Berrington & Honkatukia, 2002; Wilczynski, 1991), cold-blooded 

murderers (Noh et al., 2010), sexual deviants (Berrington & Honkatukia, 2002), and 

bad mothers and wives (Berrington & Honkatukia, 2002; Huckerby, 2003; Mackie, 

2016; Morrissey, 2003; Naylor, 1990).  

Male offenders are also regularly labelled as evil or as monsters by the media 

(Caputi, 1993; Karageorgos et al., 2023; Morgan & Politoff, 2012). However, they are 

also frequently portrayed as having an “abnormality”, such as narcissism, sociopathy, 

psychopathy, or a lack of emotion (Karageorgos et al., 2023). Bad offenders are often 

in line with “ideal criminals” who are “typically men who are poor, psychotic, 

uneducated or, more recently, immigrants ... or a combination of these” (Custers & 

Van den Bulck, 2013, p. 98). Another method in which male offenders are criticised 

by the media is through the use of “othering”, by which offenders are portrayed as 

different from “normal” people (Aldrete et al., 2024; Bullock, 2007; Kelly, 2019). An 

example of deviating from the norm and consequently being portrayed as bad is 

having a history of antisocial conduct such as engaging in violence or having 

encounters with the police (Bullock, 2007). The use of othering can lull readers into a 

false sense of security, thinking that such offences cannot possibly happen to them if 

their partner does not fit this description (Bullock, 2007).  

A very limited amount of research has compared the bad offender frame 

across male and female offenders. Previous research found male offenders were more 

likely to be blamed (92.9%) compared to female offenders (53.3%) (Wozniak & 
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McCloskey, 2010). Other research has found similar results, with male offenders 

being more likely to be criticised (83%) compared to female offenders (20%) in 

online articles (Komazec & Farmer, 2020). Another study also found that the criminal 

history of a female offender (which suggests that the offender is bad) was more likely 

to be included in news articles compared to male offenders (Carlyle et al., 2014b). All 

of this suggests that male offenders are more likely to be blamed and criticised in 

comparison to female offenders. However, as much of the existing research is 

quantitative, the nuances across gender lack thorough examination.  

Victim-Focused Frames. One of the victim-focused frames is victim 

supporting, which is often enacted in media portrayals of female victims of intimate 

partner homicide (Chagnon, 2014; Collins, 2016; Lloyd & Ramon, 2017; Wozniak & 

McCloskey, 2010). Victims are often supported by the media when they are deemed 

as “good”. Good victims are portrayed as entirely innocent, having not caused the 

harm inflicted upon them in any way, and therefore deserve sympathy from the public 

(Collins, 2016; Greer, 2007). These good victims are also known in academic 

literature as “ideal victims” (Bouchard et al., 2020; Gekoski et al., 2012; Gruenewald 

et al., 2013; Gruenewald et al., 2009). Ideal victims are usually women who are 

“given the complete and legitimate status of being a victim” (Christie, 1986, p. 18). 

These victims are more likely to be featured by the media (Bouchard et al., 2020; 

Gekoski et al., 2012; Gruenewald et al., 2013; Gruenewald et al., 2009).  

Although more prevalent for female victims, a small number of studies 

revealed that the victim supporting frame has also been enacted for male victims 

(Hanson & Lysova, 2021; Wozniak & McCloskey, 2010). For example, one study 

found that while female victims were more likely to be portrayed as innocent (92.9%), 

male victims were still portrayed as innocent in 40% of articles (Wozniak & 
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McCloskey, 2010). Similarly, another study focusing on male victims of intimate 

partner homicide found that they were portrayed as underserving of the homicide in 

approximately half of the articles (Hanson & Lysova, 2021). This occurred by 

portraying the male victim as a good person or describing them as a “family man” 

(Hanson & Lysova, 2021). 

At the other end of the good/bad victim spectrum is the victim who is blamed 

for their own demise. Victim blaming is common, with previous research showing that 

between 7% and 64% of media articles in the context of intimate partner violence 

being coded as blaming the victim in some way (Aldrete et al., 2024; Balica et al., 

2020; Bullock, 2007; Fairbairn & Dawson, 2013; Gillespie et al., 2013; Hanson & 

Lysova, 2021; Lee & Wong, 2019; Richards et al., 2011; Taccini & Mannarini, 2024). 

Victim blame can be achieved through both direct and indirect techniques (Meyers, 

1994; Richards et al., 2011; Taylor, 2008). Direct methods include attributing blame 

through negative characterisation of the victim, whereas indirect methods involve 

offering excuses for the offender (e.g., alcohol use, poor mental health, or being out of 

control) (Meyers, 1994; Richards et al., 2011; Taylor, 2008).  

Direct victim blaming is commonly seen in media portrayals of women who 

have fallen victim to male violence (Bagai & Faimau, 2021; Balica, 2017; Balica et 

al., 2020; Berns, 1999; Bullock, 2007; Davidenko et al., 2023; Evans, 2001; Fairbairn 

& Dawson, 2013; Gillespie et al., 2013; Lee & Wong, 2019; Lloyd & Ramon, 2017; 

Maxwell et al., 2000; Mellado & Paz, 2013; Mercer, 2019; Richards et al., 2011; 

Saroca, 2013; Smith et al., 2019; Sutherland et al., 2016; Tatton, 2023; Taylor, 2008). 

An example of direct victim blaming is portraying the homicide as a result of a fight, 

thereby suggesting that the male offender and the female victim are equal participants 

in the incident (Evans, 2001; Fairbairn & Dawson, 2013; Richards et al., 2011). 
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Another direct technique of blaming the female victim is questioning why the victim 

did not leave their abusive partner before the abuse went too far (e.g., Balica et al., 

2020; Richards et al., 2011; Taylor, 2008). A further method includes suggesting that 

a woman’s infidelity is to blame for the violence perpetrated against them (Aldrete et 

al., 2024; Gillespie et al., 2013; Lee & Wong, 2019; Lloyd & Ramon, 2017; Taylor, 

2008).  

Male victims are also directly blamed. One study found that in 64% of female 

perpetrated intimate partner homicides, the legitimacy of the male victim was 

questioned, casting doubt on their status as a legitimate victim (Hanson & Lysova, 

2021). This involved blaming the victim for substance use (particularly alcohol), 

and/or for failing to be a good father, provider, or husband. The victim was also 

blamed by discussing how the victim provoked the crime to occur, for example, by 

starting an argument with the offender (Hanson & Lysova, 2021).  

Victim blaming can also be indirectly implied. Such reporting focuses less on 

the victim and more on the offender. Previous research has found that female victims 

are indirectly blamed by excusing male offenders in media reporting. Often the 

behaviour of male offenders is excused by using sympathetic language to describe the 

offender (e.g., Lee & Wong, 2019; Taylor, 2008), referring to the offender’s 

mental/physical health problems to in some way excuse their violence (e.g., Bullock, 

2007; Lee & Wong, 2019; Taylor, 2008), describing the offender as a good person 

(e.g., Gilmore, 2019; Karageorgos et al., 2023), discussing their difficult upbringing 

(e.g., Bullock, 2007), and indicating that the offender had a difficult time dealing with 

relationship separation and therefore can be excused for acting the way they did (e.g., 

Balica, 2017; Balica et al., 2020; Bullock, 2007; Evans, 2001; Lloyd & Ramon, 2017; 

Taylor, 2008).  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  28 

Similarly, research has found that indirect victim blaming occurs in articles 

featuring female offenders with male victims of intimate partner violence (Easteal et 

al., 2018; Komazec & Farmer, 2020; Roberto et al., 2013; Wozniak & McCloskey, 

2010). Female offenders are sometimes excused by being portrayed as “battered 

women” who kill their abusive male partners (Carlyle et al., 2014b; Easteal et al., 

2015a; Morgan & Politoff, 2012; Morrissey, 2003; Noh et al., 2010). Female 

offenders are also excused for mental health issues. For instance, one study revealed 

that media articles depicted women who kill their partners as irrational or insane in 

just over one-third of articles (Noh et al., 2010). 

Only a limited number of studies have compared the prevalence of victim 

blaming across gender. One study found victim blaming present across two separate 

media articles, one featuring a male offender and the other featuring a female offender 

(Easteal et al., 2018). However, a different study found that male victims were 

assigned blame in 20% of articles featuring female offenders, whereas no female 

victims were blamed in articles featuring male offenders (Komazec & Farmer, 2020), 

suggesting that male victims are blamed more often than female victims.  

Context-Focused Frames. Other frames observed in media portrayals of 

violence do not specifically relate to the offender or the victim. One key example is 

episodic reporting, which is a framing technique that is less about those involved in 

the homicide, and more about how the homicide incident is portrayed. Episodic 

portrayals emphasise the particular incident as an isolated problem, as opposed to 

thematic portrayals which situate a specific incident within the broader societal 

problem of men’s violence against women and/or within the history of violence of 

that particular relationship (Balica et al., 2020; Brossoie et al., 2012; Bullock, 2007; 

Easteal et al., 2015b; Fairbairn & Dawson, 2013; Karlsson et al., 2020; Lee & Wong, 
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2019; McManus & Dorfman, 2005; Post et al., 2009; Richards et al., 2011; Smith et 

al., 2019; Sutherland et al., 2019; Sutherland et al., 2016; Wozniak & McCloskey, 

2010).  

Episodic reporting frequently coincides with the use of fact-oriented framing 

known as the “police frame” (which focuses on the who, what, where, when and how 

of the homicide; Bullock, 2007) and with portrayals of intimate partner violence as a 

private matter that should be dealt with behind closed doors (Berns, 1999; Bullock, 

2007; Gillespie et al., 2013). The media tends to rely heavily either on law 

enforcement (e.g. police) or individuals who knew the victim (e.g. family, friends, 

neighbours) as sources in their reporting of intimate partner violence (Chermak, 1995; 

Gillespie et al., 2013; Richards et al., 2014). Police and other official sources are often 

quoted or paraphrased by the media as they know the details of the event and often act 

as gatekeepers of information (Gillespie et al., 2013; Richards et al., 2011). Educated 

sources like victim advocates and academic researchers are often underutilised in 

intimate partner violence reporting (Meyers, 1996; Taylor, 2008). Informed voices 

could provide valuable context and explanations (i.e., thematic reporting). 

Episodic reporting is very common in articles featuring male offenders of 

intimate partner homicide. For example, one study examining the news coverage of 

intimate femicide, found that the homicides were portrayed episodically in 75% of 

news articles (Richards et al., 2011). Another study found even higher rates, with as 

many as 95% of articles featuring an episodic portrayal of the intimate partner 

homicide (Bullock, 2007). In contrast, and perhaps expectedly given the high rates of 

episodic reporting, thematic reporting is rare (Bullock, 2007). 

Similar to the reporting of male offenders, violence perpetrated by females is 

also commonly framed episodically (Easteal et al., 2018; Sellers et al., 2014; 
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Sweeney, 2012; Wozniak & McCloskey, 2010). While most research does not 

examine the differences across gender, one study found that when the media does 

provide some sort of context of the homicide (i.e., thematic reporting), articles 

featuring female offenders are more likely to include reports of past intimate partner 

violence by male victims (Wozniak & McCloskey, 2010). 

Section 3: Audience Interaction with the Media  

The previous section outlined research regarding the framing of intimate 

partner homicide and related violent offences. That information is particularly 

relevant for the first empirical study of this thesis, which examines online media 

frames in the context of intimate partner homicide. However, as argued in the 

introduction to this thesis, while existent studies of the ways in which media 

corporations portray crime reveal important information, they neglect to consider how 

readers interact with the media. Therefore, the second empirical study of this thesis 

addresses this specific knowledge gap. To understand the state of research in this area, 

the focus now changes from media framing to audience interaction with the news 

presented to them in online formats. This section begins by reviewing what we know 

about audience interaction with online news, before moving on to the actual content 

of such interactions. Notably, the second empirical study emphasises the importance 

of examining the influence of the gender of offenders/victims on the audience’s 

interaction with the media. As demonstrated in this section, research has largely failed 

to specifically compare the differences across male and female offenders/victims in 

audience commentary relating to intimate partner homicide. 

Audience Interaction with Online News  

The delivery of media in online formats has significantly changed the ways in 

which readers interact with the news presented to them. In traditional media outlets 
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such as print newspapers, readers could only provide feedback via a slow process. 

They had to mail a letter, which entailed drafting it, sealing it in an envelope, 

purchasing a stamp, and sending it via post. However, there was no assurance that the 

letter would be chosen for publication in the printed newspaper. The Internet has 

substantially modified this process. Today, readers can publish directly to the Internet 

by instantly uploading comments to newspaper websites or on social media sites. 

They are no longer solely inactive consumers but can produce instantaneous content 

in the form of online comments (Diakopoulos & Naaman, 2011b). While the 

immediacy of this process has made it faster and simpler for readers to participate in 

the media, it means that there is less moderation of individual online comments. 

The roles of journalists and readers have evolved since the media began 

reporting online. Journalists were traditionally “gatekeepers”, who filtered and shaped 

the news (Shoemaker & Vos, 2009). However, today, the audience increasingly helps 

shape the news by expressing their thoughts and opinions via posting comments – as 

long as they follow the terms and conditions of the media platform (Hille & Bakker, 

2014). Bruns (2003) refers to audience members who consume and participate in the 

media as “produsers”: a mix of “producer” and “user”. These produsers generate 

news, concepts, and public discussions instead of solely absorbing information 

(Brossoie et al., 2012). The audience can now read the news and participate in the 

news production, which means that journalists no longer guard the gate, but instead 

monitor the news, giving rise to the new term described as “gate watchers” (Bruns, 

2011). Commenting on the news allows the audience to add or emphasise certain 

aspects that, from readers’ perspectives, have not been addressed in sufficient detail in 

the initial online news article (Springer et al., 2015). The audience is able to 

complement the news with their own opinions and interpretations, which potentially 
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raises the diversity of viewpoints available to other audience members (Carpenter, 

2010). However, this allows misinformation to be spread online (Pennycook et al., 

2021). 

Not only do audience members comment on news articles, but they also reply 

to the comments that other readers have posted (Diakopoulos & Naaman, 2011b). 

This gives commenters the opportunity to discuss their viewpoints with other 

audience members (Manosevitch & Walker, 2009; Springer et al., 2015). Research 

has found that the main reasons someone comments on an online article is to first, 

express their personal opinion on the subject matter of the news article, and, second, 

because they want to interact with other readers (Canter, 2013). 

Interacting with News via Social Media 

The growth of social media, such as blogs, Facebook, and X has increased 

participatory opportunities for the news audience. International studies have identified 

that social media is commonly used for accessing and sharing news. For example, a 

study conducted by the Pew Research Centre found that 62% of adults in the United 

States read news on social media (Gottfried & Shearer, 2016). Another study, also 

undertaken in the United States, found that 22% of respondents comment on social 

media news posts in an average week, while a quarter of respondents share news via 

social media (Kalogeropoulos et al., 2017). These international studies show that 

many members of the public use social media to read the news.  

The use of social media for accessing the news can also be seen in Australia. 

Australian surveys found that over half of the respondents used social media to access 

news (Park et al., 2020; Park et al., 2024; Watkins et al., 2016). A particularly popular 

platform for reading and sharing news in Australia appears to be Facebook. Data from 

recent Australian surveys reveals that nearly 70% of respondents had used Facebook 
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for any purpose in the last week before taking the survey (Watkins et al., 2016), while 

just over half of the respondents identified using Facebook for finding, reading, 

sharing, or discussing the news (Park et al., 2020).  

Although social media users may not always actively seek to read the news, 

news viewing tends to occur anyway. Previous research has found that 78% of 

Facebook users see news while on Facebook for other reasons (Matsa & Mitchell, 

2014). Social media exposes audiences to news segments that they may not have seen 

otherwise (Mitchell et al., 2013). One study found that social recommendations 

impact the audiences’ online news consumption (Knobloch-Westerwick et al., 2005). 

The study found that consumers of online news were more likely to read a news story 

when there was a positive recommendation from other online readers (Knobloch-

Westerwick et al., 2005). A study in the United States showed that over half of the 

respondents who read online news shared links to news articles via email and social 

media, and three-quarters of online news readers used these links to discover news 

content (Purcell et al., 2010). A pre-focus group questionnaire found that more than 

half of the participants received most of their news from other people on social media 

(Antunovic et al., 2016). Collectively, these results suggest that news is not only 

consumed through individual browsing, but also through others sharing news online 

via social media. 

The Content of Online Comments 

What people comment about news stories matters. Studies indicate that 

comments made beneath an online media article which are biased, contain factual 

inaccuracies, and are judgmental in nature can shape readers’ understanding of the 

topic being discussed (Baden & Springer, 2014; Chmiel et al., 2011; Freeman, 2011; 
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Gearhart et al., 2022; Lee, 2012; Lee & Jang, 2010; Peter et al., 2014; Reader, 2012; 

Singer, 2010). This shows the importance of understanding the content of comments.  

A fairly large body of research has examined online comments posted in 

reaction to news stories. This research has examined online comments on a wide 

range of topics such as police use of force (Ash et al., 2019), school shootings (Kien 

et al., 2019), terrorist attacks (Eriksson, 2016), homicides (Heverin & Zach, 2010; 

Kounadi et al., 2015; Lewis et al., 2021; Powell et al., 2017; Venäläinen, 2020), 

suicide (Edwards et al., 2020; Rosen et al., 2019; Sisask et al., 2005) and sexual 

assault and rape (including the #Metoo movement) (Alaggia & Wang, 2020; 

Aurrekoetxea-Casaus, 2020; Clay, 2019; Deal et al., 2020; Erickson, 2019; Fairbairn, 

2020; Lopez et al., 2019; Orth, 2018; Stubbs & Tolmie, 2008; Suvarna & Bhalla, 

2020). 

However, only a limited number of studies have examined online comments 

relating to lethal and non-lethal intimate partner violence, despite the importance of 

social commentary in shaping attitudes and responses to crime. After reading the 

extant literature, four key themes emerged relating to lethal and non-lethal intimate 

partner violence: 1) bad offender; 2) victim blaming; 3) victim supporting; and 4) 

emphasising intimate partner violence as a problem (thematic reporting). Less 

prevalent themes also emerged including extending sympathies to family and friends, 

criticising the media’s portrayal of the news story, and the failure of the criminal 

justice system which are discussed further below. The key themes found in research 

on online comments seem to mirror the frames found in media reporting (discussed 

earlier), though very few studies have explicitly examined this connection (see further 

below).  
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The following section reviews the research on online comments in the context 

of intimate partner violence. Although few studies have explicitly examined 

differences in the content of online comments across the gender of the 

offender/victim, whenever possible these differences are emphasised throughout.   

Bad Offender.1 The first theme found in online comments relating to intimate 

partner violence is bad offender, which is when the offender is criticised or blamed 

(Brossoie et al., 2012; Carlyle et al., 2019; Komazec & Farmer, 2020; Whiting et al., 

2019). A study examining intimate partner violence posts on Instagram, which did not 

distinguish the results by gender, found that the vast majority of posters (94.2%) 

blamed the offender (Carlyle et al., 2019). However, other studies have found 

offenders are blamed less frequently. For example, one study, that also did not 

distinguish by gender, found only 6.5% of commenters blamed the offender (Brossoie 

et al., 2012). Another study examined online comments on news stories relating to the 

film stars Amber Heard and Johnny Depp, where Mr Depp was accused of 

perpetrating intimate partner violence (Whiting et al., 2019). The study found only 

9% of the commenters blamed the alleged offender Mr Depp (Whiting et al., 2019). 

There is scant research exploring gender-based differences for the bad 

offender theme. Komazec and Farmer (2020) compared how male and female 

offenders who commit family violence (including intimate partner violence) are 

portrayed in Facebook comments. This study found that male offenders were blamed 

in 11–48% of comments featuring a male offender who was violent against his female 

intimate partner. The number of commenters who blamed the offender varied based 

 
1 This theme has occasionally been referred to as offender blaming in previous 
research. However, this thesis uses the term bad offender in order to maintain 
consistency with other scholars’ terminology when examining media framing in the 
context of intimate partner violence.  
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on the tone of the news article. Female offenders were blamed slightly less frequently 

(in 13–38% of comments) (Komazec & Farmer, 2020). This study suggests that 

comments differ depending on the offender’s gender, though clearly more research is 

needed. 

Victim Blaming. The second theme seen in audience commentary is victim 

blaming. Similar to the way in which the media blames victims (Meyers, 1994; 

Richards et al., 2011; Taylor, 2008), comments include both direct and indirect victim 

blaming tactics. Research has found direct victim blaming occurs in online comments 

relating to both male (Aragbuwa, 2020) and female victims (Whiting et al., 2019). To 

give an example, the study examining the Heard/Depp case found that commenters 

used direct victim blaming tactics such as attacking Ms Heard’s character, suggesting 

she has flawed motivations for accusing Mr Depp of intimate partner violence (e.g., 

seeking attention or being a “gold-digger”), and listing details to try to undermine her 

account (Whiting et al., 2019). Other research found a few commenters directly 

blamed female victims for intimate partner homicides by asserting that they held little 

sympathy for the victim, or that the victim was having an affair (Brossoie et al., 

2012). Another study found that both male and female victims were blamed; however, 

male victims were more likely to be blamed compared to female victims (Komazec & 

Farmer, 2020). Here, commenters usually indicated that the male victim “deserved 

it”; in contrast, female victims were blamed for not leaving the relationship or for not 

doing something to prevent their victimisation (Komazec & Farmer, 2020).  

As argued in this thesis (and elsewhere, see e.g., Meyers, 1994; Richards et 

al., 2011; Taylor, 2008), excusing the offender is a form of indirect victim blaming. 

Interestingly, Brossoie et al. (2012) found that both male and female victims are 

indirectly blamed by excusing their offenders. However, different rationales were 
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used to excuse offender behaviour for male and female offenders. Commenters 

commonly excused female offenders as incompetent or “crazy”, while male offenders 

were excused as being in poor health, stressed out, doing their best under pressure, 

and their actions were frequently romanticised as acts of love and desperation 

(Brossoie et al., 2012). In reference to the Heard/Depp case, Mr Depp was excused by 

commenters by asserting that he is a good person (Whiting et al., 2019). 

Interestingly, while research has found victim blaming to be present in online 

comments, some research has also found a call to stop victim blaming on social media 

(Belotti et al., 2020; Carlyle et al., 2019). One study examined posts relating to 

intimate partner violence on Instagram and found that victims were blamed in 7% of 

posts, however, 12.3% of posts called for victim blaming to stop (Carlyle et al., 

2019). Unfortunately, that study did not distinguish between male and female 

offenders. Another study examined violence against women (including femicide) and 

found a call to not victim blame in Tweets (Belotti et al., 2020). The study found that 

commenters stated that women should not be blamed for wearing short skirts, having 

casual lifestyles, or having emancipatory attitudes (Belotti et al., 2020). The call to 

not victim blame has also been seen in research that examined Tweets relating to a 

stranger femicide, where a woman was killed walking home at night (the homicide of 

Jill Meagher) (Powell et al., 2017). An example of such a Tweet is: “Women are not 

to blame for violent attacks—whether in the street or in the home!” (Powell et al., 

2017). 

Victim Supporting. The third theme found in previous research is victim 

supporting (Brossoie et al., 2012; Komazec & Farmer, 2020). Previous research has 

found victim supporting or victim sympathising to be present in online comments in 

various degrees for male and female victims. One study examining online comments 
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regarding intimate partner violence in late life found that only 6.5% of commenters 

had written victim supporting comments by saying that the female victim was an 

unwilling participant in the violence (Brossoie et al., 2012). No male victims were 

supported in this study. Furthermore, Komazec and Farmer (2020) found up to 40% 

of commenters sympathised with female victims, while less than 4% of commenters 

sympathised with male victims. This suggests that female victims are more likely to 

receive sympathy and support from commenters compared to male victims. 

Additionally, the research revealed that commenters used a more emotional tone, 

showing greater empathetic and caring language, when writing comments regarding 

female victims compared to male victims (Komazec & Farmer, 2020).  Research also 

observed commenters expressing sympathy for victims through the articulation of 

their grief (Barnes, 2016; Komazec & Farmer, 2020; Powell et al., 2017). For 

example, in a study that did not differentiate between gender, comments were 

sometimes used as an emotional outlet for commenters to publicly cope with their 

grief (Barnes, 2016). 

Emphasising Intimate Partner Violence as a Problem (Thematic 

Reporting). The fourth theme seen in previous research examining online comments 

is emphasising intimate partner violence as a societal problem, or thematic reporting 

(Belotti et al., 2020; Brossoie et al., 2012; Carlyle et al., 2018). As previously 

mentioned, in the media context, episodic reporting refers to newspapers focusing on 

one particular incident rather than on the broader issues at hand, while thematic 

reporting places the incident within a larger societal context (Bullock & Cubert, 2002; 

Carlyle et al., 2018; Taylor & Sorenson, 2002). Interestingly, there is mixed findings 

regarding the prevalence of thematic and episodic reporting in online comments 

regarding intimate partner violence. 
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Some studies have found that online comments are more aligned with a 

thematic rather than an episodic style of reporting. This stands in stark contrast to the 

media’s portrayal of such violence, where episodic reporting is more prevalent than 

thematic reporting. One study examining messages concerning intimate partner 

violence on Pinterest—across all posts, not just those responding to news articles—

found that the majority of “pins” (82.9%) used a thematic style of reporting, while 

only 8% used an episodic style of reporting (Carlyle et al., 2018). Another study 

examining Tweets relating to femicide found the theme “gender violence is your 

business” to be prominent, which indicates that society as a whole is responsible for 

preventing intimate partner violence (Belotti et al., 2020). On the other hand, another 

study provides contrary results, finding an episodic style of reporting to be more 

prevalent than a thematic style of reporting (Carlyle et al., 2019). This particular study 

examined the portrayal of intimate partner violence across Instagram posts, and found 

that the majority of posts (43%) attributed responsibility for preventing intimate 

partner violence to the victims (episodic), and a further 21.4% of posts recognised the 

offender as responsible (episodic) (Carlyle et al., 2019). Only 28.5% of posts 

attributed responsibility to the community or society (thematic) (Carlyle et al., 2019). 

Furthermore, another study revealed that on Facebook news pages and online news 

websites, even fewer commenters (only 8.2%) engaged in discussions about abuse 

and emphasised its seriousness (Whiting et al., 2019). Given the mixed findings in the 

literature, more research is warranted. 

Other (Less Prevalent) Themes. A limited number of previous studies have 

found other less prevalent themes when examining online comments relating to 

intimate partner violence. In the interest of transparency, and because some of these 

themes are prevalent in this thesis (see Chapter 6), these are also reviewed here. For 
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example, one study found that the vast majority of comments included extending 

sympathies to family members and friends (Brossoie et al., 2012). This included the 

commenter offering sympathies to those who had to cope with the aftermath of a 

homicide (Brossoie et al., 2012). Some commenters also conveyed their condolences 

by using words that reflect religious practices, such as expressing that they would 

pray for family members of the victim (Brossoie et al., 2012). Furthermore, another 

study that examined comments regarding a familicide-suicide case found that 13.8% 

of commenters criticised the media’s portrayal of the story (Sisask et al., 2012). These 

commenters critiqued the content and style of the media coverage, often citing other 

media channels (Sisask et al., 2012). Finally, research has also found that some 

commenters discussed how the criminal justice system has failed (Komazec & 

Farmer, 2020). Here, the commenters criticised or discussed a lack of faith in the 

criminal justice system or police (Komazec & Farmer, 2020). 

The Tone of Online Comments: Incivility 

So far in this section, the focus has been on the content of online comments 

(i.e., what is being said). In broader communications research, the tone of comments 

on social media platforms has received increasing attention, with researchers finding 

that comments are sometimes polarising and uncivil in how they are phrased (Coe et 

al., 2014; Freelon, 2015; Papacharissi, 2004; Santana, 2014; Schweiger, 2014). This 

widening research on the tone of comments has been particularly prominent in 

comments about political debates. This body of research has identified that incivility 

is common (Coe et al., 2014; Freelon, 2015; Papacharissi, 2004; Santana, 2014; Su et 

al., 2018). How this influences the way intimate partner homicide is understood is less 

well examined. As discussed earlier, journalists were traditionally gatekeepers of 

reader commentary on news content (Shoemaker & Vos, 2009), but the audience now 
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increasingly helps shape the news by expressing their thoughts and opinions through 

social media posts (Hille & Bakker, 2014). As a result, the production of news is no 

longer solely the responsibility of journalists and news outlets. While commenters are 

subject to the rules of the platforms on which they are commenting, this interactive 

media setting has created more opportunities for public debate and, consequently, 

incivility has spread faster and more widely than ever before (Sobieraj & Berry, 

2011). This section outlines the definition and research regarding incivility.  

Defining Incivility. The definition of incivility (and conversely, civility) has 

been debated by scholars. What many seem to agree upon is the relative subjectivity 

involved when coding for these concepts. It has been noted, for example, that both 

incivility and civility are “very much in the eye of the beholder” (Herbst, 2010, p. 3). 

Incivility is difficult to define, because what one person constitutes as uncivil, another 

may deem as appropriate. Importantly, it is not what people say, but how they say it 

which determines incivility (Brooks & Geer, 2007; Mutz & Reeves, 2005).  

Civility has been defined as the absence of hostility (Ksiazek & Springer, 

2018). It is also defined as arguing one’s own point of view while still respecting the 

views of others (Hwang et al., 2018). Civility enhances democratic conversation 

(Hwang et al., 2018; Papacharissi, 2004), and is reasonable and respectful (Sobieraj & 

Berry, 2011). Often a comment is coded as civil when incivility is found to be absent 

(Blom et al., 2014; Coe et al., 2014; Ksiazek, 2016; Rains et al., 2017). 

Many researchers have debated whether incivility and impoliteness are 

equivalent or separate concepts (Masullo Chen et al., 2019; Papacharissi, 2004; Rowe, 

2015; Su et al., 2018). Although many scholars suggest that incivility is the same as 

impoliteness (Chen & Ng, 2017; Coe et al., 2014; Hwang et al., 2018; Kim & Masullo 

Chen, 2021; Mutz & Reeves, 2005), others, such as Papacharissi (2004) suggest that 
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incivility and impoliteness should be examined separately. For these scholars, 

incivility is defined as threats to democracy or people, as opposed to rudeness or 

impoliteness (Papacharissi, 2004). In other words, impoliteness involves showing 

disrespect for others, while incivility is showing disrespect for democracy (i.e., liberal 

civil society) (e.g., Borah, 2014; Naab & Kalch, 2017; Reader, 2012; Rowe, 2015). 

The majority of literature suggesting that impoliteness and incivility are separate 

concepts has focused on comments relating to political news articles, which results in 

a focus on threats to civil society (democracy) as distinguishing incivility from 

impoliteness. 

In contrast, researchers who argue that impoliteness and incivility are the 

same, or at least related concepts, have tended to examine a wider range of social 

topics. For example, one study found that personal-level incivility (i.e., impoliteness 

by using either insulting language/name-calling, obscene language, or emotional 

language/displays) was perceived by survey responders as more uncivil compared to 

public-level incivility (i.e., violating norms of political and deliberative processes) 

(Muddiman, 2017). Thus, separating incivility from impoliteness is difficult as uncivil 

behaviour often overlaps with impolite behaviour (Sanyal, 2019). 

The current study uses a definition of civility that encompasses both personal-

level incivility and public-level incivility. The definition used comes from the work of 

(Coe et al., 2014, p. 660), who defines incivility as “features of discussion that convey 

an unnecessarily disrespectful tone toward the discussion forum, its participants, or its 

topics”. According to this conceptualisation, there are five key forms of incivility:  

1. Name-calling: refers to mean-spirited or disparaging words directed at a 

person or group of people. 
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2. Aspersion: refers to disparaging words against an idea, plan, policy, or 

behaviour. 

3. Lying: includes expressing or implying that an idea, plan, or policy is 

disingenuous. 

4. Vulgarity: refers to profanity or language that would be considered 

improper in professional discourse.  

5. Pejorative for speech: involves disparaging remarks about the way 

someone communicates. 

Coe et al.’s (2014) definition and conceptualisation of incivility is frequently used by 

media scholars (e.g., Prochazka et al., 2016; Rains et al., 2017; Rohlinger & Vaccaro, 

2021; Ziegele et al., 2017). This widespread usage among scholars highlights its 

relevance and applicability in understanding incivility in online comments. 

Extent of Incivility in Online Comments. The estimated extent of incivility 

in online platforms varies considerably across studies. Previous research (outside the 

context of intimate partner homicide) has found that 14–40% of comments on 

newspaper websites or social media are uncivil (Coe et al., 2014; Freelon, 2015; 

Papacharissi, 2004; Santana, 2014; Su et al., 2018). This variance may reflect the 

difficulty in defining exactly what incivility is. When considering the five forms of 

incivility, Coe et al. (2014) found that the most prevalent form of incivility was name-

calling (14%). The other forms of incivility occurred less frequently: vulgarity (3%), 

aspersions (2.6%), pejorative for speech (1.9%), and lying (1.7%). 

  Research has also found that the prevalence rate of incivility differs across 

story topics, sources, platforms, organisational commenting policies, and journalist 

participation (Coe et al., 2014; Diakopoulos & Naaman, 2011a; Diakopoulos & 

Naaman, 2011b; Ksiazek, 2016; Szabó et al., 2021). Hard news stories, such as stories 
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about crime, the economy, politics, and taxes, were more likely to exhibit uncivil 

comments compared to soft news stories, such as those related to health, lifestyle, and 

technology (Coe et al., 2014). For example, crime (a hard news topic), is more likely 

to feature uncivil comments (25.3% of comments) compared to soft news stories. 

Other studies have also found that hard news stories such as those about political 

events or issues (Szabó et al., 2021) and controversial topics (such as gun control; 

Ksiazek, 2016) are more likely to feature uncivil comments.  

Gender and Incivility in Online Comments. Previous research demonstrates 

that both men and women have been described using uncivil language in online 

comments (Rheault et al., 2019; Southern & Harmer, 2021). However, women are 

more likely to be described using uncivil language when compared to men (Chen, 

2017; Pain & Chen, 2019; Searles et al., 2020; Van Duyn et al., 2021; Wilhelm & 

Joeckel, 2019). Uncivil messages towards women typically contain offensive 

language, name-calling, profanities, stereotypes, and sexist terminology (Chen, 2017). 

High-profile females such as politicians (Carson et al., 2023; Proust & Saldaña, 2022; 

Rheault et al., 2019; Rossini et al., 2021; Southern & Harmer, 2021), popular 

YouTube influencers (Döring & Mohseni, 2020; Wotanis & McMillan, 2014), and 

journalists (Chen et al., 2020; Pain & Chen, 2019) are more likely to be described 

using uncivil comments when compared to their male counterparts. However, some 

research indicates that females lacking prominence are not at a higher risk of being 

described uncivilly compared to men (Rheault et al., 2019; Southern & Harmer, 

2021). Interestingly, other research also suggests that male commenters are more 

prone to receiving uncivil replies to their comments (Ellis, 2015; Küchler et al., 2023; 

Proust & Saldaña, 2022), but this is likely due to incivility being present in the 

original comment (Proust & Saldaña, 2022). No previous research has been found 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  45 

which specifically examines the influence of the gender of offenders/victims of 

intimate partner homicide on civility and comments. 

Impact of Incivility in Comments. Uncivil comments can have negative 

impacts. Research shows that uncivil comments posted below an online news article 

can affect readers’ perceptions of the issue discussed (Baden & Springer, 2014; Lee, 

2012; Lee & Jang, 2010; Peter et al., 2014; Reader, 2012; Singer, 2010; Waddell, 

2018). For example, in one study, uncivil comments led people to perceive a news 

story as being less credible (Waddell, 2018). Incivility can also result in closed-

mindedness (Borah, 2014; Hwang et al., 2018), arouse emotions in readers such as 

anger (Gervais, 2015; Kim & Kim, 2019; Smith et al., 2010), cause polarisation 

(Anderson et al., 2014; Kim & Kim, 2019), weaken political trust (Borah, 2014; Mutz 

& Reeves, 2005), and cause media distrust which can affect a news organisation’s 

reputation (Mutz & Reeves, 2005; Nielsen, 2014). Further, incivility can also 

discourage or deter others from participating and discussing the news (Diakopoulos & 

Naaman, 2011b; Muddiman et al., 2020; Springer et al., 2015). Conversely, civility 

minimises social tension and enables individuals to engage in constructive debate 

(Kingwell, 2021). Ultimately, fostering a culture of civility in public discourse is 

essential for promoting informed and respectful exchanges that contribute to a 

healthier society. 

Section 4: Framing Effects on Audience Interaction 

The previous sections have highlighted recurring themes in media framing of 

intimate partner violence and how the general public comments on such articles in 

online platforms, including social media. It appears that the framing and themes are 

gendered, though further research is needed to explore this. The current section of this 

chapter changes focus by examining the effect frames have on audience perceptions 
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and interactions with online media. This section sets the scene for the third empirical 

study of this thesis, which examines whether the nature and content of online 

comments changes depending on the frame of the article and the gender of the 

offender/victim, controlling for audience media usage, attitudes, and demographics. 

What Are Framing Effects and Why Are They Important?  

Framing effects refers to the impact that framing has on the audience. 

Research regarding framing effects focuses on the media’s role in shaping public 

opinion (Reese, 2007). It examines how differences in an issue’s presentation or 

framing can affect how the audience perceives and understands a certain topic or issue 

(Lecheler & De Vreese, 2011; Price & Tewksbury, 1997; Valkenburg et al., 1999). 

Framing is often seen as an extension of agenda-setting as it not only tells an audience 

what to think about particular issues (here, intimate partner homicide), but also tells 

the audience how to think about that issue (Scheufele, 2000). A frame controls how 

the audience understands and remembers a topic (Entman, 1993). The recurring 

frames that the media presents to the public shape the way issues are understood by 

the public (Sieff, 2003). In other words, the more frequently a crime is shaped in a 

certain way by the media, the more likely it is for the public to understand the crime 

in this way. Despite this, to date little research has examined how framing affects 

online comments in the context of intimate partner homicide. 

Empirical Studies  

To truly understand the effects of framing, it is important to use experimental 

studies wherein certain variables (e.g., content) are held constant whereas others (e.g., 

frames and the gender of offender/victim) are varied. Few studies have used such 

approaches to examine news framing and lethal and non-lethal intimate partner 

violence. This section focuses specifically on seven papers (from five separate 
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studies) that have used experimental designs. Two of these focused on the framing of 

male offenders (Carlyle et al., 2014a; Palazzolo & Roberto, 2011); one on the framing 

of female offenders (Bauman, 2018); and four (three of which are from the same 

study) compared the framing of male and female offenders (Savage et al., 2022; 

Savage et al., 2017a; Savage et al., 2017b; Scarduzio et al., 2017). However, none of 

the studies specifically examined whether the frames present in articles actually affect 

how and what people write in online comments on news stories. Instead, the studies 

focused on how news frames affect the attitudes of participants.  

Victim blaming frames appear to have victim blaming effects. For example, 

previous research regarding male offenders has assessed the impact of news coverage 

of intimate partner violence by manipulating the news story (i.e., adding paragraphs 

containing information about the female victim and male offender) (Carlyle et al., 

2014a). This study focused on male offenders/female victims and did not examine 

female offenders/male victims. Students who were exposed to a news story that 

portrayed a female victim as responsible were less sympathetic to the victim, 

compared to students who were exposed to a news story that portrayed the victim as 

blameless (Carlyle et al., 2014a). When a student was more sympathetic to a victim, 

the student indicated they were more likely to engage in protective action to help 

victims of intimate partner violence, and more likely to support public health 

initiatives (Carlyle et al., 2014a). This highlights how a frame can impact on audience 

perceptions of victims. 

The effects of frames are also apparent for offenders, and such effects appear 

to be dependent on the gender of the audience. A study examining the impact of news 

coverage of women who had committed intimate partner homicide found that female 

participants were likely to view female offenders as victims who acted in self-
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defence, while male participants only viewed the offenders as victims if they fit the 

stereotypical image of a battered woman (Bauman, 2018). This study suggests media 

frames affect attitudes differently for men and women who read news stories, but fails 

to examine whether it affects what and how the reader writes about the news story in 

their own comments online.   

A limited number of studies have used an experimental approach by varying a 

news article relating to an incident of intimate partner violence to compare the effects 

of framing depending on if the offender is male or female (Savage et al., 2022; 

Savage et al., 2017a; Savage et al., 2017b; Scarduzio et al., 2017). One study 

manipulated an intimate partner violence news story by changing the gender of the 

offender and the type of framing (episodic or thematic) (Savage et al., 2022). The 

participants were randomly assigned to read one of the news articles and then 

complete a questionnaire. The research revealed that individuals who read the news 

article framed thematically featuring a male offender tended to show greater support 

for public health perspectives (compared to those who read an episodic news article 

with a male offender, or either a thematic or episodic news story featuring a female 

offender) (Savage et al., 2022).  

On another occasion, the same research team wrote three papers based on an 

experimental study which examined the severity of violence (Savage et al., 2017a; 

Savage et al., 2017b; Scarduzio et al., 2017). The researchers used data from a survey 

that was given to participants after reading one of six intimate partner violence news 

stories (Savage et al., 2017a; Savage et al., 2017b; Scarduzio et al., 2017). The news 

story had been varied to change the offender’s gender (male/female) and the severity 

of violence (weak/strong/fatal). Participants rated intimate partner violence stories 

with male offenders as significantly more serious than female offenders (Savage et 
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al., 2017b). Participants also believed that male offenders were more likely to have 

previous involvement in intimate partner violence compared to female offenders 

(Savage et al., 2017a). It also appears the gender of the participant impacts on framing 

effects. Female participants were more likely to find higher ratings of responsibility 

for male offenders compared to female offenders, although male participants found 

male and female offenders equally responsible (Savage et al., 2017a). Similarly, other 

studies demonstrate that demographics (Callanan, 2012; Näsi et al., 2021; Smolej & 

Kivivuori, 2006) and personal experience with victimisation and the criminal justice 

system (Kort-Butler & Habecker, 2018; Näsi et al., 2021; Pickett et al., 2015; Smolej 

& Kivivuori, 2006) can shape audiences’ understanding of an issue. This highlights 

the importance of using experimental research where details about participants (e.g., 

demographics and personal experiences) can be analysed.  

Collectively, these studies show that media frames and the gender of the 

offender/victim can impact audience perceptions about the seriousness of incidents 

and blameworthiness of victims and offenders. However, as stated previously, none of 

the studies specifically examine whether the frames present in articles actually affect 

how (i.e., tone) and what (e.g., content) people write in online comments on news 

stories. One Australian study that has examined this specific issue found that both the 

frame of the media article and the gender of the offender/victim can impact on 

comments (Komazec & Farmer, 2020). Overall, male offenders and male victims of 

family violence received significantly higher levels of criticism and blame compared 

to female offenders and victims in online comments (Komazec & Farmer, 2020). 

Commenters were also more likely to blame the offender when the article criticised 

the offender (as opposed to being neutral) and were more likely to blame the victim 

when the article criticised the victim (Komazec & Farmer, 2020). For example, 48% 
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of commenters blamed the male offender of intimate partner violence if the article 

criticised the offender, however, only 11% of commenters blamed the male offender 

if the article was neutral (Komazec & Farmer, 2020). Furthermore, 38% of 

commenters blamed the female offender of intimate partner violence if the article was 

critical of the offender, while only 13% of commenters blamed the female offender if 

the article was neutral. This shows that both gender and framing have an impact on 

comments. However, the aforementioned study was not experimental and did not 

control for audience characteristics (e.g., age and gender), so it is not possible to 

ascertain whether these effects are more prominent among, for example, male 

commenters compared with female commenters. 

Section 5: Knowledge Gaps and Research Questions 

Collectively, the empirical and theoretical literature reviewed point to several 

knowledge gaps in this area. These are presented according to the individual study 

seeking to fill those knowledge gaps. The current thesis consists of three separate (but 

related) studies, namely: 1) gender differences in online media framing; 2) gender 

differences in Facebook comments; and 3) gender differences and the impact of 

media frames on audience commentary. Intimate partner homicide acts as the primary 

focus in all of these studies. The primary goal of these studies is to advance 

knowledge on how gender is portrayed in the online interactive media landscape in 

the context of intimate partner homicide. 

Study 1: Gender Differences in Online Media Framing  

Few studies specifically explore how portrayals of men and women who kill 

their partners might differ. However, it is important to understand gender differences 

given that intimate partner homicide is a gendered crime (Spencer & Stith, 2020; 

Stöckl et al., 2013; Taccini & Mannarini, 2024), and the circumstances under which 
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men and women kill differ substantially (Saunders, 2002; Spencer & Stith, 2020). 

Research specifically comparing themes and frames across the gender of the 

offender/victim is rare in the context of intimate partner homicide. In fact, some 

previous studies use data sources that feature both genders without distinguishing 

across gender when discussing their findings (e.g., Bullock & Cubert, 2002; Carlyle et 

al., 2008; Lindsay-Brisbin et al., 2014).  

The limited number of studies that have compared the portrayal of male and 

female offenders/victims of lethal and non-lethal intimate partner violence are mostly 

quantitative (Carlyle et al., 2014b; Sellers et al., 2014; Wozniak & McCloskey, 2010). 

However, a focus on quantitative differences does not allow researchers to delve into 

the nuances of how portrayals of intimate partner violence differ across the gender of 

the offender/victim, particularly when examining potential variations within frames. 

One qualitative study does compare differences across gender (Easteal et al., 2018), 

but this study only focused on the portrayal of one male and one female perpetrator of 

intimate partner homicide in news articles. Another study examines the overall tone of 

an article (i.e., offender blaming, victim blaming, or neutral), but does not go further 

into exploring variations in frames (Komazec & Farmer, 2020). Examining media 

portrayals qualitatively would allow researchers to examine the nuances in gender 

differences within frames, for example, by coding subframes.  

Many previous studies use framing theory as the overarching explanation for 

their findings. However, this does not explain why portrayals of men and women by 

the media may differ. Very few studies that specifically compare the portrayal of male 

and female offenders/victims of lethal and non-lethal intimate partner violence 

discuss traditional gender stereotypes (Easteal et al., 2018; Komazec & Farmer, 

2020). Traditional gender stereotypes are an important consideration as these 
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stereotypical portrayals by the media can lead to harmful myths about men and 

women (Bates et al., 2019b; Berrington & Honkatukia, 2002; Meyers, 1994). 

Based on the reviewed literature and existing knowledge gaps, the research 

question for the first study is: Do frames and subframes of intimate partner homicide 

incidents featured in online media in Australia differ across the gender of the 

offender/victim featured? If so, how? 

Study 2: Gender Differences in Facebook Comments  

Several gaps in the literature exist regarding audience interaction with news 

reports in the context of intimate partner homicide. While social scientists have 

conducted a sizeable amount of research on the content of social media feeds such as 

Facebook and Twitter (now called X) (Wilson et al., 2012), criminologists have been 

slow to examine this area (Milivojevic & McGovern, 2014). Currently, there is a lack 

of research into how people discuss intimate partner homicide in their online 

comments to news stories. This lack of research is concerning. In today’s online 

environment, readers can (and do) publish directly and instantly on the Internet by 

uploading comments to newspaper websites or on social media sites. Previous studies 

have found that online comments can influence readers (Ahn, 2011; Baden & 

Springer, 2014; Chmiel et al., 2011; Freeman, 2011; Lee, 2012; Lee & Jang, 2010; 

Peter et al., 2014; Reader, 2012; Singer, 2010; Von Sikorski & Ha nelt, 2016). In fact, 

there is evidence to suggest that readers can have their attitudes changed simply by 

reading others’ comments (Anderson et al., 2014; Nonnecke et al., 2004). It is 

important to examine online comments because these comments can have a 

significant impact on how the audience who reads them views social issues, such as 

violence, and in this case, intimate partner homicide (e.g. Lee, 2012; Lee & Jang, 

2010; Von Sikorski & Ha nelt, 2016). 
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The small amount of literature examining lethal and non-lethal intimate 

partner violence comments predominantly fails to directly compare the differences 

across the gender of the offender/victim. Currently, only one journal article (Komazec 

& Farmer, 2020) specifically compares male and female offenders/victims when 

examining social media comments concerning intimate partner violence. However, 

this article does not extensively explore the qualitative nuances of gender differences 

in online comments. Another study does offer a very limited comparison of male and 

female offenders but examines the public’s comments on news sites featuring intimate 

partner violence against the elderly and does not explore social media comments 

(Brossoie et al., 2012).  

A very limited amount of research has examined incivility in comments in the 

context of intimate partner homicide. This is concerning as uncivil comments can 

have adverse impacts, such as causing a story to be less credible (Waddell, 2018), 

causing closed-mindedness (Borah, 2014; Hwang et al., 2018), arousing negative 

emotions (Gervais, 2015; Kim & Kim, 2019; Smith et al., 2010), causing polarisation 

(Anderson et al., 2014; Kim & Kim, 2019), weakening political trust (Borah, 2014; 

Mutz & Reeves, 2005), and causing media distrust (Mutz & Reeves, 2005; Nielsen, 

2014). In addition, no publicly available studies have been found that examine the 

impact of the gender of the offender/victim on incivility in articles in the context of 

intimate partner homicide. 

Based on the reviewed literature and existing knowledge gaps, the research 

question for the second study is: Does the content and civility of Facebook comments 

differ across the gender of the offenders and victims featured in the online articles? 
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Study 3: Gender Differences and the Impact of Media Frames on Audience 

Commentary 

In addition, gaps also exist in the literature concerning framing effects and the 

impact news frames may have on the nature and content of online comments. As 

previously discussed, research has found that media framing has an impact on how 

the public understands and perceives issues. Some previous research has examined 

how the media frames intimate partner homicide (Bullock, 2007; Bullock & Cubert, 

2002; Carlyle et al., 2008; Fairbairn & Dawson, 2013), and the effects media frames 

may have on the cognitions of people reading articles (Lecheler & De Vreese, 2011; 

Price & Tewksbury, 1997; Valkenburg et al., 1999). However, we do not know 

whether media frames actually impact the nature and content of people’s comments. 

Thus, we do not know whether certain types of frames (e.g., victim blaming) are 

likely to produce certain types of comments (e.g., victim blaming).   

Critics of the effects of framing highlight a number of considerations that need 

to be incorporated into research such as in the current thesis. Of particular importance 

to this thesis is the argument that prior knowledge and personal experiences (e.g., 

intimate partner violence victimisation) affect the influence that framing has on 

audiences (Carragee & Roefs, 2004; Rhee, 1997; Van Gorp et al., 2009). In other 

words, both media frames and personal experiences shape the audience’s 

interpretation of media. Another critique of framing effects is that it can be difficult to 

distinguish between actual content and frames (Otieno et al., 2013), although some 

researchers have tried to separate content from framing effects by only examining the 

headline, introduction, and concluding paragraphs of the news article (Price & 

Tewksbury, 1997; Valkenburg et al., 1999). Furthermore, Von Sikorski and Schierl 
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(2012) tried to separate content from framing effects by varying only those sentences 

that contained frame-relevant information.  

Given these critiques, it is important for research which examines the effects 

of framing on the audience to consider the impact that prior knowledge and personal 

experience has. One of the ways this can be done is by surveying the audience 

regarding their prior knowledge and personal experience. It is also important for 

researchers to consider that it can be difficult to determine what is content and what is 

actual framing. This can be solved by using the same content and changing the media 

frame in an experimental vignette survey. 

Previous studies have changed the framing of a news article and surveyed the 

reader’s perception to show the effects of framing. Collectively, these studies show 

that media frames and the gender of the offender/victim can impact on how the 

audience views an issue. However, none of these studies examined whether media 

frames and the gender of the offender/victim impact on online comments in the 

context of intimate partner homicide. Only one study examines the effects of frames 

and gender on online comments regarding family violence (including intimate partner 

homicide) (Komazec & Farmer, 2020). However, this study does not control for 

audience characteristics (e.g., age and gender) and attitudes. In addition, as mentioned 

previously, no studies have been found that examine the impact of the gender of the 

offender/victim on incivility in articles featuring intimate partner homicides. 

Given these research gaps, the third study utilises an experimental research 

design to examine whether the nature and content of online comments change 

depending on the frame of the article and the gender of the offender/victim. The study 

also controls for media usage, attitudes, and participant demographics. Study 3 

answers the following research questions: 1) Do media frames affect the theme and 
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civility of comments?; 2) Does the gender of the offender/victim pair affect the theme 

and civility of comments?; and 3) Does the gender of the offender/victim pair and 

media frame interact to affect the theme and civility of comments?  

Chapter Summary 

Traditional gender stereotypes serve as the lens that will be used to interpret 

and discuss the results in this thesis. Existent research of media frames associated 

with lethal and non-lethal intimate partner violence revealed frames that focus on 

offenders, victims, and the context of homicides. The very limited amount of research 

examining online comments relating to lethal and non-lethal intimate partner violence 

found four key themes: bad offender; victim blaming, victim supporting; and 

emphasising intimate partner violence as a problem (thematic reporting). Other less 

prevalent themes include extending sympathies to family and friends, criticising the 

media’s portrayal, and the failure of the criminal justice system. Previous research has 

also found that framing impacts on public perceptions of crime. However, research 

has not specifically examined whether the frames present in news articles actually 

affect how (i.e., tone) and what (i.e., content) people write in online comments on 

news stories. 

The following chapter discusses the methods used in this thesis. The first 

study examines how media reports of intimate partner homicides are framed and 

whether the frames and subframes differ across the gender of the offender/victim pair. 

This is achieved through a mixed methods approach, whereby the data are analysed 

both quantitatively and qualitatively. The second study changes focus to how people 

respond to media articles (i.e., via online comments). Facebook comments regarding 

intimate partner homicides are analysed by conducting a thematic analysis. The third 

study also focuses on reader comments but uses an experimental vignette 
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methodology to examine whether media frames and the gender of the offender/victim 

pairs impact on the theme and civility of comments.  
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Chapter 3: Methodology  

As outlined in Chapter 2, while the literature has come a long way in terms of 

examining how intimate partner violence is portrayed in the media, there remains a 

lack of understanding in how frames and subframes qualitatively differ across gender 

of the offender/victim pairs for online reports of intimate partner homicide in 

Australia. Further research is also needed on the content (i.e., what is written) and 

tone (i.e., how it is written) of social media commentary, especially if such 

commentary differs across gender of intimate partner homicide offender/victim pairs. 

Research is also needed to ascertain if media frames affect social media comments, 

and if such effects differ for male and female offender/victim pairs. This thesis 

addresses these knowledge gaps through three separate but related studies. 

Study 1 focused on how intimate partner homicide is framed in online media 

in Australia and, importantly, whether frames and subframes differed across male 

offender/female victim or female offender/male victim pairs. Study 2 went one step 

further by examining how the audience comments on what is reported in these online 

articles and whether or not their comments differed across gender pairs. Study 3 took 

an experimental approach by using a vignette design to examine whether or not 

audience comments differed depending on the frame and the gender pairs while 

controlling for attitudes and participant demographics. This chapter presents the 

methodology of each of these three studies. 

Study 1: Gender Differences in Online Media Framing  

Study 1 examined how reports of intimate partner homicides were framed in 

online media in Australia and whether the frames and subframes used in these media 

reports differed across the gender of the featured offender/victim pair. This was 

achieved through a mixed methods approach, whereby online media articles were 
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analysed both quantitatively and qualitatively (although the former to a lesser extent). 

Ethical approval was obtained by the Griffith University Human Research Ethics 

Committee before the commencement of this research (reference number: 

2017/1004).  

Data Source and Sampling Procedure 

This study examined Australian online articles reporting on intimate partner 

homicides. The sample of articles was drawn from four online news sites with the 

highest readership in Australia at the time the study was conducted, namely 

news.com.au, ABC News Online, Ninemsn,2 and Yahoo73 (Watkins et al., 2016). At 

the time of data collection, the news delivered on these sites was available free of 

charge to consumers (Watkins et al., 2016). This study examined articles published 

during a 3-year period between 1 August 2014 and 31 July 2017. The start date was 

chosen as important updates were made to the Australian news reporting guidelines 

on that date (Australian Press Council, 2014). These updates clarified the Statement 

of Principles, including that reasonable steps must be taken to ensure information is 

accurate, and that there must be a fair and balanced presentation of facts. By choosing 

this start date, it ensured that all articles in the sample were subject to the same 

reporting guidelines.  

Google News was used to identify the online articles. Google News is a news 

aggregator that allows users to search for news content, use multiple keywords and 

phrases, select a date range, and select the source(s). Recent research has used Google 

News when examining intimate partner violence and online media (Komazec & 

Farmer, 2020). Further, research suggests that Google News is useful in obtaining a 

 
2 Ninemsn is now known as nine.com.au.  
3 In early 2018, Yahoo and Seven separated, however, the news articles were found 
prior to this separation. 
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larger quantity of online media stories compared to LexisNexis (Weaver & Bimber, 

2008), which is another platform that offers access to news articles. 

This study used a random sampling strategy to select online news articles 

featuring intimate partner homicide. This allowed each published article an equal 

chance of being selected, thereby increasing the likelihood of creating a sample that is 

representative of the full extent of intimate partner homicide articles published on any 

of the four sites selected for this study. Between 100 and 200 newspaper articles are 

considered a manageable sample for analyses aimed at identifying the content or 

themes of articles (Gould, 2004). Based on these guidelines, a target sample size of 

120 online articles was used. 

Microsoft Excel was used to randomly generate dates between 1 August 2014 

and 31 July 2017. The first date randomly generated in Microsoft Excel was selected 

in Google News, after which searches were conducted for key terms and the four 

online news sites. The key terms were homicide, homicides, kill, killed, killing, 

killings, kills, manslaughter, manslaughters, murder, murderer, murderers, murdering, 

murders, provocation, shooting, shootings, shot, shots, stab, stabbed, stabbing, 

strangled, strangulation, and violence. All of the online articles resulting from the 

search were then read to ensure they met the inclusion parameters for the study. This 

was because the search also brought up articles which reported on forms of homicide 

other than intimate partner homicide (e.g., stranger homicide) and non-lethal violence. 

Any articles that did not feature intimate partner homicide were excluded from the 

study. Intimate partner homicide was defined in the current study as a homicide where 

the offender and victim share a current or former intimate relationship (Bryant & 

Cussen, 2015), a definition that aligns with criteria that is used within the Australian 

and legal welfare context and international research. The process of random selection 
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of publication dates was repeated until the target sample size was reached. Appendix 

A shows the dates searched, the number of results that appeared, and the number of 

online articles analysed. All of the articles from the final date that met the search 

parameters were included in the sample, which resulted in a total sample size of 121 

online news articles. Of the 121 articles, 102 articles (84.3%) featured male offenders 

and 19 articles (15.7%) featured female offenders.4 The articles were imported into 

NVivo (version 12), which is a software program that enables the user to store and 

manage qualitative data, as well as code themes and conduct qualitative analyses. 

Coding and Analysing Frames 

This study consisted of three phases (see Figure 3.1). During the first phase, a 

deductive qualitative framing analysis was used to ascertain whether four well-

established frames were present in the online articles. The second phase involved a 

statistical analysis to examine whether the frames differed across gender. In the third 

phase, an inductive qualitative framing analysis was used to identify gendered 

subframes. The following section presents the steps involved in the three phases. 

Figure 3.1  

Steps Involved in Coding and Analysing Frames and Subframes in Study 1 

 
 

Phase 1: Deductive Coding for Frames Present in Articles. In the first 

phase, a qualitative framing analysis was undertaken in NVivo to identify the frames 

 
4 The focus of this study is pairs presented as male/female as this remains the most 
commonly reported relationship in media articles. Thus, any news article relating to 
same-sex pairings was eliminated from the study. In this instance, two articles with 
same-sex parings were excluded. 

Phase 1: Deductive 
coding for frames present 

in articles

Phase 2: Statistical 
analysis of deductive 
frames across gender

Phase 3: Inductive coding 
for subframes and 

qualitative analysis across 
gender 
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used in the articles. In this study, framing is defined as selecting some aspects of a 

perceived reality, and making them more salient in the text (Entman, 1993), in line 

with previous studies (Bouzerdan & Whitten-Woodring, 2018; Bullock, 2007; Easteal 

et al., 2015b; Matthes, 2009). This definition encompasses two key aspects: selection 

(focusing on certain aspects of an issue and not others) and salience (making certain 

information more noticeable or meaningful to readers, for example through the use of 

certain words) (Entman, 1993). 

The 121 articles were examined using a deductive approach, whereby four 

predetermined frames derived from theory and prior research were used to guide the 

analysis (David & Baden, 2017; Linstrom & Marais, 2012; Matthes, 2009; Semetko 

& Valkenburg, 2000). Although a limitation with deductive processes is that new 

frames might be overlooked (Matthes & Kohring, 2008; Semetko & Valkenburg, 

2000), it was chosen for the current study because of pre-existing empirical 

frameworks depicting intimate partner homicide (as reviewed in Chapter 2; e.g., 

Bullock, 2007; Carlyle et al., 2014a; Fairbairn & Dawson, 2013; Gillespie et al., 

2013; Richards et al., 2011). A further rationale for using a deductive approach is its 

replicability and ability to cope with large samples (Semetko & Valkenburg, 2000). 

While prior research has identified the media’s use of a range of frames 

depicting intimate partner homicide, the current study examined the presence of four 

prominent frames: bad offender, victim blaming, victim supporting, and episodic 

reporting. These four frames were selected because of their conceptual significance 

and because only a limited amount of research has previously examined the 

differences across gender in these frames. It is argued in this thesis that these frames 

are particularly problematic in terms of perpetuating harmful perceptions of intimate 

partner homicide. Analysing the bad offender frame enables researchers to examine 
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how the media portrays individuals involved in a homicide as culpable (Bullock, 

2007; Komazec & Farmer, 2020), potentially influencing public perceptions of guilt 

or wrongdoing. Additionally, it is crucial to investigate the victim blaming frame, 

because this frame can perpetuate harmful social perceptions, particularly regarding 

violence against women (Meyers, 1994; Meyers, 1996). Victim blaming narratives 

may impede empathy and support for those who have suffered harm (Anastasio & 

Costa, 2004; Meyers, 1996). This also highlights the necessity to examine whether the 

victim supporting frame is prominent in media articles. Examining episodic reporting 

is important for recognising when media coverage may be overly focused on isolated 

incidents, which may hinder discussions about policy changes that can address 

underlying societal problems (Gross, 2008; Iyengar, 1991). 

The four frames were operationalised based on previous research. The bad 

offender frame was coded for in articles that criticised or blamed the offender (e.g., 

likening them to a monster) (Bullock, 2007; Komazec & Farmer, 2020; Wozniak & 

McCloskey, 2010). The victim blaming frame was coded for in articles that indirectly 

or directly blamed the victim. Indirect tactics involve providing excuses for the 

offender (e.g., mental health issues, alcohol use, or being out of control), whereas 

direct victim blaming tactics involve blaming the victim through negative 

characterisation of the victim (Meyers, 1994; Richards et al., 2011; Taylor, 2008). 

The victim supporting frame was coded via two ways – by describing the victim’s 

positive characteristics and/or by portraying the homicide as sad or tragic (Collins, 

2016; Lloyd & Ramon, 2017; Wozniak & McCloskey, 2010). Episodic reporting was 

coded when articles focus on the single homicide incident rather than on broader 

societal issues involving intimate partner violence, such as the importance of 
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prevention efforts (Bullock, 2007; Bullock & Cubert, 2002; Gillespie et al., 2013; 

Taylor & Sorenson, 2002). 

The articles were coded based on the written language in the headline and the 

main body of the article. This included looking at individual words, phrases, and 

sentences (Entman, 1991; Entman, 1993; Gamson & Modigliani, 1989; Pan & 

Kosicki, 1993). The written text was coded both in terms of its explicit meaning 

(manifest content) and implied meaning (latent content) to provide a more 

comprehensive understanding of the content and to ensure a more robust and 

insightful analysis (Cash & Snider, 2014). A manifest approach involves detecting 

themes from the surface meanings of the data (David & Baden, 2017). Manifest 

content is the explicit meaning and does not look beyond what was written in the 

media articles. Conversely, a latent approach involves examining the underlying ideas 

and assumptions of the data (David & Baden, 2017). For example, the explicit 

meaning of an offender described as “evil” is being immoral or wicked (manifest 

content). On the other hand, discussing how an offender sobbed in court might imply 

they are remorseful (latent content).  

Phase 2: Statistical Analysis of Deductive Frames Across Gender. Once 

the deductive process was completed, the second phase involved a statistical analysis 

to examine whether the frames coded for in the deductive process differed across the 

gender of the offender/victim pairs. The gender of the offender/victim pairs was 

firstly recorded in NVivo. The gender of the offender/victim pairs and the frames were 

then imported from NVivo into IBM SPSS Software 29 (SPSS). Chi-square tests were 

used to test for potential differences in the frames across gender. The test was chosen 

as it allows for the comparison of two distributions of categorical variables, testing 

whether any patterns are due to chance (Pallant, 2013). Yate’s Correction for 
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Continuity was used, as this compensates for the overestimation of the chi-square 

value in 2 × 2 tables (Pallant, 2013). Fisher’s Exact Test was used for frames where 

the cells had an expected count less than “5”. Given Fisher’s Exact Test does not 

generate a test statistic, only the p-values were reported for these variables. The size 

of the difference (or effect) between the distributions was also examined. The phi 

coefficient value was calculated to examine the effect size for 2 × 2 tables (Pallant, 

2013). The interpretation of the effect size follows the recommended guidelines (0.10 

= small, 0.30 = medium, 0.50 = large; Cohen, 1988). 

Phase 3: Inductive Coding for Subframes and Qualitative Analysis Across 

Gender. The third phase involved coding for gendered subframes using a qualitative 

framing analysis. While quantitative analyses can reveal differences in the prevalence 

of main frames, an in-depth coding of subframes as they differ by gender is important 

to more fully understand the deeper meaning of the text (see e.g., Macnamara, 2005). 

Importantly, such an analysis addresses the lack of available research examining 

differences in how gender is portrayed in lethal violence involving intimate partners. 

Given the lack of previous research that has examined differences across gender, an 

inductive approach was used to identify the subframes. An inductive approach 

focuses on identifying the frames (or in this case, subframes) that emerge from the 

data itself (David & Baden, 2017; Linstrom & Marais, 2012; Matthes, 2009; Semetko 

& Valkenburg, 2000). Using an inductive approach allows for flexibility in finding 

new subframes (Matthes & Kohring, 2008; Semetko & Valkenburg, 2000), which, 

due to the limited amount of previous research, is particularly important when 

examining the differences across gender. 

The articles were read several times to explore the qualitative differences 

across gender. The four frames were examined to identify subframes to compare 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  66 

gender. Similar to above, the articles were coded based on the language used in the 

articles. Both manifest and latent content were analysed. The news articles were 

firstly read to generate preliminary codes. Subsequent re-readings were conducted to 

refine or introduce new codes. These codes were then organised into subframes to 

highlight the qualitative differences across gender (see Chapter 4 for further details). 

Given the interconnections between observations, analysis, and conclusions in 

inductive analysis, and that the coding process is such a big part of the results, the 

coding is not discussed here. 

Coding Reliability 

One key critique of framing research is the potential lack of reliability in terms 

of the coding (Matthes, 2009). Coder reliability refers to the consistency of the coding 

(Richards, 2009). One method of increasing reliability is for the researcher to engage 

in frequent debriefing sessions with academic experts to put their work through peer 

scrutiny (Shenton, 2004). Therefore, the coding was discussed with the research team 

on numerous occasions and modified in line with their recommendations and 

feedback. In addition, the current study specifically examined inter-rater reliability, to 

ensure the coding manual was easily followed and devoid of ambiguity. A research 

student external to the project independently coded 10% of the articles for frames 

using a coding manual. The results showed a high level of consistency (88%). 

Nevertheless, a few issues did arise, such as whether excusing an offender forms part 

of the victim blaming frame or if it should be coded as a separate frame. These issues 

were discussed both with the independent coder and with the research team, and the 

frames were amended accordingly (e.g., it was decided that excusing an offender 

would form part of the victim blaming frame). 
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Study 2: Gender Differences in Facebook Comments  

Study 1 focused on media framing by examining online news articles. Study 2 

changed focus to how people respond to those articles. This was achieved by 

examining Facebook comments in which readers responded to online articles about 

intimate partner homicide. Given the focus on gendered portrayals in this thesis, the 

comments were analysed across gender, i.e., whether the intimate partner homicide 

involved male offender/female victim pairs or female offender/male victim pairs. Two 

aspects of the comments were examined: content and civility. As such, the analysis 

focuses not only on what (i.e., the theme) is discussed, but also how (i.e., the tone, 

namely civility) it is discussed. The data were examined by conducting a thematic 

analysis of Facebook comments. The Griffith University Human Research Ethics 

Committee granted ethical approval prior to the commencement of this research 

(reference number: 2017/1004). 

Data Source 

The second study relied on a sample of online comments made by readers in 

response to online news reports of intimate partner homicide. To do this, Study 2 used 

the same online news articles that were collected and analysed for Study 1, namely 

121 Australian online articles featuring intimate partner homicides that were reported 

by the media for three years (between 1 August 2014 and 31 July 2017). As discussed 

previously, these were randomly selected from the four online news sites with the 

highest readership in Australia at that time (news.com.au, ABC News Online, 

Ninemsn, and Yahoo7) (Watkins et al., 2016). 

Sampling Procedure 

The procedure of collecting the sample to be analysed consisted of a number 

of steps. First, the online articles from Study 1 were located on Facebook in order to 
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collect the online comments. Facebook was selected because many online news sites 

(including news.com.au, ABC News Online, Ninemsn, and Yahoo7) do not allow 

readers to comment on some (or all) articles posted on their own websites, however, 

users were able to comment on the article on the news sites’ Facebook pages. 

Furthermore, Facebook is the predominant social media site used in Australia by the 

public to find, read, share, or discuss news (Watkins et al., 2016). 

The second step was to search for each of the individual articles on Facebook. 

This was done by selecting the source in Facebook (news.com.au, ABC News Online, 

Ninemsn, and Yahoo7) and then searching for the title of the article, offender name, 

or victim name to find the specific article. The online media sites only post a selection 

of the sampled news articles on their associated Facebook pages. Given that the focus 

of this study was to examine reader comments on those articles that do make it to 

online platforms where commentary is possible (e.g., Facebook), if a specific article 

was not located in Facebook, it was excluded from the study. Twenty of the original 

121 online news articles were located on Facebook. 

Third, a preliminary examination of comments on articles relating to intimate 

partner homicide revealed that some articles attract in excess of 400 comments while 

others attract much fewer comments. For practical reasons it was not possible to 

analyse all of the comments, even though the number of articles was only 20, 

therefore, a sample of comments was drawn. For logistical reasons it was decided that 

a maximum of 400 comments be analysed. A sample of 20 comments were drawn for 

each article (20 comments x 20 online articles = 400 comments). Facebook allows a 

user to view “all comments”, “most relevant comments” or “new comments”. This 

study utilised the 20 “most relevant” comments because this includes the comments 

with the most views, reactions, and replies. When browsing Facebook, the majority of 
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users will see the “most relevant” comments first. In cases where fewer than 20 of 

these comments were available, all were used. This resulted in a sample of 371 

comments, ranging in length from one word to 243 words (though most were 

relatively short; median = 17 words). Of the 371 comments, 37 had responded to 

articles with female offenders and 334 had responded to articles with male offenders. 

The comments were then imported into NVivo. 

Coding and Analysing Themes and Civility 

Similar to Study 1, this study consisted of three phases (see Figure 3.2). In the 

first phase, an inductive thematic analysis was used to identify the themes in 

comments. The presence of incivility within each theme was also coded for. During 

the second phase, a statistical analysis was completed to examine whether the themes 

and civility differed across gender. In the third phase, differences across gender for 

the themes and civility were examined qualitatively. The following section presents 

the steps involved in these three phases. 

Figure 3.2  

Steps Involved in Coding and Analysing Themes and Civility in Study 2 

 
 
 

Phase 1: Coding for Themes and Civility in Comments. A thematic 

analysis was conducted in NVivo. Thematic analysis is a commonly used technique to 

identify, analyse and report themes derived from qualitative data (Braun & Clarke, 

2006). A theme encompasses what is important about the data set and outlines 

patterned responses from the data (Braun & Clarke, 2006). A thematic analysis has 

several advantages including flexibility, ease of use, and the ability to clearly 
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summarise and interpret textual data (Braun & Clarke, 2006). The study followed the 

steps outlined by Braun and Clarke (2006) for how to conduct a thematic analysis. 

These steps are familiarising oneself with the data, generating initial codes, searching 

for themes, reviewing themes, and defining and naming themes. 

Given that so few studies examine comments in the context of intimate partner 

homicide, an inductive approach was used. The data were read to generate 

preliminary codes. The comments were then re-read several times to explore whether 

themes should be modified or if additional themes should be added. Similar to Study 

1, both manifest and latent content was coded as part of the thematic analysis. While a 

range of themes was found, seven prominent themes emerged. These themes are: 1) 

bad offender, 2) victim blaming, 3) victim supporting, 4) sympathy with family, 5) 

lenient criminal justice response, 6) critiquing media’s portrayal, and 7) emphasising 

intimate partner violence as a problem. It is worth noting that these themes were also 

seen in previous studies examining comments relating to intimate partner violence 

(Aragbuwa, 2020; Bou-Franch, 2013; Brossoie et al., 2012; Carlyle et al., 2019; 

Komazec & Farmer, 2020; Whiting et al., 2019). 

Importantly, in addition to coding for themes, the presence of incivility within 

each theme was examined using a deductive approach. This was achieved by using 

Coe et al.’s (2014) operationalisation of incivility because it is frequently used by 

media scholars (Prochazka et al., 2016; Rains et al., 2017; Rohlinger & Vaccaro, 

2021; Ziegele et al., 2017). Here, incivility is defined as “features of discussion that 

convey an unnecessarily disrespectful tone towards the discussion forum, its 

participants, or its topics” (Coe et al., 2014, p. 660). According to Coe et al.’s (2014) 

conceptualisation, there are five key forms of incivility: 
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• Name-calling – refers to mean-spirited or disparaging words directed at a 

person or group of people. 

• Aspersion – refers to disparaging words against an idea, plan, policy, or 

behaviour. 

• Lying – includes expressing or implying that an idea, plan, or policy is 

disingenuous. 

• Vulgarity – refers to profanity or language that would be considered 

improper in professional discourse. 

• Pejorative for speech – involves disparaging remarks about the way 

someone communicates. 

In this study, comments were coded as uncivil if they had at least one of these 

five forms of incivility. These forms are not mutually exclusive because a comment 

could contain more than one type of incivility (e.g., a comment could contain both 

vulgarity and name-calling). A comment was coded as civil when none of the five 

forms of incivility were present. It is important to note that comments were coded as 

civil or uncivil based on their entirety (i.e., if any portion of the comment was deemed 

uncivil, the entire comment was coded as uncivil).  

Phase 2: Statistical Analysis of Themes and Civility Across Gender. 

Similar to Study 1, in the second phase, statistical differences across the themes and 

civility for the gender of the offender/victim pairs were examined. Following the 

same steps as Study 1 (see above), the statistical analyses consisted of chi-square tests 

using Yate’s Correction for Continuity or Fisher’s Exact Test depending on the data. 

Effect sizes (using the phi coefficient value) were interpreted according to Cohen’s 

(1988) guidelines. 
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Phase 3: Qualitative Analysis of Themes and Civility Across Gender. 

Importantly, the differences across gender were also examined qualitatively. The 

themes of comments were examined to identify any subthemes to compare gender 

(via an inductive thematic analysis). Rather than including a separate discussion on 

civility, this aspect of communication is discussed within each theme to examine 

gender, because the delivery of a comment (i.e., the tone) represents such a 

fundamental aspect of communication. Thus, given that civility provides significant 

meaning and interpretation of a message, civility is discussed within each of the 

themes to compare the gender of the offender/victim pairs, as opposed to being siloed. 

Coding Reliability 

Similar to Study 1, to increase reliability coding was discussed with the 

research team on numerous occasions and modified in line with their 

recommendations and feedback (as a form of peer scrutiny; Shenton (2004)). In 

addition, the same research student (external to the project) who independently coded 

10% of the articles for frames (see Study 1 above) also coded the comments for 

themes and civility. The results showed a high level of consistency for the themes 

(93%) and a moderately high level of consistency for civility (74%). Some issues did 

arise, for example, whether using a disparaging tone against the media amounted to 

name-calling or aspersion (it was decided to code as the latter). Another example is 

whether commenters calling for the reinstatement of capital punishment should be 

coded as bad offender, criticising the criminal justice system, or both (it was decided 

that examples such as this one be coded as criticising the criminal justice system 

unless the commenter specifically discussed how the specific offender should be 

killed). These issues were discussed both with the independent coder and with the 

research team, and the coding instructions were clarified accordingly. 
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Study 3: Gender Differences and the Impact of Media Frames on Audience 

Commentary 

The last study of this thesis (Study 3) also focused on online comments. The 

main difference is the methodology used. While Study 2 relied on an existing sample 

of comments (i.e., comments that had been posted on Facebook in response to actual 

online articles), Study 3 extended this research by relying on an experimental vignette 

methodology. As discussed in Chapter 2, one critique of framing effects is that it can 

be difficult to determine if it is the content or the frame that impacts the public’s 

perception of an issue. Therefore, a vignette design was selected for Study 3 as this 

allows the researcher to keep the content of the news article constant (i.e., by using 

the same intimate partner homicide case) while changing how it is framed. It allows 

the researcher to examine how different frames impact on the content of online 

comments. 

Vignettes are stories or short descriptions about individuals/situations that are 

presented to respondents (usually within a survey) to examine their judgement about 

the scenarios (Atzmüller & Steiner, 2010; Rooks et al., 2000; Rossi et al., 1974). 

Vignette surveys are commonly used in psychology, sociology, education, and 

marketing (Atzmüller & Steiner, 2010). They are often used in quantitative research 

but have also been used in qualitative research (Atzmüller & Steiner, 2010; Barter & 

Renold, 1999). Using vignettes allows researchers to explore beliefs and attitudes 

induced by a stimuli (Rahman, 1996) and evokes genuine participant responses while 

allowing for the control and manipulation of selected variables (Silva et al., 2019). 

Vignette research usually has at least one of three purposes: 1) to elicit reactions and 

responses to stimulus, 2) to understand individual perceptions, beliefs and attitudes, or 

3) to explore new areas of research or sensitive topics (Barter & Renold, 1999; Hazel, 
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1995; Hughes, 1998; McInroy & Beer, 2022). All of these aims were present in the 

current study. 

Study 3 had three main research objectives. First, to examine whether media 

frames affect the theme and civility of comments. Second, to examine whether the 

gender of the offender/victim pairs affects the theme and civility of comments. 

Finally, to examine how the gender of the offender/victim pairs and media frame 

interact to affect the theme and civility of comments. 

For feasibility reasons, this study focused on two frames: bad offender and 

victim blaming. While it would have been ideal to include a broader number of 

frames, expected sample size and time constraints limited the number of frames used 

in the vignettes. The bad offender frame was selected because of its high prevalence 

in the online articles in Study 1 and the comments in Study 2. It is also commonly 

featured in media research exploring violence (e.g., Bullock, 2007; Carlyle et al., 

2019; Easteal et al., 2015a; Komazec & Farmer, 2020; Lloyd & Ramon, 2017; Noh et 

al., 2010; Pelvin, 2017; Wilczynski, 1991; Wozniak & McCloskey, 2010). The second 

frame, victim blaming, was selected because of its high prevalence in the online 

articles in Study 1. While victim blaming was less prevalent in Study 2, previous 

research has shown a high prevalence in online comments (Komazec & Farmer, 2020; 

Whiting et al., 2020), which means it warrants further attention. The victim blaming 

frame is also important to examine because such framing can lead to continuation of 

harmful social perceptions with regard to violence against women (Meyers, 1994; 

Meyers, 1996). Finally, the selection of these two frames was supported by the 

findings in Studies 1 and 2, which revealed important differences in terms of the 

prevalence and nature of the frames across gender of the offender/victim pairs. 
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Sampling Frame and Data Collection 

Respondents were recruited via Facebook. When compared to traditional 

recruitment methods, recruiting via Facebook can be more affordable, have shorter 

recruitment periods, and provide better representation (Whitaker et al., 2017). A paid 

advertisement was placed on Facebook. The advertisement ran for approximately one 

month. Facebook uses an algorithm to determine who will see the advertisement that 

is based on the amount paid to display the advertisement. The advertisement appeared 

on Facebook users accounts who were 18 years old and over and lived in Australia. 

Once a respondent clicked on the advertisement, they were redirected to the survey. 

This research was conducted in accordance with ethical approval granted by 

the Griffith University Human Research Ethics Committee (reference number: 

2019/133). Respondents were asked to provide informed consent (by ticking a box) 

prior to beginning the survey. The survey preamble indicated the voluntary nature of 

participation, stating that respondents were not required to respond to every question 

and could withdraw from the survey at any point. The survey was completed 

anonymously and contact information for support services related to intimate partner 

violence was provided to respondents. 

The survey was administered on the website LimeSurvey, which is an online 

survey tool. Each respondent was randomly assigned to one of four vignettes upon 

entering the survey. The vignettes featured an intimate partner homicide news article 

edited specifically for the current study but based on an existing online news article 

("Woman dies, man in custody after double shooting on suburban road in Hobart," 

2015, May 15). This was to avoid the vignette not feeling “real” – which is a 

limitation of vignette research (Marques Nascimento Macêdo & Bispo, 2023; 
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Sampson & Johannessen, 2020). The existing article was edited to reflect a bad 

offender or victim blaming frame. 

The vignettes varied on two dimensions: type of media frame (bad offender or 

victim blaming frame) and gender of the offender/victim pairs (male or female). This 

resulted in four scenarios: 1) a bad offender frame with a male offender/female victim 

pair, 2) a bad offender frame with a female offender/male victim pair, 3) a victim 

blaming frame with a male offender/female victim pair, and 4) a victim blaming 

frame with a female offender/male victim pair. Male/female pairs were used in the 

vignettes because adding another dimension to the vignettes was not feasible, as this 

would have required significantly more respondents participating in the study. The 

bad male offender scenario is presented in Table 3.1. The other scenarios can be 

found in Appendix B. 
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Table 3.1       

Male Offender/Female Victim, Bad Offender Frame 

Man in custody after a cowardly and vicious shooting on suburban road in 
Hobart 

A 37-year-old woman has died after a brutal daylight shooting on a main Hobart 
road on Thursday afternoon. 

Police said the 38-year-old man, the woman's estranged partner, allegedly confronted 
her in her car and fired several shots from a shortened rifle, hitting her in the face. 

She was taken to hospital but later died. 

Inspector Jenkins said the killing was "brutal, premeditated and senseless" and said that 
man had not expressed any remorse for his actions. 

He said the "cold-blooded murder" showed a "total disregard for the sanctity of life". 

Police said a passing motorist restrained the man until they arrived at the scene at New 
Town, in Hobart's north. The witness described the murder as “horrific and shocking to 
see”. 

The Huon Valley man will appear in court on Friday charged with murder. 

Police were called to the area to respond to reports of shots being fired on Risdon Road 
near the Brooker Highway about 3:15pm (AEST). 

Inspector Jenkins said officers were on the scene within minutes. 

"There's been a number of witnesses that have observed what has happened and they've 
been very forthcoming to the attending police," he said. 

"There's nothing to indicate that there's anyone else involved, apart from the parties 
that were here." 

He said the man’s actions were a "cowardly and vicious attack" on a woman. 

There were children playing at a nearby soccer field at the time of the incident. 

Risdon Road was closed to traffic between Albert Road and the highway. 

The area was treated as a crime scene and police have appealed for more witnesses. 

 

Respondents were asked to read the vignette and then leave an online 

comment as they would on social media. Participants were subsequently asked 

questions about their media and social media usage, criminal justice attitudes, and 
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demographics (see operationalisations below). The aim was to obtain a sample size of 

at least 50 respondents per scenario across four frames, totalling at least 200 

participants. This sample size was aimed for because, as a rule of thumb, to detect 

differences between groups at conventional levels of significance (p < .05) and power 

(80%), at least 30 participants per cell is required (Cohen, 1988). 

A total of 639 respondents participated in the online survey, were over 18, and 

lived in Australia (the requirements for participation). However, providing a comment 

on the article (i.e., the vignette) was not compulsory for respondents. Given the focus 

on online commentary in the current study, respondents who did not leave a comment 

were excluded from the sample (n = 49). In addition, respondents were asked “how 

was the victim killed?” to check if they had read the article. This attention check 

looks for inattentive respondents to remove their answers, which ensures high quality 

data (Abbey & Meloy, 2017). This means respondents who answered this question 

incorrectly were eliminated from the sample (n = 3). A total of 537 (84%) respondents 

wrote a comment on the article they had read, completed the whole survey (i.e., all the 

questions), and correctly answered how the victim was killed. This was the sample 

used in the current study. 

Measures 

This study examined a variety of measures including dependent, independent, 

and control variables. The ways in which these variables were operationalised are 

described below. The dependent variables are described first, followed by the 

independent variables, and the control variables. 

Dependent Variables. The respondents’ comments were coded using a 

deductive thematic analysis. This was conducted in NVivo and imported into SPSS. 

Two characteristics of the comments were examined, namely what the comment was 
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about (theme) and the tone of the comment (civility). Specifically, the comments were 

coded for 1) victim blaming, 2) bad offender (i.e., criticising the offender), and 3) 

incivility. 

Unlike Study 2, which examined a broad range of themes, the themes coded 

for in the current study were limited to two: victim blaming and bad offender. This 

was done in order to examine whether the theme of the comments matched the media 

frame presented in the vignette, for example, whether the victim blaming media frame 

resulted in victim blaming comments. In terms of coding, respondents that criticised 

and/or blamed the offender in comments, for example by desiring retribution, using 

name-calling, or criticising the offender’s behaviour, were coded as bad offender 

comments, in line with Study 2. A comment was coded as victim blaming if either 

direct victim blaming techniques or indirect victim blaming techniques (excusing the 

offender) were present, which aligns with past research (Meyers, 1994; Richards et 

al., 2011; Taylor, 2008). In terms of civility, comments were coded as uncivil if they 

contained at least one of the five forms of incivility: name-calling, aspersion, lying, 

vulgarity, or pejorative for speech (Coe et al., 2014), and coded as civil if they did not 

contain any of these five forms (see relevant section for Study 2, in which this 

operationalisation was discussed further). 

Independent Variables. As previously discussed, the vignettes varied on two 

dimensions: type of media frame and gender of the offender/victim pairs. Therefore, 

the two independent variables are 1) gender of the offender/victim pairs (male or 

female), and 2) media frame (bad offender or victim blaming). What constitutes bad 

offender and victim blaming frames has been outlined above. 

Control Variables. Several control variables were included in the study. 

Some of these variables were constructed by the research team, while others were 
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drawn from existing literature. These variables were specifically chosen as research 

suggests that prior knowledge, characteristics, and personal experiences can shape 

audience understanding of an issue or topic (Carragee & Roefs, 2004; Rhee, 1997; 

Van Gorp et al., 2009). Specifically, the type of media consumed (e.g., online or 

traditional media) (Näsi et al., 2021; Ray & Kort-Butler, 2020), personal experience 

such as prior victimisation (Kort-Butler & Habecker, 2018; Näsi et al., 2021; Smolej 

& Kivivuori, 2006), prior experience with the criminal justice system (Pickett et al., 

2015), and demographics including age, ethnicity, and education (Callanan, 2012; 

Näsi et al., 2021; Smolej & Kivivuori, 2006) can impact views of crime. 

Online Media Main Source of News. Respondents were asked “what is your 

main source of news?” (drawn from Watkins et al., 2016). Respondents could select 

either television news, radio news, print news, online news via websites, online news 

via social media, or other (where they could list their main source). Those who 

selected either online news via websites or online news via social media were coded 

as “1”. All other responses were coded as “0”. 

Has Commented on Social Media. Respondents were asked “how often do 

you comment on an online news article on social media?” Respondents could choose 

from never, rarely, sometimes, or often. Those who selected never were coded as “0”, 

while all other responses were coded as “1”. 

 Confidence in Legal System. Respondents were asked “how much confidence 

do you have in the courts and legal system?” (drawn from Roberts & Indermaur, 

2007). Respondents could select none, some, or a lot. Those who selected none were 

coded as “0”, while those who selected some or a lot were coded as “1”. 

Believes Crime has Increased. Respondents were asked “over the last 2 years, 

do you think that a) crime has decreased, b) crime has stayed the same, or c) crime 
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has increased?” (drawn from Roberts & Indermaur, 2007). Responses that indicated 

crime has increased were coded as “1”, while responses that indicated crime had 

either decreased or stayed the same were coded as “0”. This variable had a high level 

of multicollinearity and was therefore removed from the analyses (see analytical 

strategy below for more detail). 

Wants Harsher Sentences. Respondents were asked if “the death penalty 

should be the punishment for murder” and if “people who break the law should be 

given harsher sentences” (drawn from Roberts & Indermaur, 2007). For each 

question, respondents could select strongly disagree, disagree, somewhat disagree, 

neutral, somewhat agree, agree, or strongly agree. If a respondent selected somewhat 

agree, agree, or strongly agree for either question, they were coded as “1”. All other 

responses were coded as “0”. 

Fear of Crime. Respondents were given eight crimes (sexual assault, car-

jacking, getting mugged, getting beaten up, being knifed or shot, getting murdered, 

being burglarised while at home, and being burglarised while no one is home) and 

asked to indicate if they were worried about this crime happening to themselves on a 

scale of never, rarely, somewhat frequently, and frequently (drawn from Dowler, 

2003). A scale was created based on their response (possible range: 0–24). Higher 

scores indicate higher levels of fear of crime. The scale showed good internal 

consistency (Cronbach’s alpha = .864). 

Intimate Partner Violence Victimisation. Respondents were asked whether 

they had previously been a victim of domestic violence (drawn from Dowler, 2003). 

The term “domestic violence” (as opposed to intimate partner violence) was used in 

the survey as the Australian public is more familiar with this terminology. While the 

term domestic violence may include violence between other family members in 
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previous literature, domestic violence is usually understood in Australian public 

discourse as violence occurring within current or past intimate partner relationships 

(Coumarelos et al., 2023). Those who answered yes were coded as “1”, and those who 

answered no were coded as “0”. 

Awareness of Intimate Partner Violence. Respondents were given a range of 

scenarios and asked to comment on whether these amounted to intimate partner 

violence. An example scenario is, “one partner controls the social life of the other 

partner by preventing them from seeing family and friends”. These scenarios are all 

forms of intimate partner violence and were drawn from the Australian Attitudes to 

Violence Against Women survey (Harris et al., 2015). The responses were coded as 

“1” if the respondent indicated that all the scenarios amounted to domestic violence. 

The responses were coded as “0” if the respondent selected that one or more of the 

scenarios did not amount to domestic violence. 

Direct Contact with Criminal Justice System (Self or Family).  Respondents 

were asked, “have you had any direct contact with police and criminal courts 

yourself” and “has a close family member had any direct contact with police and 

criminal courts”. Responses were coded as “1” if respondents answered “yes” to 

either one of these questions. All other responses were coded as “0”. 

Gender. Respondents were asked to indicate their gender. Responses were 

coded as either “0” (male) or “1” (female).5 

Age. Respondents were asked to enter their age (continuous variable). 

 
5 Respondents were asked to indicate their gender in the survey. Only six respondents 
indicated that they did not identify as male or female. In order to ensure the variable 
reached the recommended 10% threshold (Tabachnick & Fidell, 2013), only those 
who selected male or female were included in the analysis. 
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Identifies as Indigenous. Respondents were asked whether they identified as 

an Indigenous Australian. Responses were coded as either “1” (identified as 

Indigenous) or “0” (did not identify as Indigenous). 

University Degree. Respondents were asked “what is your highest level of 

education”. Respondents could select less than Year 12, Year 12, certificate, diploma, 

bachelor’s degree, postgraduate degree, or PhD. Responses were coded as “1” if they 

selected either bachelor’s degree, postgraduate degree, or PhD. All other responses 

were coded as “0”. 

Analytical Strategy 

Data were analysed using SPSS (version 29). First, bivariate analyses were run 

to examine whether the media frame (victim blaming/bad offender) and the gender of 

the offender/victim pairs were associated with the theme or civility of comments 

made by respondents. Following the same steps as Study 1 and 2 (see above), the 

statistical analyses consisted of chi-square tests using Yate’s Correction for 

Continuity. Effect size (using the phi coefficient value) was interpreted according to 

Cohen’s (1988) guidelines. 

Second, multivariate analyses were run to examine whether or not the media 

frame and gender of the offender/victim pairs influences comments while controlling 

for a range of variables that might be associated with respondents’ attitudes about 

victim and offender blame (see control variables above). Separate logistic regressions 

were conducted that examined the predictors of victim blaming comments, and the 

predictors of bad offender comments. Within each set of regressions, four separate 

models were run: 1) media frame as predictor, 2) gender of offender/victim pairs as 

predictor, 3) the main effects module (both media frame and gender as predictors), 

and 4) interaction effect of media frame and gender. 
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Due to the low number of uncivil comments (5.2%), multivariate models were 

not used to examine the civility of comments (see Tabachnick and Fidell (2013) for a 

discussion on the preferred 90/10 split in the dependent variable for robust estimates); 

therefore, only bivariate analyses were run for civility. As well as the bivariate 

analyses discussed previously, crosstabulation of media frame, gender of 

offender/victim pairs, and civility of comments were run to gain insight into the 

possible interaction between gender and media frame. 

Before conducting the logistic regressions, the variables were checked for 

multicollinearity, influential cases, and distribution. Tolerance values and Pearson’s r 

were inspected to assess for multicollinearity. None of the variables exhibited low 

tolerance values (less than .1), which would have suggested high correlations with 

other variables in the model (Pallant, 2013). For Pearson’s r, a threshold of .3 was 

used, with scores above this threshold indicating a medium correlation (positive or 

negative) between variables (Cohen, 1988). The correlation analyses revealed three 

potentially problematic variables.6 One of the control variables, namely believes 

crime has increased, was too highly correlated (i.e., r > 0.3) with three other variables 

(confidence in legal system, wants harsher sentences, and fear of crime). Given these 

variables measure various aspects of punitive attitudes (Dowler, 2003; Roberts & 

Indermaur, 2007), it was decided the variable believes crime has increased could be 

removed without jeopardising controlling for respondents’ punitive attitudes. In 

contrast, the decision was made to retain two other variables, namely comments on 

social media and respondent age, despite a correlation coefficient of above 3 (r = 

3.44). These variables were retained given their conceptual and empirical importance 

 
6 The correlation results table can be found in Appendix C. 
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in the current study. Cook’s distance was used as a measure of influence. Values 

above 1 indicate a case that may be influencing the model (Field, 2013). None of the 

variables had values above 1 in this study. In addition, the variables were inspected 

for distribution. These preliminary analyses revealed that few respondents identified 

as Indigenous (4.3%), so this variable was not included in the multivariate analyses 

given it did not reach the recommended 10% threshold (Tabachnick & Fidell, 2013). 

The logistic regressions were checked for the presence of outliers. 

Standardised residuals above 3 are cause for concern (Field, 2013). When examining 

the logistic regressions featuring victim blaming comments, initial analyses revealed 

four outliers with a standardised residual above 3 in two or more of the regression 

models. However, when the regressions were run without the outliers, the results were 

ostensibly the same (in terms of model fit and significant variables); therefore, the 

outliers were retained in the regressions. When examining the logistic regressions 

featuring bad offender comments, initial analyses revealed 18 outliers with a 

standardised residual above 3 in two or more of the regression models. Because 

removing the outliers significantly improved the models in terms of fit (e.g., 

Nagelkerke R2), the regression models with the outliers removed are presented in the 

results. 

Nagelkerke R2 and the area under the ROC curve were used to examine model 

fit, and these values are presented in the results tables. Nagelkerke R2 measures the 

proportion of variation in the dependent variables explained by the regression models 

(Field, 2013). Values closer to 1 indicate higher effects (Field, 2013). The area under 

the ROC curve measures the model’s ability to discriminate between those who 

experience the outcome of interest versus those who do not (Hosmer et al., 2013). An 

area under the curve of above .7 is considered acceptable (Hosmer et al., 2013). 
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The odds ratio (Exp[B]) and confidence intervals were analysed in the logistic 

regressions (Field, 2013). The conventional .05 threshold (Field, 2013) was used to 

indicate statistical significance. To interpret the direction of the significant interaction 

effect, odds ratios were manually computed and compared for the gender of the 

offender/victim pairs across the type of frame used in the article. The interaction was 

calculated by multiplying the gender odds ratio by the interaction ratio of odds ratios: 

b(g1)*b(g#f) (Norton et al., 2004; UCLA: Statistical Consulting Group, n.d.). 

Chapter Summary 

This chapter outlined the methodology of the three studies. Study 1 used a 

mixed methods approach, whereby the frames were analysed both quantitatively and 

qualitatively, although the former to a lesser extent. Study 1 analysed 121 articles 

featuring intimate partner homicides from Australia’s four online news sites with the 

highest readership rates at that time (news.com.au, ABC News Online, nine.com.au 

[previously called ninemsn], and Yahoo7). Importantly, the differences across gender 

were examined using a qualitative framing analysis, as this allows researchers to 

understand the deeper meanings of a text (Macnamara, 2005). 

Study 2 examined Facebook comments responding to online articles featuring 

intimate partner homicides. Given the focus on gendered portrayals in this thesis, the 

comments were analysed across gender, i.e., whether or not the intimate partner 

homicide involved male offender/female victim pairs or female offender/male victim 

pairs. Two aspects of the comments were examined: content and civility. Content was 

analysed using a thematic analysis to establish the main themes present. Civility was 

analysed using Coe et al.’s (2014) operationalisation of incivility.  

Study 3 used an experimental vignette design where respondents were 

recruited via Facebook. Each respondent was randomly assigned to one of four 
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vignettes that featured an intimate partner homicide news article. Bivariate analyses 

were first used to examine whether the media frame (victim blaming/bad offender) 

and the gender of the offender/victim pairs were associated with the theme or civility 

of respondents’ comments. Multivariate analyses were then run to examine whether 

or not the media frame and gender of the offender/victim pairs influenced comments 

while controlling for a range of variables that might be associated with respondents’ 

attitudes about victim and offender blame.  
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Chapter 4: Results Study 1 – Gender Differences in Online Media Framing 

This chapter outlines the results of Study 1, which sought to examine if and 

how media frames and subframes of intimate partner homicides differ depending on 

whether the homicide incidents reported on involve male offender/female victim pairs 

or female offender/male victim pairs. A mixed-methods approach was used, analysing 

the frames through both quantitative and qualitative means, with the primary 

emphasis on the latter. This chapter focuses on the prevalence and contextualisation 

of intimate partner homicide frames and subframes in online media across different 

gender pairs (male/female offender, male/female victim). 

As described in the methodology chapter, this study analysed 121 articles 

featuring intimate partner homicides from four Australian online news sites with the 

highest readership rates (news.com.au, ABC News Online, nine.com.au [previously 

called ninemsn], and Yahoo7). All articles featured pairs that were presented as 

male/female, which means that all male offenders portrayed in the articles had killed 

female victims, and vice versa. Of the 121 articles, 102 articles featured male 

offender/female victim pairs and 19 articles featured female offender/male victim 

pairs. Frames and subframes were identified through framing analysis (see Chapter 3). 

This chapter starts with discussing the differences in prevalence rates of the four main 

frames across gender, before moving on to qualitative differences of frames and 

subframes across gender.  

Differences in Prevalence Rates of Main Frames Across Gender  

The deductive framing analysis focused on four main frames in the data, three 

of which relate to how offenders/victims were portrayed (bad offender, victim 

blaming, and victim supporting), while the fourth frame relates to how the media 

framed the homicide event (episodic reporting). How these frames were 
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operationalised in the current study and the intricate ways in which they differ across 

gender pairs will be explained further, later in the chapter. Across the sample as a 

whole (i.e., without considering gender), the episodic reporting frame was by far the 

most common of the four frames (81%), followed by the bad offender frame (49.6%), 

victim supporting (43%) and victim blaming (36.4%) frames (see Table 4.1). These 

frames were not mutually exclusive (e.g., a media article could feature the bad 

offender frame and the victim supporting frame simultaneously). 

Table 4.1     

Intimate Partner Homicide Frames (n = 121) 

 Overall 
% (n) 

Male 
Offenders/ 
Female 
Victims 
% (n) 

Female 
Offenders/
Male 
Victims 
% (n) 

χ 2 (df) 
 

p 
 

Effect 
Size 

Bad offender 49.6 (60) 52.9 (54) 31.6 (6) 2.132 (1) .144 -.155 

Victim supporting  43.0 (52) 47.1 (48) 21.1 (4) 3.423 (1) .064 -.191 

Victim blaming 36.4 (44) 31.4 (32) 63.2 (12) 5.687 (1) .017 .240 

Episodic reporting 81.0 (98) 78.4 (80) 94.7 (18) ^ .120 .151 

Note. Continuity correction is reported, while effect size was calculated using Phi. 
^ Fisher’s Exact Test was used where cells had an expected count less than five. 

The bad offender and victim supporting frames were more commonly coded 

for in cases of male offender/female victim pairs (see Table 4.1). On the other hand, 

the victim blaming and episodic reporting frames were more commonly coded for in 

cases of female offender/male victim pairs. However, only one of these associations 

showed a statistically significant difference across gender, namely the victim blaming 

frame (χ 2 (1, n = 121) = 5.687, p = .017, phi = .240). Here, the findings revealed that 

female victims are statistically less likely to be blamed for their own deaths compared 

with male victims (31.4% versus 63.2% respectively).  
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Qualitative Differences of Frames and Subframes Across Gender  

Having reviewed the prevalence rates across gender pairs, this results chapter 

now turns to the qualitative analysis. Although parts of the following sections refer to 

percentages, the emphasis of the analyses is on qualitative portrayals using a framing 

analysis, to enable an understanding of the deeper meanings of the articles sampled 

and their content (Macnamara, 2005). The section begins with the bad offender frame, 

followed by the victim blaming, victim supporting, and episodic reporting frames. 

Within the four frames, subframes emerged from the framing analysis, and these are 

also detailed below. Figure 4.1 outlines the frames and subframes coded for in this 

study. 
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media as deviant and blameworthy for their actions (Ballinger, 1996; Berrington & 

Honkatukia, 2002; Bullock, 2007; Bullock & Cubert, 2002; Easteal et al., 2015a; 

Komazec & Farmer, 2020; Lloyd & Ramon, 2017; Mackie, 2016; Noh et al., 2010; 

Pelvin, 2017; Wilczynski, 1991; Wozniak & McCloskey, 2010). Portraying offenders 

as bad forms part of a method to differentiate offenders from “normal” people. When 

readers are exposed to portrayals of offenders as bad, they are made to think that 

intimate partner homicides are only perpetrated by a certain type of person, namely 

someone who differs from the norm (Bullock & Cubert, 2002). Focusing on 

offenders’ negative characteristics satisfies the public’s need to view violence as 

behaviour that is exhibited by someone different from themselves (Jasinski, 2001). 

This has the potential effect of lulling readers into a false sense of security because it 

downplays the fact that intimate partner homicide is perpetrated by offenders who 

sometimes appear to be normal people. This highlights the importance of 

understanding how offenders of intimate partner homicides are portrayed.  

In the current study, offenders were framed as bad using three key methods: a) 

using emotive labels, such as evil or cold, to describe the offender; b) focusing on the 

horrific nature of the homicide act, or c) focusing on the past behaviours of the 

offender (i.e., not specifically related to the homicide), such as their history of 

criminal involvement. These subframes are not mutually exclusive and are discussed 

separately below. In particular, the differences across gender in each of these 

subframes will be explored.  

Cold-hearted Monsters: Using Emotive Labels to Describe Offenders’ 

Personality Characteristics. The first method used to portray offenders as bad 

involved using emotive labels to describe the (mainly male) offender. The current 

study found that one-fifth of all articles with male offenders featured this subframe 
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compared to only one article (about 5%) with a female offender. Importantly, the 

intensity of the emotive labels ranged quite substantially from milder emotive labels 

(e.g., smug or cold), to stronger emotive labels (e.g., evil or cowardly). 

An example of a strong emotive label frequently found within the current data 

to describe male offenders was “monster”. For example, in one article a family 

member of the victim was quoted by the media as saying, “You're a monster, an 

inhumane, disgusting, poor excuse for a human” (YA170816b), in reference to an 

offender who had strangled his wife, and then buried her in his parents’ backyard. It 

has been argued that the cultural fascination with monsters, blasted through media 

channels across modern-day society, is symptomatic of an underlying fear and anxiety 

and a need to embody the mythical in a practical and understandable form; in this 

case, the monstrous male offender who kills his intimate partner (Cohen, 1996). 

Interestingly, in the current study, no female offender was ever referred to as a 

monster, nor referred to using strong emotive language at all.  

Men were described both in milder and stronger emotive terms. In terms of 

milder emotive labels, male offenders were described as cold, unemotional, and 

uncaring. These examples showcase how male offenders may not defy traditional 

gender stereotypes in the same way female offenders do. Indeed, male offenders were 

more often portrayed as bad because violence is seen to be part of their nature 

(Carlyle et al., 2014b). Outside of criminology, previous research has found that men 

rate lower than women in terms of communality (i.e., having concerns for others, 

sociability, and emotional sensitivity) (Hentschel et al., 2019). This suggests that men 

are stereotypically expected to be colder and less caring than women. An example in 

the current study of a male offender being portrayed as cold is “man strangles wife, 

begins planning funeral” (NE220216b). This is in reference to a case where a man 
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strangled his wife because he felt stuck in an unhappy marriage, only to (within a few 

hours) phone a funeral director to start planning her funeral, and then gave away their 

cat to an animal shelter. Here, the man’s seemingly calculated thoughts post homicide 

indicates to the reader that the offender lacks emotion and, thus, is a cold person.  

While this subframe (emotive labels) is a recurring theme in the articles 

portraying male offenders, it was much less common in portrayals of female 

offenders. Instead, the prominent method of discussing female offenders was to refer 

to the homicide act itself or other bad acts (subframes that are discussed in further 

detail below). As previously mentioned, this is indicative of a culture in which 

violence is viewed as being part of a man’s nature (Carlyle et al., 2014b). Importantly, 

the emotive labels used were neither as strong nor as frequent in articles regarding 

female offenders.  

In fact, only one article contained emotive labels to showcase a female 

offender as bad. In this article, the reader was told that the offender showed a “total 

disregard for the sanctity of life” (AB080115), suggesting that she was cold-hearted 

(in other words, bad). Though not common in the current sample, research has shown 

that violent (or bad) women are often seen as “doubly deviant”, referring to the 

deviance of breaking the law and the deviance of going against the norms and 

expectations associated with appropriate feminine behaviour (Berrington & 

Honkatukia, 2002). In other words, female offenders are often portrayed as bad 

because they are seen to violate gender expectations (Pelvin, 2017). The choice of 

terminology in the article (i.e., “total disregard for the sanctity of life”) appears 

symptomatic of entrenched traditional gender stereotypes that exist in western 

cultures, such as viewing women as caregiving and gentle as opposed to dominant 

and aggressive (Biernat, 1991; Williams & Bennett, 1975; Williams et al., 1975). In 
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the example above, the term “sanctity of life” can be interpreted as part of societal 

ideological debates around morally contentious issues, such as abortion and 

euthanasia (Baranzke, 2012). Women’s reproductive role in society means that they 

are viewed as givers of life (Biernat, 1991) and to propose that a woman has a 

“disregard for the sanctity of life” seems to suggest that she is the antithesis of how a 

woman should behave. A cold-hearted woman with a disregard for the sanctity of life 

violates the expectations placed on women in society. 

A Brutal, Violent, Horrific Homicide: Using Negative Words to Describe 

the Homicide. The second method in which offenders were portrayed as bad involved 

describing the homicide itself using strong and negative emotive language, as 

opposed to describing the internal characteristics of the offender. Humans often use 

cognitive shortcuts to quickly make decisions or judgements (Tversky & Kahneman, 

1974). For example, it is common for people to draw conclusions about a person’s 

character based on their behaviours (Westra, 2020). Therefore, it can be argued that 

another way of operationalising bad offenders is by examining the words used to 

describe the offender’s behaviour during the homicide, i.e., that the nature of the act 

reflects the offender’s internal characteristics.  

The articles in which this subframe occurred often contained language that 

described the homicide in graphic detail. These articles can be considered highly 

sensational, a method that is frequently used in news stories (Mott, 1962; Slattery, 

1994; Vettehen et al., 2008), partly because it elicits emotional responses from readers 

(Mott, 1962; Vettehen et al., 2008). Sensational news stories reflect themes of right 

and wrong, and good and evil because using these descriptors captures the audience’s 

interest (Slattery, 1994). This implies that criticising an offender and discussing their 
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evil acts is one of the ways the media entices online readers to click on their news 

article.  

This subframe was particularly prominent in articles with male offenders, with 

one-third of all articles with male offenders featuring the subframe. Examples include 

“brutally bashing”, “horrific triple stabbing”, and “violent rampage”, all of which 

point to a bad offender because of their behaviour while committing the homicide. As 

seen in these examples, adjectives that make use of emotional language (i.e., brutal, 

horrific, violent) are often inserted (e.g., Nordin, 1979). An example of this subframe 

is found in an article when the journalist describes a case in which a man killed his 

ex-girlfriend outside a shopping centre. They had just left court where the offender 

was banned from having contact with the victim. The journalist wrote that the man 

had “told his ex-girlfriend she was ‘f***ed’ before murdering her in a stabbing 

frenzy” (NE100315). The word frenzy implies that the attack was emotionally 

charged, wild, and out of control. Further, it also implies a momentary loss of sanity, 

i.e., that the attacker was in the grips of a temporary madness (Kromm, 2003). The 

bad offender frame is reinforced through this use of expressive, emotive language 

when portraying the homicide in such graphic detail. 

In stark contrast to males, female offenders were far less likely to be described 

in this manner (using negative words to describe the homicide). In fact, less than one-

fifth of all articles with female offenders featured this subframe. Nevertheless, this 

subframe was more prevalent for females compared to the previous subframe (using 

emotive labels to describe internal characteristics of the offender). Notably, when 

female offenders’ acts were described using sensational, emotive language, the words 

were not as strongly expressed compared to male offenders. For example, a female 

offender was described as “bludgeoning” the victim. Although such a word may come 
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across as emotive, the literal translation is to strike someone with a heavy object of 

some sort.7 Thus, the noun (bludgeon) is turned into a verb (bludgeoning); however, 

this lacks an emotively descriptive adjective, such as that observed in the phrase 

“brutally bashing”, which was found in an article with a male offender.  

They are Criminal, Unremorseful Liars: Other Bad Acts. The third 

method in which offenders were portrayed as bad was by either referring to their bad 

past behaviours (e.g., their criminal history) or critiquing their post-homicide acts 

(e.g., lying in court). This subframe does not focus on the homicide incident, nor on 

the offenders’ internal characteristics, but rather on the history of the person and their 

behaviour after committing homicide. This method of enacting the bad offender frame 

was found in articles with both male offenders and female offenders. Though the 

prevalence rate across gender is similar, notable qualitative differences are present. 

Some articles contained a detailed criminal history of male offenders, such as 

previous incidents of intimate partner violence towards the victim. Such descriptions 

signal that the offender is a bad person because of their criminal past. For example, a 

journalist who wrote about the possibility of bail for a male offender who had killed 

his female date dedicated a relatively large proportion of the text to describing how 

violent and aggressive the offender had been in his earlier dealings with police. The 

journalist wrote of the offender “When he was confronted [by police] it is alleged he 

twice told the officer to ‘f*** off c***’... He was arrested and while he was being 

placed in the back seat of the police car kicked another officer and had to be sprayed 

with capsicum spray” (NE091215c). Swearing, identified as a form of non-physical 

aggression (Jay & Janschewitz, 2008), is seen as an intentionally vindictive action 

 
7 When dictionary definitions are provided in this thesis, the source is the Macquarie 
Dictionary (n.d.) as this is regarded as the authoritative reference for Australian 
English. 
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intended to convey emotion or a particular message (Wierzbicka, 1987). In this case, 

the swearing conveys resentment and aggression towards the police officer. 

Interestingly, in this subframe no articles featured a discussion of the previous 

criminal history of female offenders. Although, in one case, the focus turned to the 

female offender’s sexual history. A journalist wrote in one article, that the female 

offender “allegedly bludgeoned her husband to death with a hammer, fearing he 

would reveal they were having sex with a teenager” (NE300915b). This discussion of 

sexual history is consistent with previous research that has found that women are 

often sexualised by the media (Collins, 2011) and are criticised for being sexual 

deviants (Berrington & Honkatukia, 2002). This issue will be discussed in greater 

detail in the section detailing the victim blaming frame. Overall, it appears that male 

offenders are criticised for their criminal history, while female offenders are criticised 

for their sexual history.  

Examples of post-homicide acts that reflect poorly on individuals (and thus 

coded as bad), included not being remorseful, lying to police and court, being 

dramatic in court, making friends with other murderers, and trying to sell 

unsubstantiated stories to the media. Of these, a particularly interesting one is remorse 

(or the lack thereof). Demonstrating a lack of remorse serves as a means for offenders 

to justify their use of violence (Dobash & Dobash, 2011), whereas expressing remorse 

or guilt suggests a person of higher moral character (Stearns & Parrott, 2012). Male 

offenders were more commonly described in articles as unremorseful in stark contrast 

to articles featuring female offenders. This could be due to the stereotypical view that 

women experience feelings of guilt and shame, whereas men are perceived as more 

proud and, thus, less likely to express these feelings (Plant et al., 2000). Female 

offenders are viewed as unfeminine and callous if they do not show remorse for their 
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crimes (Wilczynski, 1991). Notably, the offender was portrayed as unremorseful in 

only two articles featuring female offender/male victim pairs. In one article, the 

offender, who was awaiting trial for allegedly killing her fiancé, was described as 

“happy and cheerful” (NE130914a), suggesting they were unremorseful.  

As discussed above, lying to the court or police is an example of bad post-

homicide behaviour. The behaviour of lying suggests flawed personality 

characteristics, such as being deceptive, disrespectful, and immoral (Kupfer, 1982; 

Wiles, 1988). In the online articles, both male and female offenders were described as 

liars by the media. However, the words used to describe male offenders as liars were 

typically stronger compared to those used to describe female offenders. To illustrate, 

in one article a male offender was described as an “appalling and deceitful witness” 

(NE300916b), while in an alternative article, a female offender was described as a 

“self-confessed liar” (AB090914). The media was referring to offenders who were 

accused of lying in court in both articles. The dictionary meaning of “appalling” is 

causing dismay or horror,8 which when used in the article is an emotionally charged 

adjective that further intensifies the negative perceptions of the liar. On the other 

hand, the words “self-confessed” suggest that the female offender is aware of and 

acknowledges her proclivity to lie. While journalists demonstrate in both articles that 

the offenders were lying, the additional adjective of “appalling” goes further to depict 

the male offender as a bad person.  

Frame 2: Victim Blaming 

The second frame coded for was victim blaming. Although the use of the word 

victim may indicate that this frame is focused solely on what the media reports about 

victims, it is important to emphasise that the media can also blame victims by 

 
8 See footnote 7. 
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discussing the behaviour of offenders. As such, victim blaming can be enacted 

through both indirect and direct tactics (Meyers, 1994; Richards et al., 2011; Taylor, 

2008). Indirect tactics involve providing excuses for the offender (e.g., if they have 

mental health issues, are intoxicated, or are out of control), whereas direct victim 

blaming tactics involve blaming the victim by negatively characterising them 

(Meyers, 1994; Richards et al., 2011; Taylor, 2008). Both indirect and direct victim 

blaming techniques were observed in the current dataset. Qualitative differences 

across gender are discussed below. Five subframes were coded for within this 

category, three of which were indirect forms of victim blaming, and two of which 

were direct forms of victim blaming.  

Indirect Victim Blaming: Offender Using Violence as Self-Defence. One of 

the main ways an offender was excused (and a victim indirectly blamed) is through 

the use of self-defence. In almost half of the online news articles featuring a female 

offender, journalists referred to the female offender’s history of violent victimisation 

by her intimate male partner. This is consistent with previous research that found the 

media often emphasises that women who kill their male partners are, in fact, the 

primary victims of violence (Easteal et al., 2015a; Easteal et al., 2018; Morgan & 

Politoff, 2012; Morrissey, 2003; Noh et al., 2010; Sweeney, 2012). As noted in the 

literature, sometimes women see killing their partner as the only method of escaping 

intimate partner violence (Dutton, 1993; Walker, 2006). The portrayal of abused 

female offenders in media articles in this study suggests to readers that there was a 

justifiable reason for the killing. However, the concept of a battered woman killing 

her partner has been criticised for reinforcing that justice is unavailable through legal 

remedies, which can lead to an increase in violence as a self-help response (Peterson, 

1999). Furthermore, this legal defence can sometimes have unintended consequences, 
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such as ultimately excusing rather than justifying the offence (Cookson, 2009; 

Goodmark, 2008). This mindset can be problematic because it may negatively 

stigmatise women who use the temporary insanity defence and can also prevent 

women from using battered women syndrome as part of their defence (Noh et al., 

2010). Previous research has also found that victims are blamed when questioned as 

to why they did not leave their abusive partner before the abuse went too far (e.g., 

Balica et al., 2020; Richards et al., 2011; Taylor, 2008). However, research has shown 

multiple obstacles and barriers exist which prevent women from leaving their abusers 

(Anderson, 2003b; Farmer & Tiefenthaler, 1997; Murray, 2008).  

In contrast, self-defence was used to a much lesser extent as an excuse for 

male offenders (3.9%). In one case, a male offender was accused of locking the 

female victim on his balcony where she allegedly fell to her death. The journalist 

discussed how the offender alleged that he was physically protecting himself from her 

violence: “I was the one being repeatedly assaulted, and I did what any sensible 

person would do by disarming her and separating myself from her” (NE091215b). A 

key difference is that male offenders who argued self-defence (against killing a 

female) were always portrayed as reacting in the moment to protect themselves, 

whereas female offenders who alleged they had been abused were not always reacting 

in the moment, but were instead reacting to years of abuse. In several online articles 

featuring male offenders, it was suggested that there had been a cycle of mutual 

violence. Portraying the killing as a result of a fight suggests that the offender and the 

victim are equal participants in the incident (Evans, 2001; Fairbairn & Dawson, 

2013), though research has suggested otherwise (Westbrook, 2009).  

Indirect Victim Blaming: The Offender Wasn’t Right in the Head – 

Mental Health as an Excuse. Media reports that highlight offenders’ mental illness 
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provide justification for the murder of intimate partners (Bullock, 2007; Bullock & 

Cubert, 2002; Kelly, 2019; Lee & Wong, 2019; Meyers, 1994; Taylor, 2008). In the 

current study, mental health issues were used as an excuse for both female and male 

offenders. This aligns with past research, which has found that male offenders are 

sometimes excused by the media when referring to their mental or physical health 

problems to in some way excuse their violence (e.g., Bullock, 2007; Lee & Wong, 

2019; Taylor, 2008). Similarly, past research has also shown that women who kill 

someone within their own family are often portrayed as “mad” (Noh et al., 2010; 

Wilczynski, 1991). This portrayal is often used when these women adhere to 

traditional notions of femininity (Berrington & Honkatukia, 2002; Easteal et al., 

2015a; Meyers, 1996) and not women who violate traditional gender stereotypes 

(Morrissey, 2003). Portraying an offender as mad can sometimes have unintended 

consequences, such as creating or perpetuating negative stigmas around mental 

illnesses (Anderson, 2003a) and influencing government policy because the media 

highlights the risk individuals may pose to themselves and others (Hallam, 2002).  

The offender’s mental illness was not a major feature of the articles. Instead, 

mental illness was usually mentioned in one sentence in the online news articles for 

both male and female offenders in this study. For example, “she had previously been 

held in the Frankland Centre at the Graylands psychiatric hospital” (AB091116b) and 

“Defence barrister Craig Smith SC told the court that when his client committed the 

offence he was affected by a mental condition, by the breakdown of the relationship, 

by the relative lack of certainty as to where he lived” (AB150216a).  

Indirect Victim Blaming: He’s Not All to Blame - Explanatory 

Circumstances of Offender Behaviour. Some excuses were solely found in articles 

with male offenders. One prominent excuse that indirectly blamed victims was the 
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fact that the male offender had used alcohol or drugs prior to committing the 

homicide. Previous research has found that the media excuses the offender by stating 

that the offender had used alcohol or drugs (Bullock & Cubert, 2002; Lindsay-Brisbin 

et al., 2014; Meyers, 1994; Richards et al., 2011; Taylor, 2008). Here, as the offender 

was using alcohol or drugs, criminal responsibility is implied to be reduced because 

the substance may have impacted or influenced their actions. Previous research has 

found that alcohol is often used as an excuse by a male offender for intimate partner 

violence because it enables offenders to use drinking as a shield to lessen 

responsibility (Javaid, 2015). An example of this subframe in the current study is, 

“The Supreme Court was told Stoeski was in a methylamphetamine-induced 

psychosis and which led to him having delusional beliefs that Ms Farcich was 

unfaithful and that Mr Filovski was conspiring against him” (AB040916a). From a 

legal perspective, temporary deprivations to one’s capacity to understand right from 

wrong due to intoxication are generally not sufficient to reduce criminal 

responsibility. However, to consumers of news who are unfamiliar with the intricacies 

of legal matters, the writing in this article suggests that the offender was not in the 

correct frame of mind as a result of drug use and, therefore, may not be fully 

responsible for their actions. Interestingly, drinking and intoxication align with 

several masculine traits such as physical stamina, and risk-taking (Herd, 1997), but 

are inconsistent with feminine traits like being a nurturing caretaker (Bongers et al., 

1998; Herd, 1997). Studies indicate a notable discrepancy in how drinking behaviour 

is perceived based on gender: while a male offender’s drinking serves to excuse his 

behaviour, contrarily, a female victim’s drinking behaviour serves to implicate her as 

partially responsible (Weiss, 2009). This could stem from societal norms that are 

more permissive of men drinking compared to women drinking (Bailly et al., 1991; 
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Lo, 1995; Ricciardelli et al., 2001). Such attitudes could explain why this frame was 

not seen for female offenders. 

As detailed in Chapter 3, the sampling frame included all articles within the 

specified timeframe, irrespective of the fame or status of the case, offender, or victim. 

One of the few celebrities in the sample included Oscar Pistorius, a world-famous 

Paralympian who killed his fiancé in South Africa in 2013. Several of the articles that 

discussed this particular case featured an indirect victim blaming frame by excusing 

the offender. To give some examples, Oscar Pistorius was frequently excused by 

describing his positive attributes in articles: “He’s very generous, he’s a giving man” 

(NE040717), or by discussing his physical disability: “A sobbing Oscar Pistorius has 

shuffled without his prosthetic legs through a Pretoria court to demonstrate how 

vulnerable he is without his artificial limbs” (AB190916). Often the articles were 

framed to doubt that the offender intended to kill his partner by claiming that it was 

an accident.  

Direct Victim Blaming: The Cheating Victim. Having discussed the three 

methods through which victims were indirectly blamed for their demise (by providing 

excuses or justifications for the offender’s actions), the focus now turns to the ways 

that victims were directly blamed. Female victims (in articles featuring male 

offenders) were sometimes blamed because they had an affair outside of their 

relationship with the subsequent perpetrator, or the male offender suspected them of 

having an affair (3% of all articles with female victims). Previous research has also 

found that female victims were blamed for alleged affairs in news articles (Aldrete et 

al., 2024; Fairbairn & Dawson, 2013; Gillespie et al., 2013; Kelly, 2019; Lee & 

Wong, 2019; Lloyd & Ramon, 2017; Taylor, 2008). Berns (2004) argues that the 

public often blames the victim for provoking the offender through specific behaviours 
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including alleged affairs. An example of the cheating victim subframe in the current 

study is, “Carlie Sinclair was having an affair in the months leading up to her alleged 

murder at the hands of her partner, Danny Deacon, a court has heard” (NE020515). 

Such writing focuses attention on the victim’s extramarital affair instead of focusing 

on the offender and their actions. Research has found that female victims who have 

affairs are sometimes seen as deserving of violence (Morgan, 2006; Vandello & 

Cohen, 2003), because men view such conduct as harmful to their honour (Vandello 

& Cohen, 2003). Women who have affairs go against the stereotypical views that 

women are submissive, nurturing, gentle, and passive. Furthermore, women are often 

chastised for becoming sexually involved with someone and are praised for being 

sexually restrictive (Pines & Friedman, 1998). Fidelity is more often valued in women 

compared to men, and women are more severely reprimanded for infidelity (Fiske & 

Stevens, 1993). 

In comparison, the current study found that very few male victims were 

blamed for their infidelity. For example, “Liyanage told the jury her husband 

regularly had affairs” (AB091215a). This is consistent with masculine stereotypes 

regarding sexual activity. Frequent sexual activity for men is expected and evaluated 

more positively compared to women (Endendijk et al., 2020; Hackathorn & Harvey, 

2011). On the other hand, sexual passivity is evaluated more positively in women, and 

women often face criticism for becoming sexually involved in a relationship 

(Endendijk et al., 2020; Pines & Friedman, 1998). This demonstrates the double 

standards for men and women regarding sexual activity. 

Direct Victim Blaming: She Had it Coming.  Another way of placing direct 

victim blame is by portraying victims as though they “had it coming”. Interestingly, 

this subframe was exclusively enacted to portray female victims. One way in which 
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this occurred was by referring to a victim’s consumption of alcohol or drugs, which is 

a common source of victim blaming. Research has found that victims were often 

blamed by the media when they had consumed alcohol or drugs (Bullock & Cubert, 

2002; Fairbairn & Dawson, 2013; Taylor, 2008).  

An illustration in the current study is where a female is referred to in an article 

as “a daily ice user who always put her habit before the welfare of her children” 

(NE170816a). In this example, it is interesting how the victim’s drug use is mentioned 

in reference to the absence of caring for her children. Mothers who use drugs are 

often seen as irresponsible, morally deviant, and unfit for motherhood (Logan, 1999; 

Malloch, 2004). Similarly, many of the journalists that enacted victim blame 

discussed the victims as bad mothers or discussed how victims prevented an ex-

partner (i.e., subsequent offender) from accessing their joint child(ren). Research 

suggests that women are portrayed as bad mothers when they do not adhere to 

traditional gender stereotypes (Easteal et al., 2015a; Weare, 2013). Mothers are 

culturally expected to prioritise their children’s safety and wellbeing above all else 

(Dunkerley, 2017; Lupton, 2000). Motherhood is viewed as their primary role, 

responsibility, and identity (Laney et al., 2015; Leung, 2011). By prioritising harmful 

habits such as drug use over parenting responsibilities and blocking access to 

coparents, they are essentially betraying what society deems as their fundamental 

purpose as mothers. Importantly, blaming female victims by referring to their 

substance use stands in stark contrast with how male offenders were often excused 

when committing offences while intoxicated.  

Frame 3: Victim Supporting 

The third frame coded for was victim supporting. The online articles were 

coded to include this frame via two non-mutually exclusive ways – by describing the 
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victim’s positive characteristics and by portraying the homicide as sad or tragic. 

Previous research has found that female victims are often portrayed as good or 

innocent in media portrayals of intimate partner homicides (Collins, 2016; Lloyd & 

Ramon, 2017; Wozniak & McCloskey, 2010). This frame has also been enacted by 

the media to a lesser extent for male victims of intimate partner homicide (compared 

to female victims) (Hanson & Lysova, 2021; Wozniak & McCloskey, 2010).  

Such a Good Person. One of the ways an online article was coded as 

featuring the “such a good person” subframe was when the victim was described 

positively or as a good person. For example, describing the victim as loving, 

generous, kind, amazing, beautiful, bright and full of life, and a good or popular 

member of the community. Good victims are those who are considered deserving of  

readers’ sympathy and are considered innocent, in that they did not do anything to 

cause the harm inflicted upon them (Greer, 2007). They are empathetically seen by 

the public as being completely undeserving of their victimhood (Collins, 2016). 

Previous research has found that victims are often portrayed as good or innocent by 

the media because this derives a passionate response in readers by fostering sympathy 

towards the victims (Collins, 2016; Greer, 2007; McShane & Williams, 1992). Many 

scholars have referred to this as one of the characteristics of being an “ideal victim” 

(Bouchard et al., 2020; Gekoski et al., 2012; Gruenewald et al., 2013; Gruenewald et 

al., 2009). An ideal victim is someone who, “most readily are given the complete and 

legitimate status of being a victim” (Christie, 1986, p. 18). Given the gender 

stereotype of women being weak and innocent, women are, because of their gender, 

much more likely to be considered ideal victims (Christie, 1986). This may explain 

why this subframe was more prominent in online articles featuring female victims.  
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A key difference across gender is how frequently the subframe occurs in the 

article. When this subframe is coded for in online articles, it occurs multiple times in 

articles featuring female victims but only once in articles featuring male victims. The 

words enacted to describe female victims were also more positively expressed than 

those enacted to describe male victims. For example, journalists in the current study 

indicated that a female victim was a “loving, generous person”, “beautiful”, or a 

“dedicated mother”, whereas journalists may describe a male victim as simply an 

“amazing” man or a “popular member of the community”. 

Describing a female victim in this way is consistent with previous research, 

which has found women are portrayed in stereotypical feminine ways, such as being 

nurturing, caretakers, gentle, and physically attractive (England et al., 2011; Frey, 

2019; Ottosson & Cheng, 2012; Sharda, 2014). Female victims were sometimes 

described using their physical traits in the current study, such as being beautiful. This 

is consistent with previous research that found physically attractive victims are 

“ideal” and, therefore are more likely to feature in media reports (England et al., 

2011; Gekoski et al., 2012). Often, a female victim in this subframe was portrayed as 

a good person because she was a good family member, in particular a good mother. 

This is consistent with previous research that has found good women are 

stereotypically seen as nurturing mothers and passive and cooperative wives (Barnett, 

2005; Berrington & Honkatukia, 2002; England et al., 2011; Lloyd & Ramon, 2017; 

Naylor, 1990). At the other end of the spectrum, female victims perceived as being 

inconsistent with the obedient wife or good mother narrative are sometimes portrayed 

as deserving of the violence they experience (Belknap, 2007), which is consistent 

with the victim blaming narrative discussed above. If women do not meet the image 

of the ideal good woman, then they are likely to be portrayed through stereotypes that 
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focus on their sexuality or inept mothering (Cripps, 2021), as seen in the victim 

blaming frame above. Greer (2007) suggested that when men kill, the women they kill 

are often portrayed as either good (victim supporting) or bad (victim blaming). The 

good victims are innocent, while the bad victims are seen as culpable in the homicide.  

On the other hand, in the current study, male victims were never discussed in 

terms of their nurturing capabilities. Instead, they were portrayed as being physically 

strong and as popular members of the community. This is consistent with men 

stereotypically being portrayed as strong and powerful leaders that are to be admired, 

not for their family values, but for their authority, determination, and popularity 

(England et al., 2011; Ottosson & Cheng, 2012; Sharda, 2014). 

A Tragic Death. The second way an online article was coded as featuring the 

victim supporting frame is by portraying the death as sad or tragic, often through the 

use of graphic and descriptive details. This was quite a common subframe for female 

victims (over one-quarter of all articles with female victims), but not for males (only 

one article with a male victim). In the current study, an example is an article where a 

female victim is described as someone who had become “just another terrible statistic, 

having her life tragically cut short very brutally” (YA250915). The journalist goes on 

to describe how the victim’s body was buried under a concrete slab inside a tool shed. 

Similar to the bad offender subframes (discussed previously), it is the graphic detail 

that further establishes this subframe. The tragic death subframe differs from the bad 

offender subframe because the focus here is on the victim and not the characteristics 

or behaviour of the offender. Again, connections can be made to Christie’s “ideal 

victim” concept, with previous research finding that victims are considered “worthy” 

of being portrayed as a victim if their loss was portrayed by the media as a tragic 

waste (Gekoski et al., 2012; Greer, 2007). Thus, the victim is worthy of compassion. 
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Another example of the use of graphic details in this study includes, “Sixteen 

thumping sounds could be heard and then another 13 more as Patea smashed Ms 

Brown’s face with a 7.8kg fire hydrant metal plate, the court was told. Moaning and 

‘Lionel stop’ could be heard and Ms Brown kicked out her legs as she was beaten” 

(NE301115). Such language evokes emotions. The use of graphic violence in news 

articles can cause a sense of outrage and frustration (Collins, 2016), which leads to 

readers feeling sympathetic towards the victim. Previous research has found that news 

articles featuring crimes against worthy victims often contain language depicting 

graphic violence (Collins, 2016). Underserving victims, or those who do not fit the 

ideal victim profile, inspire less sympathy from readers because they are perceived as 

likely to have contributed to their deaths (Gekoski et al., 2012).  

As noted, a key difference across gender is that only one article with a male 

victim contained the tragic death subframe, compared to over one-quarter of articles 

featuring female victims. The online article where the media enacted the tragic death 

subframe for a male victim concerns a woman who had killed her husband after 

having an alleged psychotic episode. Interestingly, the media portrays the death as 

tragic for both the offender and the victim. This is different from articles with female 

victims in this subframe, in which the media only portrayed the death as tragic for the 

victim and not the offender.  

Frame 4: Episodic Reporting 

The fourth and last frame was episodic reporting. A news story is framed as 

either episodic (focuses on one particular incident) or thematic (places the incident 

within the larger context) (Bullock, 2007; Bullock & Cubert, 2002; Gillespie et al., 

2013; Taylor & Sorenson, 2002). In the current study, episodic reporting was by far 

the most prevalent form of reporting, a finding that aligns with past research (e.g., 
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Balica, 2021; Bullock & Cubert, 2002; Carlyle et al., 2008; Easteal et al., 2018; 

Fairbairn & Dawson, 2013). This fourth frame is less about the offender and victim, 

and more about the context of intimate partner homicides.  

Male offender/female victim pairs were less commonly coded as episodic 

compared to female offender/male victim pairs. Correspondingly, while thematic 

reporting was rare (compared to episodic reporting), it was more common in articles 

featuring male offender/female victim pairs. In the current study, thematic reporting 

in articles with female victims was illustrated through discussions of how intimate 

partner violence is an issue in Australia and how many women are victims of abuse. 

Often the victims’ family members are used to highlight the need to bring attention 

and change to intimate partner violence, raise money for intimate partner violence 

prevention, protect future victims by punishing offenders of intimate partner 

homicides, and to discuss the White Ribbon Day initiative9. For example, “Sixty-two 

women have died in 2015 and its only September. That’s almost two women a 

week… And this is all happening against a backdrop of women’s refuges being 

closed, as calls to the national crisis assistance line go unanswered due to lack of 

funding, and we rely on a system that turns women away, in their moment of greatest 

need” (AB220216). By referring to intimate partner homicide statistics, the media 

highlights the need to increase funding for violence against women and situates 

specific incidences within the broader context of violence against women.  

Only one news article with a male victim featured a thematic portrayal of the 

homicide. The media discussed how changes to legislation could allow the convicted 

female offender to appeal her verdict. Interestingly, while the media discussed the 

 
9 White Ribbon Day is an international annual event dedicated to raising awareness 
about domestic violence and promoting gender equality, with a focus on preventing 
violence against women. 
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benefits of changing the legislation, the focus was on the female offender and not the 

male victim. Intimate partner homicide (and non-lethal violence) has been steadily 

gaining recognition as a significant policy focus in Australia, as demonstrated by 

numerous initiatives undertaken at both national and state levels (Queensland 

Government, 2016; Sutherland et al., 2019). The initiatives tend to focus more on 

women and children as victims of intimate partner violence, which could explain why 

more articles with male offender/female victim pairs feature a discussion of intimate 

partner violence as a social problem. 

Chapter Summary 

This chapter outlines the results of Study 1. The results show that intimate 

partner homicides are framed differently in online media depending on the gender 

pairs. In terms of prevalence, the bad offender and victim supporting frames were 

more commonly coded for in cases of male offender/female victim pairs. On the other 

hand, the victim blaming, and episodic reporting frames were more commonly coded 

for in cases of female offender/male victim pairs, although only the victim blaming 

frame showed a statistically significant difference across gender. Contextually, the 

results also show qualitative differences across gender. These differences could often 

be linked to traditional gender stereotypes. For example, male offenders were more 

often portrayed as bad, which could be because violence is seen to be part of their 

nature (Carlyle et al., 2014b). On the other hand, female offenders could be portrayed 

as bad because they were seen to violate gender expectations (Pelvin, 2017).  

As argued earlier within this thesis, studies of the ways in which the media 

portrays intimate partner homicide are important. However, this study neglects to 

consider how readers interact with the media. Such a focus is important given that 

online comments on media articles significantly impact audience perceptions (e.g. 
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Lee, 2012; Lee & Jang, 2010; Von Sikorski & Ha nelt, 2016). This is examined in the 

second empirical study of this thesis.  
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Chapter 5: Results Study 2 – Gender Differences in Facebook Comments  

The previous chapter outlined the results of Study 1, which examined how 

frames and subframes differ across gender in the sample of online news articles 

featuring intimate partner homicide. The results showed clear differences when male 

versus female offenders/victims were portrayed. Such findings are important, 

especially given that media portrayals could lead to distorted views of intimate 

partner homicide and impact on future policy. However, while studies of how media 

corporations portray crime are important, they overlook how readers interact with the 

media. In today’s online environment, readers can (and do) publish directly to the 

Internet by instantly uploading comments to newspaper websites or on social media 

(Canter, 2013). Examining online news comments by readers is important because 

comments can have a significant impact on how the audience who reads them views 

issues, including crime and violence (e.g. Lee, 2012; Lee & Jang, 2010; Von Sikorski 

& Ha nelt, 2016). 

This chapter outlines the results of Study 2, which examined Facebook 

comments responding to online articles featuring intimate partner homicide. Given the 

focus on gendered portrayals in this thesis, the comments were analysed across 

gender, i.e., whether the intimate partner homicide involved male offender/female 

victim pairs or female offender/male victim pairs. Two aspects of the comments were 

examined: content and civility. As such, the analysis focuses not only on what (i.e., 

the theme) is discussed, but also how (i.e., the tone, namely civility) it is discussed. 

Content was analysed using a thematic analysis to establish the main themes present. 

Civility was analysed using Coe et al.’s (2014) operationalisation of incivility (see 

Methodology chapter). While intercoder reliability showed a moderately high level of 

consistency for civility (74%), it is important to remember that civility is “very much 
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in the eye of the beholder” (Herbst, 2010, p. 3). The coding of comments as civil or 

uncivil was made on the basis of the comment as a whole, not according to specific 

sections of the comment (i.e., if any portion of the comment was deemed uncivil, the 

entire comment was coded as uncivil). This is, of course, a limitation of the current 

research and ways forward will be discussed later in the discussion chapter.  

As explained in the methodology chapter (Chapter 3), Study 2 relies on a 

sample of Facebook comments posted by readers in response to online news reports 

of intimate partner homicides. For reasons of consistency and feasibility, the current 

chapter relies on the same online articles analysed in Study 1. However, given that 

news outlets only post some, rather than all, of their online articles on social media, 

the study was limited in scope to those articles that had been posted to Facebook. Of 

the original 121 online news articles in the sample, only 20 (16.5%) had been posted 

on Facebook by news outlets.10 Two of the articles featured female offenders, while 

18 of the articles featured male offenders. Although less than 20% of the original 

sample were posted on Facebook, these articles are particularly interesting because of 

the increasing reliance on social media to find news, meaning these articles are likely 

to be key sources of information about events and issues for many readers (Watkins et 

al., 2016).  

Due to the high volume of comments posted in response to these articles (to 

give an example, one of the stories generated a total of 520 comments), a sample of 

20 “most relevant” comments were drawn for each article. Facebook allows a user to 

view “all comments”, “most relevant comments” or “new comments”. As discussed in 

Chapter 3, this study used the 20 “most relevant” comments because this includes the 

 
10 Though it would be of interest to examine the nature of the stories that make it onto 
social media platforms in comparison to those that do not (see e.g., research by 
Kümpel et al., 2015), such a focus is outside the scope of the current study.  
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comments with the most views, reactions, and replies. This process resulted in a total 

of 371 comments (as some articles had fewer than 20 “relevant comments”), which 

forms the sample for this analysis. Each of these comments was posted on Facebook 

within a week of the respective article's publication. Although the comments ranged 

in length from one word to 243 words, they were generally relatively short (median = 

17 words). Of the 371 comments, 37 (approximately 10%) had responded to articles 

featuring female offenders and 334 (about 90%) had responded to articles featuring 

male offenders. The results of the analyses are presented below in two main sections: 

the first focuses on whether statistically significant gender differences exist in the 

comments and the second emphasises the qualitative differences in themes and 

civility.  

Differences in Prevalence Rates of Key Themes and Civility Across 

Offender/Victim Gender  

Inductive coding resulted in seven key themes emerging (see Table 5.1). Some 

of these themes are similar to the media frames studied in Study 1 (namely bad 

offender, victim blaming, and victim supporting). Other themes were not prominent 

(or not present) in the media frames, including sympathy with family, lenient criminal 

justice response, critiquing media’s portrayal, and emphasising intimate partner 

violence as a problem. The operationalisation of each of these is discussed in further 

detail in the next section. Initial analysis showed that the themes generally did not 

overlap, most likely due to the comments’ short word count. Nevertheless, 

approximately one-quarter of the comments were coded for in more than one theme 

(e.g., bad offender and lenient criminal justice response), meaning the themes are not 

mutually exclusive.  
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Table 5.1       

Themes of Intimate Partner Homicide Comments (n = 371) 

 Overall 

% (n) 

Male 

Offender/ 

Female 

Victim 

% (n) 

Female 

Offender/

Male 

Victim 

% (n) 

χ 2 (df) 

 

p 

 

Effect 

Size 

Bad offender 44.5 (165) 46.4 (155) 27.0 (10) 4.312 (1) .038 -.117 

Victim blaming 6.2 (23) 5.4 (18) 13.5 (5) ^ .066 .101 

Victim supporting 15.4 (57) 17.1 (57) 0.0 (0) 6.206 (1) .013 -.142 

Sympathy with family 8.6 (32) 9.6 (32) 0.0 (0) ^ .058 -.102 

Lenient criminal justice       

   response 

17.3 (64) 18.3 (61) 8.1 (3) 1.748 (1) .186 -.081 

Critiquing media’s portrayal 6.7 (25) 6.0 (20) 13.5 (5) ^ .090 .090 

Emphasising intimate partner    

   violence as a problem 

7.0 (26) 7.2 (24) 5.4 (2) ^ 1.000 -.021 

Note. Continuity correction is reported, while effect size was calculated using Phi. 
^ Fisher’s Exact Test was used where cells had an expected count less than five. 
 

In terms of prevalence, the themes bad offender, victim supporting, sympathy 

with family, lenient criminal justice response, and emphasising intimate partner 

violence as a problem were more commonly coded for in cases of male 

offender/female victim pairs (compared to female offender/male victim pairs). On the 

other hand, the victim blaming and critiquing media’s portrayal themes were more 

commonly coded for in cases of female offender/male victim pairs (compared to male 

offender/female victim pairs). Bivariate analyses revealed statistically significant 

gender differences for only two of the themes. The bad offender theme was 

statistically more likely to be coded for in comments relating to male/female pairs 

compared to female/male pairs (46.4% versus 27.0%; χ 2 (1, n = 371) = 4.312, p = 

.038, phi = -.117). Comments coded as victim supporting were also statistically more 

common when the article was written about a male offender/female victim pair 

(17.1% versus 0.0%; χ 2 (1, n = 371) = 6.206, p = .013, phi = -.142).   
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In addition to coding for content, the comments were also coded for civility or 

lack thereof (see Table 5.2). Incivility is conceptualised as comments that have an 

unnecessarily disrespectful tone towards the discussion forum, its participants, or its 

topics (Coe et al., 2014). As discussed in Chapter 3, comments were coded as uncivil 

if at least one of the five forms of incivility was found: name-calling, aspersion, lying, 

vulgarity, and pejorative for speech (Coe et al., 2014). These categories are not 

mutually exclusive because a comment can contain more than one type of incivility 

(e.g., a comment could contain both vulgarity and name-calling). A comment was 

coded as civil when none of the five forms of incivility were present. 

Table 5.2       

Civility of Intimate Partner Homicide Comments (n = 371) 

 Overall 

% (n) 

Male 

Offender/ 

Female 

Victim 

% (n) 

Female 

Offender/ 

Male Victim 

% (n) 

χ 2 (df) 

 

p 

 

Effect 

Size 

       

Civil 61.5 (228) 59.3 (196) 81.1 (30) 5.794 (1) .016 .134 

Uncivil 38.5 (143) 40.7 (136) 18.9 (7)    

   Name-calling 32.9 (122) 34.7 (116) 16.2 (6) 4.369 (1) .037 -.118 

   Aspersion 6.7 (25) 7.5 (25) 0.0 (0) ^ .156 -.089 

   Vulgarity 5.1 (19) 4.8 (16) 8.1 (3) ^ .420 .045 

Note. Continuity correction is reported, while effect size was calculated using Phi. 
^ Fisher’s Exact Test was used where cells had an expected count less than five. 
 

Bivariate analyses revealed that comments on news reports covering female 

offenders were statistically more likely to be coded as civil (see Table 5.2). More than 

four-fifths of comments relating to female offenders featured civil language compared 

to just over half of comments relating to male offenders (χ 2 (1, n = 371) = 5.794, p = 

.016, phi = .134). Of Coe et al.’s (2014) five forms of incivility, only three were 
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observed in the current dataset, specifically name-calling, aspersion, and vulgarity. In 

other words, lying and pejorative for speech were not found in the current study. The 

most common form of incivility was name-calling (32.9% of all comments). This was 

also the only form of incivility that reached statistical significance in the bivariate 

analyses, with comments about male offenders more likely to feature name-calling 

compared to comments with female offenders (34.7% vs. 16.2%; χ 2 (1, n = 371) = 

4.369, p = 0.37, phi = -.118). 

Qualitative Differences in Key Themes and Civility Across Gender 

Having reviewed the prevalence rates across gender pairs, this chapter now 

turns to the qualitative analysis. This section highlights the qualitative differences in 

the content (themes) and tone (civility/incivility) of Facebook comments, depending 

on the gender of the offender/victim featured in the online articles. The three themes 

relating specifically to offenders or victims are discussed first, namely the bad 

offender, victim blaming, and victim supporting themes. Subsequently, the following 

themes are discussed: sympathy with family, lenient criminal justice response, 

critiquing the media’s portrayal, and emphasising intimate partner violence as a 

problem. Within two of the themes, subthemes emerged from the analyses, and these 

are also detailed below. Figure 5.1 outlines the themes and subthemes found in this 

study. 
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Rather than including a separate discussion on civility, this aspect of 

communication is discussed within each theme, because the delivery of a comment 

(i.e., the tone) represents such a fundamental aspect of communication. Civility (or 

lack thereof) concerns how something is written as opposed to what is written. For 

example, while a comment could be written in such a way that is critical and blaming 

of an offender (bad offender theme), the author may do so using civil language. Thus, 

as civility provides significant meaning and interpretation of a message, it is discussed 

within each of the themes, as opposed to being discussed separately.  

Theme 1: Bad Offender 

In line with past literature, the bad offender theme was coded for in comments 

that criticised and/or blamed the offender (Brossoie et al., 2012; Carlyle et al., 2019; 

Komazec & Farmer, 2020; Whiting et al., 2019). This theme was more common in 

comments about male offenders than female offenders. The analyses revealed three 

key methods (i.e., subthemes) in which offenders are portrayed as bad: desiring 

retribution against the offender, using negative characterisations to describe the 

offender, and criticising the behaviour of the offender. These are discussed in separate 

sections below. Interestingly, bad offender was the only theme in this study that was 

coded to have more uncivil comments than civil comments.  

“Rot in Hell”: Desiring Retribution Against the Offender. One of the ways 

in which an offender was negatively portrayed in the comments was by using words 

and phrases indicative of the commenter desiring retribution against the offender. 

More than half of the comments in the bad offender theme featured the subtheme 

desiring retribution against the offender. While this was a common theme in 

comments about male offenders, it was very rare in comments about female 

offenders. In fact, only one commenter desired retributive consequences for the 
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female offender: “well hopefully a long jail sentence for her” (NE300915b). This 

comment is particularly interesting given its tone. While the commenter clearly wants 

justice to be served, they express this desire using civil language.  

This stands in stark contrast to the comments about male offenders, with 

commenters wanting capital punishment reinstated (abolished in Australia in 1985), 

long prison sentences (especially a life sentence), and physical retribution. Two-thirds 

of such comments were coded as using uncivil language. To give an example 

typically seen in this subtheme, one commenter wrote: “rot in hell” (NE060215). 

Such language conjures up images of pain and torture akin to Dante’s Inferno 

(Jewkes, 2014), showing a desire for severe punishment for the offender. Even in 

comments where hell was not specifically mentioned as a punishment, suffering was 

still emphasised: “Nah death would be an easy way out, he can spend the rest of his 

days locked up in a concrete cell” (YA170816b). These examples clearly illustrate the 

intensity with which commenters desire retributive justice. Other commenters wished 

for the infliction of harm, and even death, onto the offender, as in the following 

example, “Ex bikie ha What a joke! Lock him up and let the other life pests at him” 

(NE301115). This commenter seems aware that prisons can be violent places (see 

e.g., O'Donnell & Edgar, 1998; Wolff et al., 2007). The wording is uncivil, as 

illustrated through the use of words such as “let the other life pests at him”. In 

particular, the words “life pests” are mean-spirited, which amounts to incivility, 

specifically name-calling (Coe et al., 2014). 

While the majority of comments featuring male offenders in this subtheme 

were written using an uncivil tone, some were coded as using a civil tone, such as 

“Lock him up for life” (AB040916b). This comment is quite typical for how someone 

would comment using a civil tone in this subtheme. Here, the commenter is also 
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wishing for the offender to spend the remainder of their life in prison, however, they 

express this using civil language that is neither mean-spirited nor disrespectful 

towards the offender. This civil comment is similar to the one comment featuring a 

female offender in this subtheme (discussed above).  

He’s Low-life, Scum: Using Negative Characterisations to Describe the 

Offender. Another way that an offender was criticised in the comments was by 

commenters using negative characterisations to describe the offender. These 

comments were always coded as being written with an uncivil tone. Interestingly, this 

subtheme was only present in comments on articles with male offenders, who were 

described using a plethora of negative characterisations. For example, the word 

“scum” was used numerous times, such as, “Enjoy prison you low life scum!!!!!” 

(AB150216b). The word “scum” demonstrates incivility through name-calling and is 

a term used to show disgust and revulsion for people’s supposed bad or immoral 

qualities (Tyler, 2008), which makes sense given the more direct and literal 

translation of scum being a layer of foul or extraneous matter on a liquid.11 

Characterising someone as “scum” accentuates the commenter’s disgust with the 

offender’s actions.  

A similar uncivil term sometimes used in the comments was “evil”. The word 

“evil” is often used to describe the state of mind of the offender which is completely 

devoid of empathy or concern for the victim (in this case, the evil male offender who 

killed his female intimate partner) (Hering, 1997). Both these descriptions (scum and 

evil) show a strong critique of offenders because of the cultural understanding of the 

words. The characterisations are disparaging towards the offender, and thus fall into 

the uncivil subcategory of name-calling (Coe et al., 2014). Some other examples of 

 
11 See footnote 7. 
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uncivil name-calling seen in the current study include monster, bully, dog, idiot, 

lowlife, oxygen thief, sicko, and stupid.  

Lying and They Did not Walk Away: Criticising the Behaviour of the 

Offenders. Another way offenders were depicted negatively in the comments was 

through criticism of their behaviour, such as highlighting the existence of alternatives 

to murder or highlighting the offender’s dishonesty. This subtheme was found in 

comments concerning both male and female offenders. In fact, almost all commenters 

that criticised a female offender were found in this subtheme.  

One way of critiquing the behaviour of both male and female offenders 

involved discussing how offenders had alternative options instead of resorting to 

lethal violence. Interestingly, approximately half of the comments were coded as 

being written with a civil tone while half were coded as being written with an uncivil 

tone, and this was the case for both male and female offenders. An example of a civil 

comment concerning a male offender is, “Why couldn't he just put her in a home 

where she could be looked after properly?” (YA090216). In this particular case, a 

husband killed his wife by pushing her wheelchair into a pool, with the supposed 

intent of not wishing to care for her given her physical disability. A similar comment 

was written about a female offender, “Before you bludgeon someone to death with a 

hammer you do have the choice to walk away” (NE300915b). Both of these examples 

were coded as civil language. The word bludgeon was coded as civil as it is a verb 

used to describe beating something with a heavy object. This can be compared to an 

uncivil comment concerning a female offender, “pathetic excuse for murder in the 

first degree” (NE300915b). This comment was written in response to a case where the 

media suggested that the offender killed her husband because she did not want anyone 

to find out they were having sex with a teenager. The words “pathetic excuse for 
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murder” in the comment demonstrates uncivil language by disparaging the offender, 

which is a form of incivility (name-calling). Similarly, male offenders were described 

this way (i.e., uncivilly). 

Another way in which the behaviour of both male and female offenders was 

criticised was by suggesting that offenders had lied to the police or the courts about 

their level of involvement or intent in relation to the homicide. While both male and 

female offenders were portrayed as lying, a noticeable gender difference appeared in 

terms of civility. When discussing that female offenders had lied, commenters were 

always coded as using a civil tone. For example, one commenter suggested that a 

female offender was being untruthful by writing “Why would anyone keep a hammer 

in their bedroom? Sounds fishy” (NE300915b). The term “fishy” suggests that the 

commenter suspects that the offender is lying. While the offender alleges that she 

used the hammer in self-defence against her abusive husband, the commenter is 

questioning why a hammer was in the bedroom when such items are typically kept in 

sheds or garages. Thus, the commenter is inferring that the homicide was 

premediated. However, the delivery of this message is coded as civil because the 

language is polite and not mean-spirited or disparaging.  

While some commenters also used a civil tone when discussing how a male 

offender had lied, most were coded as using uncivil tones. For example, one 

commenter casts doubt on the offender’s defence that the death of his partner was an 

accident, “At the start he denied having anything to do with her death; he sobbed and 

moaned his innocence all along. NOW his lawyer claims he might have 'accidentally' 

killed her. Oh, come on!” (NE131215). The words “he sobbed and moaned” and “oh, 

come on!” are indicative of mean-spirited language against the offender which is a 

type of incivility (name-calling) (Coe et al., 2014). Another example is: 
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The right result for a special type of predator. He thought he had outsmarted 

everyone. Thank goodness justice was reinstated for a poor woman whose 

lying, cheating arrogant a***hole of a husband thought he could discard her 

like trash in the local river and deny it. (AB211015) 

The phrase “he thought he had outsmarted everyone” is indicative that the offender 

was lying. The word “a***hole”, despite the use of asterisks, clearly demonstrates 

both vulgarity and name-calling and is therefore uncivil.  

Some commenters also criticised both male and female offenders by drawing 

conclusions about the offender’s lack of intellect by criticising their behaviour. An 

example relates to comments around a female offender’s choice of last meal prior to 

her execution for murder in the United States. In particular, the offender’s choice of a 

diet drink seemed to be of interest to commenters. The undertone of these comments 

is that the offender should not be concerned about consuming sugar if she is about to 

be executed. By drawing connections between her seemingly illogical last meal 

request and her incompetence at evading detection, the commenters infer to the reader 

that the offender is unintelligent. Most of these comments used uncivil language, such 

as “Why the hell would you get a DIET drink when your [sic]12 about to be executed 

No wonder she got caught” (NE091215d). In this context, the word “hell” is used as 

an expression of strong emotion (Hugou, 2017), and is considered vulgar under Coe et 

al.’s (2014) definition. This can be compared to a civil comment: “Why did she have 

a diet softdrink with her last meal? Don't think you would be too worried about the 

calories would you?” (NE091215d). Here, the commenter is also questioning why the 

offender asked for a diet drink but is using a civil tone.  

 
12 Sic is included when any incorrect spelling, punctuation, or grammar in a comment 
may confuse readers. 
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Theme 2: Victim Blaming 

The second key theme that emerged from the coding of comments was victim 

blaming, which was more commonly coded for in cases involving male victims than 

female victims (see Table 5.1 earlier). Similar to the media framing analyses in Study 

1, both direct victim blaming techniques and indirect victim blaming techniques 

(excusing the offender) were coded into this theme to align with past research that 

emphasises both techniques as part of a larger pattern of victim blaming tactics 

(Meyers, 1994; Richards et al., 2011; Taylor, 2008). These two techniques are 

discussed within each of the separate subthemes below.  

Within the theme of victim blaming, a number of subthemes emerged. These 

subthemes showed clear differences across the gender of the offender/victim in the 

ways that victim blaming was seen. Comments relating to female offenders always 

concerned the idea that the male victim had previously abused the female offender, 

blaming the victim for causing their own demise. This did not occur in comments 

relating to articles featuring male offenders/female victims. On the other hand, male 

offenders had their responsibility minimised, and female victims were often blamed 

for not leaving the abusive relationship. This is discussed more fully in the next 

sections.  

Indirect Victim Blaming: Using Violence as Self-Defence. One of the ways 

an offender was excused (i.e., indirectly blaming the victim) was by referring to the 

offender’s use of lethal violence as a form of self-defence. In the victim blaming 

theme, comments relating to female offenders always referred to the male victim’s 

previous abuse of the female offender. Interestingly, this subtheme was not seen when 

the offender was male (female victim). In most comments, civil language was coded, 

such as “If these details are all true she deserves a medal” (NE300915b). However, 
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although the comments were mostly civil, many commenters implied criticism of the 

offender: “Yeh [sic] just leave out of the heading that he was allegedly highly abusive 

and was coercing her” (NE300915b). While this commenter is criticising the media 

(discussed as a separate theme further below), they are also making reference to the 

idea that the offender killed her husband because he was abusive. This implies that the 

offender was compelled to kill her husband to protect herself from further abuse. 

Civil language was very common within this subtheme. In fact, only one 

comment was coded as being written with an uncivil tone: “What a perverted piece of 

work this man is! He obviously had pushed her too far!” (NE300915b). The language 

in this example shows derision for the male victim, calling him “perverted” (a form of 

name-calling). In this particular case, the online article detailed how the female 

offender had killed her abusive husband who, among other things, had allegedly made 

her participate in sexual encounters with other women. Although this commenter 

directly lays blame on the male victim, they also excuse the female offender (“he 

obviously pushed her too far”).  

Direct Victim Blaming: Why Would She Stay with Him? So far, the 

commenters have responded to and excused female offenders for reportedly killing 

their intimate male partners in self-defence. Another way in which intimate partner 

violence featured in the victim blaming theme was when commenters assigned blame 

to the victims for remaining in violent relationships that turned fatal. Commenters 

often expressed that women were at least partially at fault for entering and remaining 

within violent relationships. Contrarily, in comments about reports of female 

offenders, none of the male victims were blamed for not leaving their female partners.  

Comments in this subtheme were often coded as being written with an uncivil 

tone. One commenter wrote the following about the homicide of a female victim: 
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“Shocking death but if you play with fire you're gonna get burnt. Why would you 

have a child with the lowlife” (NE301115). Here the commenter blames the victim for 

getting herself into the situation and implies that she is at fault for not leaving the 

offender. However, the commenter writes this without alluding to the multiple 

obstacles and barriers that prevent women from leaving their abusers (Anderson, 

2003b; Farmer & Tiefenthaler, 1997; Murray, 2008). The use of the word “lowlife” to 

describe the offender is indicative of name-calling. Another commenter said, “If he 

was such a bad husband why on earth was she living with him ???? why didn't she 

take her precious children and get the hell out! She might still be alive” (NE131215). 

This commenter uses the word “hell” which can be considered vulgar, and in turn 

uncivil, because it is not considered proper in professional discourse (Coe et al., 

2014).  In common language, words such as "hell" are often used as expletives to 

express strong emotions such as anger, frustration, or disbelief (Blakemore, 2015; 

Hoeksema & Napoli, 2008). 

Nevertheless, not all comments were coded as having an uncivil tone. For 

instance, one commenter wrote: “Domestic violence, this is what you get if don't quit 

unhappy disrespect and bulling relationship” (AB211015). While this commenter still 

places blame on the female victim for not leaving the relationship, the tone is polite 

and does not involve name-calling or hostility towards either party.  

Indirect Victim Blaming: Was it Really His Fault? Minimising Offender 

Responsibility. Some comments were worded in a way that casted doubt on the 

offender’s responsibility, thereby indirectly blaming the victim. This subtheme was 

only observed in comments about male offenders and their female victims. Doubt was 

communicated in a variety of ways, such as suggesting a possible case of mistaken 

identity or that the offender was simply acting on the request of the victim by 
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committing euthanasia. Similarly, some suggested that the incident may have been an 

accident.  

Regardless of their content, the tone of the majority of comments in this 

subtheme was civil. Typical of these comments is: “But how can you be sure he 

actually did it?” (NI310816). This commenter seems to doubt the actus reus, i.e., the 

objective element of the crime, without which a legal conviction cannot be handed 

down. While the focus here seems to be on the (lack of) weight of the evidence, these 

types of comments minimise (or excuse) offender responsibility. In another example, 

the commenter seems to refer to the “witch hunt” that can sometimes follow 

individuals who have been found innocent but where there is still uncertainty in 

people’s minds as to whether the offender is responsible: “Everyone saying he's 

looking for he's [sic] next "victim" victim of what ? He was proven innocent ?” 

(YA110717). While expressing a certain level of accusation against other 

commenters, the tone here is polite as opposed to disparaging or mean-spirited, which 

suggests the comment is written with a civil tone (Coe et al., 2014). 

Another means of introducing doubt was to show sympathy towards the 

offender, again using civil language. An example of this is a comment about Oscar 

Pistorius, the world-famous Paralympian who killed his fiancé: 

Trying to save his girlfriend from an intruder...he has to go through this hell! 

Like to see someone without prosetics [sic] be so brave, but something you 

can expect from an athlete. Do people really believe they had an argument and 

he shot Reeva. This is a terrible terrible situation. Really the best outcome is 

Mr Steencamp talks with Oscar and try and get some closer [sic], I truly 

believe he will see Oscar did not intentionally shoot his daughter (AB190916). 
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This example displays sympathy for the offender by doubting that he intentionally 

killed the victim. In other words, the commenter is doubting the mens rea, i.e., the 

intention or knowledge of wrongdoing that constitutes part of a murder conviction. 

The example indicates that the offender was trying to protect the victim and suggests 

that the fact that he uses prosthetic limbs makes his action even more courageous. The 

commenter also suggests that this is a tragedy because the offender is “going through 

hell” and being punished for trying to defend the victim. However, the comment is 

still written with a civil tone because the word “hell” is not used as profanity, but is 

instead used to indicate that the offender is suffering. 

Only one comment was coded as uncivil within this subtheme. However, this 

comment was uncivil due to the tone (name-calling) used to describe women in 

general and not the offender. The commenter doubts the male offender’s 

responsibility, saying:  

Women want equality but when they do something stupid it's always the man's 

fault.  He was brutalized by the media. He has a right to come out and set the 

record straight. He has a right to live his life. He has a right to date 

(NE071215). 

The commenter is referring to an incident where the offender was acquitted of killing 

his Tinder date after he locked her outside on his balcony, and she fell to her death. In 

this example, the commenter uses uncivil language when discussing women. 

Theme 3: Victim Supporting 

At the other end of the spectrum from victim blaming, is victim supporting. 

Indeed, most of the Facebook comments that included a reference to the victim did so 

with positive portrayals (the exception being the victim blaming comments discussed 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  132 

above). All comments coded as victim supporting were about female victims. None of 

the comments examined for male victims included victim supporting language.  

The vast majority of comments in this theme were coded as having a civil 

tone. More than half of the comments that were coded as supporting the female victim 

referred to “rest in peace” or “RIP”, such as: “So sad they all need to be thrown in 

jail. poor woman RIP Jodie” (YA250915). The example here is demonstrating 

sympathy for the victim using civil language and is typical for how victims were 

described in this theme. The theme aligns with how the media often portrays victims 

of violence as good or innocent, which generates a passionate response from readers 

by creating sympathy towards the victim (Collins, 2016; Greer, 2007; McShane & 

Williams, 1992). A similar example is, “RIP Beautiful lady....” (YA250915). Here the 

commenter further refers to the victim as “beautiful”, which was a common feature in 

other comments as well. Previous research has demonstrated that commenters 

sometimes describe a female victim as beautiful when expressing sympathy for the 

victim and demonstrating an outpouring of grief (Barnes, 2016; Komazec & Farmer, 

2020; Powell et al., 2017).   

Those few comments within the victim supporting theme that did contain 

elements of incivility (namely name-calling and vulgarity) did not direct the uncivil 

language towards the victim. Rather, the uncivil tone appears to have been used as a 

method of expressing anger and frustration at either the killing or the media’s 

reporting of the homicide. This involved the use of swearing, such as in the following 

example involving a homicide of a transgender woman killed by her male partner. 

Swearing is coded as vulgarity as per Coe et al.’s (2014) operationalisation. In this 

case, the commenter used the word “bs”:  
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No PERSON deserves to be hurt or killed by their partner. Sex, gender, race, 

none of this matters. Transphobia ? Why bring this bs into it. Poor Mayang 

was killed; Mayang's death was undeserved and Mayang should be mourned 

with respect (AB091014). 

The commenter is clearly showing sympathy to the victim, seen especially in their use 

of the words “Poor Mayang” and “should be mourned with respect”. Sympathy often 

involves caring about others (Darwall, 1998). Another example of swearing can be 

seen in the use of “fken”: “R.I.P....beautiful beautiful girl...fken [sic] 

heartbreaking..xxx” (NE301115). Again, in this example, the incivility was not 

targeting the victim, but instead used as an expression of frustration and anger that the 

victim was killed. 

Theme 4: Sympathy with Family 

The theme sympathy with family includes comments where commenters 

express sympathy to the victim’s family. Individuals may feel sympathy for the 

family because they can imagine themselves, or their own family members, in the 

position of the victim’s family (Johnson-Laird & Oatley, 1989). In the current study, 

commenters only expressed sympathy to the victim’s family regarding articles with 

female victims and never for male victims. The large majority of comments in this 

theme were coded as civil, as in the following example: “Heart goes out to all family 

and friends” (YA250915). While this comment was relatively broad in terms of who 

they mentioned (family and friends), some commenters expressed concerns for 

specific members of the victims’ families, such as their children, as in the following 

example, “I just feel so sorry for his daughters. He took their mother, and in doing so 

changed their lives irrevocably forever. I hope they gain some peace” (NE131215).  
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The very small number of uncivil comments only arose when the commenter 

would also write disparaging remarks against the offender, which is a type of 

incivility. An example of this is, “the heartache and devastation he has caused her 

family, loved ones and the people who tried to help save her will be everlasting. He is 

the lowest form of life” (AB150216b). The commenter is expressing sympathy for the 

female victim’s family and loved ones. However, the commenter also refers to the 

offender as the lowest form of life. Therefore, this comment (in its entirety) is coded 

as uncivil (name-calling). 

Theme 5: Lenient Criminal Justice Response 

The themes identified thus far, have focused on the actors involved in the 

homicide. The next theme that emerged from the inductive coding process is lenient 

criminal justice response. These are cases where commenters express the opinion that 

the criminal justice response was not sufficiently retributive. On the surface, this 

theme might appear similar to the subtheme of retribution against the offender. 

Looking more closely, however, it becomes apparent that this theme focuses on the 

failure or weaknesses of the criminal justice system rather than the offender deserving 

harsh punishment. Although, it is worth noting that there is sometimes a crossover 

between the two themes (i.e., a commenter would criticise the criminal justice system 

and, also, express that the offender deserves a harsher punishment). Overall, this 

theme was more commonly seen in comments relating to articles with male 

offender/female victim pairs, compared to female offender/male victim pairs.  

In this theme, commenters often expressed a desire for capital punishment to 

be reinstated in Australia. This was seen in comments regarding both male and female 

offenders. In fact, all of the comments on articles featuring female offenders in this 

theme were coded as calling for capital punishment and always used a civil tone. An 
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example of this relates to an article where the female offender is awaiting execution in 

the United States, “I wish Australia had the death penalty still” (NE091215d). Some 

of the commenters who expressed a desire for the use of capital punishment for male 

offenders were also civil in their phrasing, such as, “Bring back the death penalty life 

for a life” (YA250915). Though both commenters expressed a desire for the 

reinstatement of an antiquated and harsh form of punishment, neither of these 

examples are disparaging or disrespectful. At the same time, however, neither see past 

the retributive goals of the criminal justice system nor consider utilitarian goals such 

as rehabilitation. 

Though some commenters who expressed a desire for capital punishment as a 

justice response to male offenders were coded as civil in their tone, the majority (two-

thirds) were coded as uncivil. The following is an example of an uncivil comment that 

featured name-calling:  

The justice system got it right he doesn't deserve to walk around in the 

community ...... however for this oxygen thief to sit in jail at the expense of 

tax payers is wrong on every level. Bring back the death penalty plain and 

simple! (AB150216b). 

This comment also exemplifies the relatively prevalent overlap between the two 

themes: lenient criminal justice response and bad offender. Calling for the death 

penalty to be reinstated is criticising the criminal justice system for not allowing 

capital punishment and, therefore, falls under the lenient criminal justice response 

theme. However, the commenter also refers to the offender as an “oxygen thief” 

(uncivil tone) and says that this offender does not deserve to be in the community, 

which forms part of the bad offender theme. As seen in the above example, the uncivil 

part of the comment is actually expressed as part of the bad offender theme.  
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Another way that commenters critiqued the criminal justice system was by 

implying that the sentence length was insufficient or too lenient, without specifically 

mentioning capital punishment as a desired justice response. This was only seen in 

comments featuring male offenders. Almost all of these comments were coded as 

being written with a civil tone. An example concerning an article where the offender 

pled guilty to killing his ex-partner is, “He might get life. He will appeal and then get 

a reduced sentence. The laws are so lenient in this country” (NE301115). Though 

civil, this comment exemplifies the lack of legitimacy and trust commenters 

expressed about criminal justice responses to intimate partner homicide involving 

male offenders. Similarly, another commenter used the word “inadequate” to describe 

the sentence of a man who received a 12-year custodial sentence for killing his 

intimate partner (NE260217).  

While rare, some commenters expressing that sentence lengths were 

insufficient wrote comments with an uncivil tone. As an example, the following 

commenter used a vulgar term when expressing their concern about what they 

perceived to be an insufficient sentence length for manslaughter, where the defence 

team argued the killing occurred during a porn re-enactment, “12 years for raping and 

killing someone, ffs” (NE260217). The acronym “ffs” stands for “for f*ck’s sake”. 

Such phrases, though perhaps common in online communities, are coded vulgar 

because it is not proper in professional discourse (Coe et al., 2014). 

Another way commenters critiqued the criminal justice system for being too 

lenient was by referring specifically to the appeal process/outcome. In all of these 

comments, the commenters referred to one case, namely a well-known Australian 

case where a husband (Baden-Clay) killed his wife. The Queensland Court of Appeal 

downgraded the original murder conviction to manslaughter; however, the High Court 
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reinstated the murder conviction. Commenters mostly used a civil tone here. 

Examples include, “Justice! Great respect for the High Court. No respect whatsoever 

for Queensland's Court of Appeal” (AB211015), and “there should be a royal 

commission into the Queensland court system allowing Baden-Clay to win his appeal 

for a lesser sentence!!!” (NE131215). While these commenters are criticising the 

Court of Appeal, they are not using a disparaging tone. On the other hand, a very 

small number of comments featured an uncivil tone. An example is, “So it 

should…What sort of asshead judge declares manslaughter” (NI310816). The word 

“asshead” clearly demonstrates both vulgarity and name-calling and is, therefore, 

coded as uncivil. 

Theme 6: Critiquing Media’s Portrayal 

Another key theme within the comments was critiquing the media’s portrayal 

of the homicide. This theme was more frequent in comments on articles featuring 

female offender/male victim pairs compared to male offender/female victim pairs. In 

this theme, all of the comments featuring a female offender were coded as being 

written with a civil tone, while just over half of the comments featuring a male 

offender were written with an uncivil tone.  

For comments on articles with female offenders, commenters always criticised 

the heading of the article. This included referring to the heading as “clickbait” or 

“slander”. Clickbait refers to headings or links that aim to entice readers to open and 

read the content, a common technique used in online news given the pursuit for page 

views (Chen et al., 2015). Such financially driven practices can blur the lines between 

fiction and fact and spread fake news on the Internet (Silverman, 2015). As stated 

above, all of the comments concerning female offenders were coded as civil. For 

example, “The header is slander” (NE300915b). Here, the heading of the article is, 
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“Doctor ‘killed husband with hammer’ after their sex with teen”. However, upon 

reading the article, it is alleged that the female offender was forced to have sex with 

the teenager and killed her husband because he was abusing her. The commenter is 

criticising the heading for not providing the same context as the article. However, the 

commenter is using civil language to critique the media.  

Comments relating to articles with male offenders also featured critiques of 

headings; however, commenters mostly used uncivil tones. One comment featured 

both aspersion and name-calling: “what a stupid heading they labeled him a 

monster…Of course he is” (YA170816b). Here referring to the heading as “stupid” is 

considered aspersion under Coe et al.’s (2014) operationalisation because it is 

disparaging towards the media’s choice of words. As discussed in Chapter 3, 

aspersion involves disparaging words against an idea, plan, policy, or behaviour 

(while name-calling involves disparaging words against a person). The commenter is 

also criticising the offender by calling him a “monster”, which means the comment is 

also coded as name-calling.  

In comments featuring male offenders, commenters also criticised other 

aspects of the media, and more than half of these comments were coded as being 

written with an uncivil tone. The commenters were critical towards the media for 

sensationalising the homicide, missing information from their reports, promoting 

propaganda, and causing “trial by media.” For example, one commenter referred to a 

case where a husband killed his wife after she converted from Islam to Christianity: 

“Typical propaganda media spewing out hate and bigotry” (YA250517). The 

commenter is indicating that the way the media framed the case causes hatred and 

prejudice towards people who follow Islam. The phrase “spewing out” indicates that 
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the commenter is disparaging the media (as opposed to a person) and is, therefore, 

uncivil (aspersion).  

Some civil comments were also written about articles with male offenders. For 

example, one commenter criticised the media in the following way: “This was a truly 

tragic event and the sensationalism used by some media outlets is truly reprehensible” 

(AB091014). Although the commenter is criticising the media, they are not using 

mean-spirited or disparaging words which means this comment is coded as civil. 

Another example of a civil comment concerns an article explaining how the media 

was allowed to use cameras during Oscar Pistorius’ trial: “This whole trial was a 

farce, from the media circus to the judge allowing that prosecutor the make himself 

the centre of all things” (AB040916b). The comment (including the word “farce”), 

while critical, is not disparaging or mean-spirited and can be used in professional 

discourse and is, therefore, coded as civil. The term “media circus” can refer to a trial 

receiving a large amount of publicity due to a defendant’s prominence (Stephen, 

1992), something which can negatively impact a defendant’s right to a fair trial 

(Meringolo, 2010; Stephen, 1992; Walton, 1997).  

Theme 7: Emphasising Intimate Partner Violence as a Problem 

The last theme to emerge through the inductive coding process was 

emphasising intimate partner violence as a problem. This theme comprises comments 

where individuals specifically discussed intimate partner violence or intimate partner 

homicide as a problem in society as opposed to focusing solely on the circumstances 

surrounding the individual homicide. This theme resembles thematic reporting by the 

media, in that it focuses on the larger context of intimate partner violence and 

homicide. Although some of the comments in the lenient criminal justice system 

theme also focus on the broader context (rather than on an individual homicide 
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covered in a news story), the difference is that the lenient criminal justice system 

theme focuses on the perceived weakness or failure of the criminal justice system, 

whereas the theme emphasising intimate partner violence as a problem focuses on the 

common occurrence of intimate partner violence and the need for society to take 

greater preventative measures. This was not a common theme overall and was only 

seen in a small number of comments for both male offender/female victim pairs and 

female offender/male victim pairs. 

Some commenters highlighted that intimate partner violence/homicide is 

unacceptable and more needs to be done to prevent it. Notably, this sentiment was 

expressed solely in comments related to male offenders and not female offenders. The 

majority of these comments were written with an uncivil tone. An example of a 

comment where the commenter suggests more effort should be undertaken to prevent 

intimate partner homicide is: 

Something more needs to be done to these disgusting so called men killing 

women an [sic] kids every week , it has to stop every day on the news there's 

another women or daughter being killed my [sic] a pethitic [sic] week [sic] 

male ,, then they get to go into protection in jail (YA250915). 

The comment is coded as uncivil due to the use of mean-spirited words (pathetic and 

weak) to refer to the offender (Coe et al., 2014). The comment further exemplifies the 

co-occurrence of themes. In this case, the comment clearly acknowledges that 

intimate partner violence is a problem in society. However, within the same comment, 

the perceived leniency of the criminal justice system is also highlighted, through the 

commenter’s lament about the offender’s likely placement on a protection order in 

custody. When commenters highlighted that intimate partner violence/homicide is 

unacceptable, only one comment was coded as civil, namely, “honour killings are not 
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acceptable here or anywhere!”. While the commenter is criticising intimate partner 

homicides (specifically honour killings) and stating that these homicides are 

unacceptable, they are using a civil tone to do so.  

Another way that commenters emphasised intimate partner violence as a 

problem was by discussing the common occurrence of intimate partner 

violence/homicide. This was done for both male and female offenders. For male 

offenders, just over half of these types of comments were coded as civil, including, 

“It's depressing the number of children and adults being murdered by the people who 

were closest to them” (YA90216). An illustration of an uncivil tone includes, 

“Another victim of domestic violence Charge the parents with murder too ,disgusting 

excuse of parents” (YA250915). The commenter is discussing a case where the body 

of the victim was found buried in the backyard of the offender’s parents’ house. The 

phrase “another victim of domestic violence” points to the common occurrence of 

such violence, while the phrase “disgusting excuse” equates to name-calling (i.e., 

incivility) towards the parents of the offender. On the other hand, comments were 

mainly coded as civil when the offender discussed was female, for example, “Is this 

the fifth or six man to die from domestic violence this year so far??” (NE300915b). 

This comment was coded as civil; however, the complexities of this comment are 

acknowledged because this comment could also be interpreted as being sarcastic for 

someone aware of the high rates of intimate partner violence affecting women. 

Some commenters also expressed incomprehension and confusion about what 

motivates people to commit lethal violence. This was also coded for comments 

regarding both male and female offenders. These comments were always written with 

an uncivil tone for female offenders but were written with a mix of uncivil and civil 

tones for male offenders. One commenter discussing a homicide perpetrated by a 
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female offender said, “Wtf is wrong with people and relationships these days. It's 

infuriating” (NE300915b). The phrase “wtf” (i.e., “what the f*ck”) was coded as 

vulgar as it is not proper in professional discourse which is an indication of incivility 

(Coe et al., 2014). Male offenders were also discussed in similar ways. For example, 

“for god sake wat [sic] is happening here” (YA250915). The phrase “for god’s sake” 

was coded as vulgar using Coe et al.’s (2014) definition and is, therefore, uncivil. 

Although, one commenter used a civil tone when discussing a male offender, saying, 

“Why are men like this?” (NE260217). Again, this commenter is questioning why a 

male offender would kill his partner but is civil due to the lack of a disrespectful tone.  

Chapter Summary 

This chapter outlines the findings of Study 2. The results show that intimate 

partner homicide comments differ depending on the gender pairs. In terms of 

prevalence, the themes bad offender, victim supporting, sympathy with family, lenient 

criminal justice response, and emphasising intimate partner violence as a problem 

were more commonly coded for in cases of male offender/female victim pairs. On the 

other hand, the victim blaming and critiquing media’s portrayal themes were more 

commonly coded for in cases of female offender/male victim pairs. However, it is 

worth noting that only the bad offender and victim supporting themes showed 

statistically significant differences across gender. Comments also showed statistically 

significant differences across incivility; comments featuring female offender/male 

victim pairs were more commonly coded as civil (compared to male offender/female 

victim pairs).  

Contextually, the results also show qualitative differences across gender. 

Within each of the themes, gender pairs were portrayed differently. For example, in 

the victim blaming theme, female offenders were excused for using violence as self-
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defence. On the other hand, males were excused when commenters doubted or 

minimised their responsibility. Furthermore, incivility also differed across gender 

within the themes. For example, in the criticising the media’s portrayal theme, all of 

the comments regarding articles featuring female offender/male victim pairs were 

written with a civil tone. On the other hand, less than half of the comments regarding 

articles featuring male offender/female victim pairs were written with a civil tone. 

Many of the media frames were also observed in the comments, but the extent 

to which comments were influenced by the frames is unknown. In theory, the framing 

of news stories by the media would likely impact on audience commentary (Lecheler 

& De Vreese, 2011; Price & Tewksbury, 1997; Valkenburg et al., 1999). However, 

without using an experimental approach that controls for audience characteristics, 

establishing such a link is difficult. One aspect that was not examined in Study 2 was 

the extent to which comments are influenced by the frames. Although this could be 

examined using the data available, a much stronger approach would be to control for 

audience characteristics given that prior knowledge and personal experiences affect 

the influence that framing has on audiences (Carragee & Roefs, 2004; Rhee, 1997; 

Van Gorp et al., 2009). The third empirical study of this thesis therefore examines 

whether the nature and content of online comments change depending on the frame of 

the article and the gender of the offender/victim while controlling for media usage, 

attitudes, and participant demographics. The results of the third study are presented in 

the next chapter.   
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Chapter 6: Results Study 3 – Gender Differences and the Impact of Media 

Frames on Audience Commentary 

Thus far, the results of this thesis have demonstrated that the gender of the 

offender/victim pair of an intimate partner homicide matters in how the media reports 

the incident online (Study 1) and how readers (or the audience) comment on the 

reporting of such offences (Study 2). As these were descriptive analyses, the logical 

next step is to examine whether audience commentary is directly influenced by the 

media framing of intimate partner homicide and the gender of the offender/victim 

pair. Study 3, therefore, uses an experimental vignette design and statistical analyses 

to examine whether the content (theme) and tone (civility) of online comments made 

by respondents are impacted by the frame of the media and the gender of the 

offender/victim pair, while controlling for respondents’ media usage, attitudes, and 

demographics.  

This study has three research questions: 1) do media frames affect the theme 

and civility of comments?; 2) does the gender of the offender/victim pair affect the 

theme and civility of comments?; 3) does the gender of the offender/victim pair and 

media frame interact to affect the theme and civility of comments? This chapter 

reports the findings. 

A Brief Synopsis of the Methods 

As described in Chapter 3, Study 3 is a quantitative study that used an online 

vignette survey where respondents were recruited via Facebook. Each respondent was 

randomly assigned to one of four vignettes that featured an intimate partner homicide 

news article constructed specifically for the current study. The vignettes varied on two 

dimensions: type of media frame (bad offender or victim blaming frame) and gender 

of the offender/victim pair (male or female). This resulted in four vignettes: 1) a bad 
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offender frame with a male offender/female victim pair, 2) a bad offender frame with 

a female offender/male victim pair, 3) a victim blaming frame with a male 

offender/female victim pair, and 4) a victim blaming frame with a female 

offender/male victim pair. Male/female pairs were used in the vignettes for two 

reasons. First, these remain the most commonly reported relationships in media 

articles. Second, adding another dimension to the vignettes was not feasible, because 

this would have required significantly more respondents participating in the study.  

Similarly, for feasibility reasons, only two frames were chosen for the 

vignettes. While it would have been ideal to include a broader number of frames, the 

expected sample size and time constraints limited the number of frames used in the 

vignettes. The first frame – bad offender – was selected because of its high prevalence 

in the online articles in Study 1 and the comments in Study 2, and it is commonly 

featured in media research exploring violence (e.g., Bullock, 2007; Carlyle et al., 

2019; Easteal et al., 2015a; Komazec & Farmer, 2020; Lloyd & Ramon, 2017; Noh et 

al., 2010; Pelvin, 2017; Wilczynski, 1991; Wozniak & McCloskey, 2010). The second 

frame – victim blaming – was selected because of its high prevalence in the online 

articles in Study 1. Although victim blaming was observed to be less common in 

Study 2, previous studies have indicated its significant prevalence in online comments 

(Komazec & Farmer, 2020; Whiting et al., 2020), underscoring the need for further 

attention and investigation. The victim blaming frame is also important to examine 

because such framing can lead to the continuation of harmful social perceptions of 

violence against women (Meyers, 1994; Meyers, 1996). Finally, the selection of these 

two frames was validated by the results from Studies 1 and 2, which uncovered 

notable variations in the prevalence and nature of the frames and themes across the 

gender of the offender/victim pair. 
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Respondents used LimeSurvey, an online survey tool, to participate. 

Respondents were asked to read the vignette and then write an online comment. 

Questions were also asked about their media usage, criminal justice attitudes, and 

personal characteristics. These questions reflect other variables that could be related 

to the types of comments made (see Chapter 3 for further details).  

The respondents’ comments were coded using a deductive thematic analysis. 

Two characteristics of the comments were examined, namely what the comment was 

about (theme) and the tone of the comment (civility). Unlike Study 2, which 

examined a wide variety of themes, the themes coded for in the current study were 

limited to two: victim blaming and bad offender, in order to examine whether the 

theme of the comments matched the media frame presented in the vignette. In other 

words, to determine whether or not the victim blaming media frame resulted in 

comments that blamed the victim and whether or not the bad offender media frame 

resulted in comments that were critical of the offender. In terms of coding, 

respondents’ comments that criticised and/or blamed the offender (e.g., by desiring 

retribution, using name-calling, or criticising the offender’s behaviour) were coded as 

bad offender, in line with Study 2. A comment was coded as victim blaming if either 

direct victim blaming techniques or indirect victim blaming techniques (excusing the 

offender) were present, which aligns with past research (Meyers, 1994; Richards et 

al., 2011; Taylor, 2008). In terms of civility, comments were coded as uncivil if they 

contained at least one of the five forms of incivility: name-calling, aspersion, lying, 

vulgarity, or pejorative for speech (Coe et al., 2014), and coded as civil if they did not 

include any of these five forms. More details about the coding can be found in 

Chapter 3. 
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Descriptive Statistics of Variables and Sample Characteristics 

A total of 639 respondents participated in the online survey; however, 

providing a comment on the article (i.e., the vignette) was optional for respondents. 

Considering the focus on online commentary in this study, respondents who did not 

submit an online comment were excluded from the sample. A total of 537 (84%) 

respondents wrote a comment on the article they had read and completed the whole 

survey, which is the sample used in the current study.  

Table 6.1 presents the descriptive statistics for variables examined in the study 

across the sample overall and within the four vignettes. In terms of socio-

demographics, most respondents were female and had not completed a university 

degree. The average age was 44.5 years. Most respondents reported online media as 

their main source of news and had commented on social media posts in the past. The 

majority of respondents reported confidence in the criminal justice system and 

reported having direct experience with the criminal justice system (either themselves 

or their families). They reported that they believed sentences for people who commit 

crimes should be harsher than they currently are. The average score for the “fear of 

crime” scale (possible range: 0–24) was 8.66, which indicates that respondents were 

not generally fearful of being a victim of crime. Half the respondents had been 

victims of intimate partner violence themselves. Further, the majority had a good 

awareness or understanding of what constitutes intimate partner violence, as measured 

by their responses to various intimate partner violence scenarios.  
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Table 6.1        

Descriptive Statistics of Variables Used in Model (n = 537) 

 Bad offender 
frame: 
Male 

offender/female 
victim 

Victim blaming 
frame: 
Male 

offender/female 
victim 

Bad offender 
frame: 
Female 

offender/male 
victim 

Victim blaming 
frame: 
Female 

offender/male 
victim 

Total 

 n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) 
Respondent experiences/attitudes 
   Online media main news source (1=yes) 
   Has commented on social media (1=yes) 
   Confidence in legal system (1=yes) 
   Wants harsher sentences (1=yes) 
   Fear of crime 
   Intimate partner violence victimisation (1=yes) 
   Awareness of intimate partner violence (1=yes) 
   Direct contact with CJS (self or family) (1=yes) 

 
113 (83.1) 
110 (80.9) 
97 (71.3) 
90 (66.2) 

M:8.57 (SD:4.58) 
71 (52.2) 
125 (91.9) 
100 (73.5) 

 
112 (88.2) 
102 (80.3) 
98 (77.2) 
73 (57.5) 

M:8.91 (SD:5.00) 
70 (55.1) 
106 (83.5) 
84 (66.1) 

 
104 (86.0) 
96 (79.3) 
93 (76.9) 
72 (59.5) 

M:8.70 (SD:4.86) 
69 (57.0) 
101 (83.5) 
81 (66.9) 

 
124 (81.0) 
121 (79.1) 
117 (76.5) 
97 (63.4) 

M:8.50 (SD:4.60) 
60 (39.2) 
130 (85.0) 
108 (70.6) 

 
453 (84.4) 
429 (79.9) 
405 (75.4) 
332 (61.8) 

M:8.66 (SD:4.75) 
270 (50.3) 
462 (86.0) 
373 (69.5) 

Respondent demographics 
   Gender (1=female)  
   Age 
   University degree (1=yes) 

 
111 (81.6) 

M:46.44 (SD:13.08) 
51 (37.5) 

 
109 (85.8) 

M:43.95 (SD:14.46) 
54 (42.5) 

 
94 (77.7) 

M:42.18 (SD:13.45) 
59 (48.8) 

 
128 (83.7) 

M:45.23 (SD:15.01) 
69 (45.1) 

 
442 (82.3) 

M:44.55 (SD:14.11) 
233 (43.4) 

Type of comment 
   Victim blaming 
   Bad offender 
   Uncivil 
 

 
4 (2.9) 

27 (19.9) 
17 (12.5) 

 
25 (19.7) 
12 (9.4) 
6 (4.7) 

 
34 (28.1) 
15 (12.4) 
5 (4.1) 

 
65 (42.5) 
11 (7.2) 
1 (0.7) 

 
128 (23.8) 
65 (12.1) 
29 (5.4) 

Total n (%) 136 (25.3%) 127 (23.6%) 121 (22.5%) 153 (28.5%) 537 (100.0%) 
Note. Continuous variables are presented with mean and standard deviation (instead of number and percentage). 
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The word length of respondents’ comments ranged between one and 361, but 

most respondents provided relatively short comments, with the median length of 

comments being 17 words (M = 25; SD = 32). Overall Table 6.1 shows that victim 

blaming was coded in almost one-quarter of the comments (23.8%). On the other 

hand, the bad offender theme was coded less frequently overall (12.1%). The large 

majority of the comments were mutually exclusive (only one comment featured both 

a victim blaming and a bad offender comment). In terms of civility, the vast majority 

of the comments were coded as civil (94.6%), with only a small proportion coded as 

uncivil (5.4%). 

The study relied on a randomised method of vignette allocation, which was 

achieved through randomising the vignettes when a respondent entered the survey. 

Given the randomisation of participants into one of the four vignettes, it would be 

expected that the sub-samples would be similar across characteristics, for example, a 

similar gender proportion would be expected across the four vignettes. For 

methodological rigour, bivariate analyses were also conducted to ascertain whether or 

not a similar proportion of respondent demographics and experiences/attitudes was 

seen across the vignettes (descriptive statistics presented in Table 6.1, bivariate results 

available in Appendix D). As expected, results show no statistically significant 

differences in the respondent demographics. Of the respondent experiences and 

attitudes, only one variable showed statistically significant differences. Namely, 

whether or not a respondent reported previous intimate partner violence victimisation. 

Those who read the vignette with female offenders and the victim blaming frame 

were less likely to have been victims of intimate partner violence (see Appendix D). 

This difference highlights the importance of controlling for experiences of intimate 

partner violence, which is achieved in the regression models presented below.  
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Do Media Frames and the Gender of the Offender/Victim Pair Affect the Theme 

and Civility of Comments? 

The results are divided into three sections based on the three dependent 

variables: 1) victim blaming theme in the comments, 2) bad offender theme in the 

comments, and 3) civility of comments. Within each section bivariate analyses were 

first used to examine whether the media frame (victim blaming/bad offender) and the 

gender of the offender/victim pair were associated with the theme or civility of 

comments made by respondents.13 Multivariate analyses were then run to examine if 

the media frame and the gender of the offender/victim pair influences comments 

while controlling for a range of variables that might be associated with respondents’ 

attitudes about victim and offender blame. This includes media usage, attitudes 

towards criminal justice, fear of crime, attitudes towards intimate partner violence, 

and respondent demographics. Separate regressions were conducted that examined the 

predictors of victim blaming comments (Table 6.2), and the predictors of bad offender 

comments (Table 6.3). Within each set of regressions, four separate models were run: 

a) media frame as predictor, b) gender of offender/victim pair as predictor, c) both 

media frame and gender as predictors, and d) interaction effect of media frame and 

gender.  

It was not possible to use multivariate models to examine the civility of 

comments due to the low number of uncivil comments (5.2%; see Tabachnick and 

Fidell (2013) for a discussion on the preferred 90/10 split in the dependent variable 

for robust estimates). Therefore, only descriptives and bivariate analyses are 

presented for civility (Table 6.4). 

 
13 The bivariate results (chi-squares) table can be found in Appendix E. 
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Victim Blaming Theme in the Comments 

The first set of analyses examined the presence of victim blaming in the 

respondent comments. Chi-square analyses revealed that respondents more commonly 

blamed the victim when the article had a victim blaming frame compared to when the 

article had a bad offender frame (32.1% versus 14.8%) (χ 2 (1, n = 537) = 21.291, p < 

.001, phi = .203). The analyses also showed that respondents were significantly more 

likely to blame the victim where the article featured female offender/male victim pairs 

(36.1%) compared to male offender/female victim pairs (11%) (χ 2 (1, n = 537) = 

45.214, p < .001, phi = .295). These bivariate findings suggest that the media frame 

and gender of the offender/victim pair influences victim blaming in respondent 

comments. 

Turning to the multivariate analyses, overall, the four models fit the data well, 

as indicated by Nagelkerke R2 and the area under the ROC curve. Models 2–4 had an 

area under the curve of above 0.7, which is considered acceptable (Hosmer et al., 

2013), while Model 1 had an area under the curve of 0.67. Initial analyses revealed 

four outliers with a standardised residual above 3 in two or more of the regression 

models (see Chapter 3 for further information). However, when the regressions were 

run without the outliers, the results were ostensibly the same. Therefore, the outliers 

were retained in the regressions. 

Model 1 examined the impact of the media frame when controlling for 

respondent characteristics and attitudes (Table 6.2). Respondents who read a victim 

blaming article were almost three times (OR = 2.88) more likely to have written a 

victim blaming comment compared with respondents who read a bad offender article, 

controlling for all other factors in the model. One of the control variables (confidence 

in the legal system) was also statistically significant (OR = 0.60).
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Table 6.2            
Predictors of Media Frames and Offender/Victim Gender on Victim Blaming Comments (n = 537)  
 Dependent Variable: Victim Blaming Comments 
 Model 1: Media Frame  Model 2: Offender/Victim Gender Pair   

B (S.E) Wald Sig. Exp(B) 95% CI  B (S.E) Wald Sig. Exp(B) 95% CI 
Media Frame and Gender of Offender/victim 
   Victim blaming frame (1=yes) 1.06 (0.22) 22.49 <.001 2.88 1.86-4.47       
   Female offender/male victim (1=yes)       1.60 (0.24) 44.26 <.001 4.95 3.09-7.93 
   Female offender x victim blaming frame            
Respondent Experiences/Attitudes 
   Online media main source of news (1=yes) -0.13 (0.29) 0.20 .658 0.88 0.50-1.55  -0.04 (0.30) 0.02 .881 0.96 0.53-1.71 
   Has commented on social media (1=yes)  -0.26 (0.29) 0.78 .376 0.77 0.44-1.37  -0.26 (0.29) 0.76 .382 0.77 0.43-1.38 
   Confidence in legal system (1=yes)  -0.51 (0.25) 4.24 .039 0.60 0.37-0.98  -0.52 (0.25) 4.13 .042 0.60 0.36-0.98 
   Wants harsher sentences (1=yes)  0.35 (0.24) 2.09 .148 1.42 0.88-2.29  0.31 (0.25) 1.57 .210 1.36 0.84-2.21 
   Fear of crime 0.01 (0.02) 0.34 .559 1.01 0.97-1.06  0.01 (0.02) 0.36 .548 1.01 0.97-1.07 
   Intimate partner violence victimisation (1=yes)  -0.03 (0.23) 

 
0.02 .897 0.97 0.62-1.52  -0.02 (0.24) 0.01 .933 0.98 0.62-1.56 

   Awareness of intimate partner violence (1=yes)  -0.13 (0.30) 0.20 .653 0.88 0.49-1.57  -0.16 (0.30) 0.27 .605 0.85 0.47-1.55 
   Direct contact with CJS (self or family) (1=yes)  0.10 (0.25) 0.16 .693 1.10 0.68-1.78  0.03 (0.25) 0.02 .900 1.03 0.63-1.70 
Respondent Demographics            
   Gender (1=female)  -0.17 (0.29) 0.33 .565 0.85 0.48-1.50  -0.01 (0.30) 0.00 .976 0.99 0.55-1.78 
   Age 0.00 (0.01) 0.32 .573 1.00 0.99-1.02  0.01 (0.01) 0.94 .333 1.01 0.99-1.02 
   University degree (1=yes)  -0.18 (0.22) 0.66 .417 0.83 0.54-1.29  -0.31 (0.23) 1.89 .169 0.73 0.47-1.14 
Constant -1.39 (0.65) 4.51 .034 0.25   -1.95 (0.70) 7.78 .005 0.14   

           
Model statistics             
   -2 Log likelihood 554.149      526.768     

    Nagelkerke R2    9.6%      16.6%     
   Model χ2 35.674      63.056     
   Sig.   <.001      <.001     
   Model prediction rate 76.4%      76.0%     
   ROC .673      .727     
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 Dependent Variable: Victim Blaming Comments 
 Model 3: Main Effects Model  Model 4: Model with Interaction 

 B (S.E.) Wald Sig. Exp(B) 95% C.I.  B (S.E.) Wald Sig. Exp(B) 95% C.I. 
Frame and Gender 
   Victim blaming frame (1=yes) 1.04 (0.23) 19.60 <.001 2.82 1.78-4.47  2.24 (0.56) 15.92 <.001 9.39 3.13-28.22 
   Female offender/male victim (1=yes) 1.58 (0.25) 41.75 <.001 4.88 3.02-7.88  2.73 (0.55) 24.24 <.001 15.36 5.18-45.56 
   Female offender x victim blaming frame        -1.61 (0.63) 6.60 .010 0.20 0.06-0.68  
Respondent Experiences/Attitudes 
   Online media main source of news (1=yes) -0.02 (0.30) 0.01 .940 0.98 0.54-1.77  -0.07 (0.31) 0.05 .816 0.93 0.51-1.70 
   Has commented on social media (1=yes)  -0.29 (0.30) 0.92 .338 0.75 0.41-1.35  -0.30 (0.30) 1.01 .314 0.74 0.41-1.33 
   Confidence in legal system (1=yes)  -0.58 (0.26) 4.97 .026 0.56 0.34-0.93  -0.60 (0.26) 5.31 .021 0.55 0.33-0.91 
   Wants harsher sentences (1=yes)  0.35 (0.25) 1.88 .170 1.41 0.86-2.32  0.36 (0.25) 2.04 .153 1.43 0.88-2.34 
   Fear of crime 0.02 (0.03) 0.40 .529 1.02 0.97-1.07  0.01 (0.02) 0.35 .553 1.01 0.97-1.07 
   Intimate partner violence victimisation (1=yes)  0.15 (0.25) 0.37 .541 1.16 0.72-1.88  0.08 (0.25) 0.09 .760 1.08 0.67-1.75 
   Awareness of intimate partner violence (1=yes)  -0.11 (0.31) 0.12 .729 0.90 0.49-1.65  -0.05 (0.31) 0.03 .865 0.95 0.52-1.73 
   Direct contact with CJS (self or family) (1=yes) -0.01 (0.26) 0.00 .977 0.99 0.60-1.65  0.04 (0.26) 0.02 .876 1.04 0.62-1.74 
Respondent Demographics 
   Gender (1=female)  -0.15 (0.31) 0.25 .616 0.86 0.47-1.56  -0.12 (0.31) 0.14 .707 0.89 0.49-1.63 
   Age 0.01 (0.01) 0.56 .455 1.01 0.99-1.02  0.01 (0.01) 0.92 .338 1.01 0.99-1.03 
   University degree (1=yes)  -0.30 (0.23) 1.61 .205 0.74 0.47-1.18  -0.32 (0.23) 1.83 .176 0.73 0.46-1.15 
Constant -2.44 (0.72) 11.60 <.001 0.09     -3.42 (0.85) 16.18 <.001 0.03  
            
Model statistics              
   -2 Log likelihood 505.919      498.059     
   Nagelkerke R2    21.7%      23.6%     
   Model χ2 83.904      91.764     
   Sig.   <.001      <.001     
   Model prediction rate 77.5%      78.0%     
   ROC .760      .765     



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  154 

Model 2 estimates the impact of the gender of the offender/victim pair while 

controlling for respondent characteristics and attitudes. It was found that of all the 

variables included in the model, only the gender of the offender/victim pair and one of 

the control variables (confidence in the legal system: OR = 0.60) were statistically 

significant, as shown in Table 6.2. Respondents who read an article featuring a female 

offender (male victim) were almost five times (OR = 4.95) more likely to have written 

a victim blaming comment compared with respondents who read an article with a 

male offender (female victim), controlling for all other factors in the model.  

Models 1 and 2 focused on the predictors of media frame and the gender of the 

offender/victim pair separately. The next step was to examine whether the gender of 

the offender/victim pair moderates the impact of media frame on the likelihood of a 

victim blaming comment. This was achieved by running two separate models, one 

with the main effects only (i.e., inclusion of both offender/victim gender pair and 

frame; Model 3) and one with the main effects and the interaction term (Model 4). In 

Model 3 (Table 6.2), both gender and the media frame were shown to be statistically 

significant (OR = 4.88 and OR = 2.82, respectively). Similar to Models 1 and 2, one 

of the control variables (confidence in the legal system), was also statistically 

significant (OR = 0.56).  

Model 4 assessed the interaction of gender and the media frame, while 

controlling for respondent characteristics and attitudes when respondents wrote victim 

blaming comments. The model fit remained similar to Model 3 though with slight 

improvements (χ 2 = 7.861, p = .005), indicating that adding the interaction had a 

small improvement on the fit. As shown in Model 4, the interaction term (gender x 

frame) was statistically significant, as were the individual predictors (gender: OR = 

15.36, and frame: OR = 9.39), and the control variable confidence in the legal system 
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(OR = 0.55). This suggests that the gender of the offender/victim pair does moderate 

the relationship between the framing and the likelihood of the respondent making a 

comment that blamed the victim.  

To interpret the direction of the significant interaction effect, odds ratios were 

manually computed and compared for the gender of the offender/victim pairs across 

the type of frame used in the article.14 Results revealed that when a bad offender 

frame was used in the vignette, the odds of the outcome being a victim blaming 

comment were 15.36 times greater for female offender/male victim pairs compared to 

male offender/female victim pairs. However, when a victim blaming frame was used 

in the vignette, the odds of the outcome being a victim blaming comment was only 

3.07 times greater for female offender/male victim pairs compared to male 

offender/female victim pairs. These findings suggest that male victims are more 

commonly blamed compared to female victims when either frame (bad offender or 

victim blaming) is used.  

Bad Offender Theme in the Comments 

Using a similar approach as for the victim blaming comments, the following 

analyses examine the respondent comments that were coded as bad offender. Chi-

square analyses revealed that respondents were statistically more likely to write bad 

offender comments when there was a bad offender frame (16.3%) compared to a 

victim blaming frame (8.2%) (χ 2 (1, n = 537) = 7.575, p = .006, phi = -.124). Further, 

respondents more commonly wrote bad offender comments when there was a male 

offender/female victim pair compared to a female offender/male victim pair (14.8% 

vs 9.5%, respectively), although this did not reach statistical significance (χ 2 (1, n = 

 
14 The interaction was calculated by multiplying the gender’s odd ratio by the 
interaction’s ratio of odd ratios: b(g1)*b(g#f) (Norton et al., 2004; UCLA: Statistical 
Consulting Group, n.d.)  
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537) = 3.112, p = .078, phi = -.082). These bivariate findings suggest that the media 

frame influences respondents writing bad offender comments, but the gender of the 

offender/victim pair does not. 

The multivariate analyses are reported in Table 6.3. Overall, the four models 

fit the data well, as indicated by Nagelkerke R2 and the area under the ROC curve. 

The area under the curve is above 0.7, which is considered acceptable (Hosmer et al., 

2013). Initial analyses revealed 18 outliers with a standardised residual above 3 in two 

or more of the regression models (see Chapter 3 for further information). As 

removing the outliers significantly improved the models in terms of fit (e.g., 

Nagelkerke R2), the models are reported with the outliers removed. The sample size 

for the current analyses is therefore n = 519.  

Model 1 examined the impact of the media frame when controlling for 

respondent characteristics and attitudes. Results show that the estimated effect of the 

media frame was statistically significant. Respondents who read a bad offender article 

were six times more likely (OR = 6.66) to have written a bad offender comment 

compared with respondents who read a victim blaming article, controlling for all other 

factors in the model. Four control variables (online media main source of news: OR = 

6.38, wants harsher sentences: OR = 2.48, direct contact with the criminal justice 

system: OR = 0.38, and respondent has university degree: OR = 0.32) were also 

statistically significant (while age of respondent met a p <.10 threshold: OR = 1.03).  
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Table 6.3            
Predictors of Media Frames and Offender/Victim Gender on Bad Offender Comments (n = 519) 
 Dependent Variable: Bad Offender Comments 
 Model 1: Media Frame  Model 2: Offender/Victim Gender Pair  

 B (S.E.) Wald Sig. Exp(B) 95% CI  B (S.E.) Wald Sig. Exp(B) 95% CI 
Article Characteristics 
   Bad Offender frame (1=yes)  1.90 (0.42) 20.41 <.001 6.66 2.93-15.16       
   Male offender/female victim (1=yes)       0.67 (0.34) 3.77 .052 1.95 0.99-3.82 
   Male offender x bad offender frame            
Respondent Experiences/Attitudes       
   Online media main source of news (1=yes) 1.85 (0.76) 5.94 .015 6.38 1.44-28.36  1.73 (0.75) 5.31 .021 5.64 1.29-24.58 
   Has commented on social media (1=yes)  0.82 (0.60) 1.85 .173 2.28 0.70-7.43  0.59 (0.59) 1.02 .314 1.80 0.57-5.69 
   Confidence in legal system (1=yes)  -0.38 (0.37) 1.02 .313 0.69 0.33-1.43  -0.40 (0.36) 1.26 .261 0.67 0.33-1.35 
   Wants harsher sentences (1=yes)  0.91 (0.44) 4.19 .041 2.48 1.04-5.92  0.86 (0.43) 4.03 .045 2.37 1.02-5.48 
   Fear of crime -0.03 (0.04) 0.66 .415 0.97 0.90-1.04  -0.03 (0.04) 0.69 .406 0.97 0.90-1.04 
   Intimate partner victimisation (1=yes)  0.56 (0.38) 2.22 .137 1.75 0.84-3.68  0.55 (0.36) 2.36 .124 1.74 0.86-3.52 
   Awareness of intimate partner violence (1=yes)  0.37 (0.59) 0.40 .527 1.45 0.46-4.56  0.55 (0.57) 0.95 .330 1.74 0.57-5.31 
   Direct contact with CJS (self or family) (1=yes)  -0.97 (0.39) 6.16 .013 0.38 0.18-0.82  -0.77 (0.36) 4.44 .035 0.46 0.23-0.95 
Respondent Demographics       
   Gender (1=female)  -0.38 (0.45) 0.71 .399 0.68 0.28-1.66  -0.56 (0.43) 1.65 .199 0.57 0.24-1.34 
   Age 0.03 (0.01) 3.44 .064 1.03 1.00-1.06  0.02 (0.01) 2.35 .126 1.02 0.99-1.05 
   University degree (1=yes)  -1.14 (0.41) 7.80 .005 0.32 0.14-0.71  -1.00 (0.40) 6.11 .013 0.37 0.17-0.81 
Constant -6.63 (1.38) 22.97 <.001 0.00     -5.33 (1.29) 17.11 <.001 0.00   
            
Model statistics             
   -2 Log likelihood 246.957      269.607     
   Nagelkerke R2    27.1%      18.5%     
   Model χ2 68.417      45.767     
   Sig.   <.001      <.001     
   Model prediction rate 91.1%      91.1%     
   ROC .834      .784     
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 Dependent Variable: Bad Offender Comments 
 Model 3: Main Effects Model  Model 4: Model with Interaction 

 B (S.E.) Wald Sig. Exp(B) 95% C.I.  B (S.E.) Wald Sig. Exp(B) 95% C.I. 
Frame and Gender 
   Bad offender frame (1=yes) 1.86 (0.42) 19.48 <.001 6.44 2.82-14.73  2.32 (0.79) 8.60 .003 10.13 2.16-47.58 
   Male offender/female victim (1=yes) 0.56 (0.36) 2.46 .117 1.75 0.87-3.52  1.10 (0.85) 1.69 .194 3.01 0.57-15.93 
   Male offender x bad offender frame        -0.68 (0.94) 0.52 .470 0.51 0.08-3.21 
Respondent Experiences/Attitudes 
   Online media main source of news (1=yes) 1.86 (0.76) 5.92 .015 6.40 1.44-28.53  1.83 (0.76) 5.74 .017 6.22 1.39-27.73 
   Has commented on social media (1=yes)  0.78 (0.61) 1.64 .200 2.17 0.66-7.13  0.79 (0.61) 1.70 .192 2.20 0.67-7.22 
   Confidence in legal system (1=yes)  -0.38 (0.38) 1.03 .311 0.68 0.33-1.43  -0.39 (0.38) 1.07 .301 0.68 0.32-1.42 
   Wants harsher sentences (1=yes)  0.86 (0.44) 3.76 .053 2.37 0.99-5.66  0.87 (0.44) 3.86 .049 2.40 1.00-5.73 
   Fear of crime -0.03 (0.04) 0.61 .434 0.97 0.90-1.05  -0.03 (0.04) 0.66 .418 0.97 0.90-1.04 
   Intimate partner violence victimisation (1=yes)  0.55 (0.38) 2.12 .146 1.74 0.83-3.66  0.51 (0.38) 1.74 .187 1.66 0.78-3.53 
  Awareness of intimate partner violence (1=yes)  0.32 (0.59) 0.29 .588 1.37 0.43-4.34  0.34 (0.59) 0.34 .558 1.41 0.45-4.47 
   Direct contact with CJS (self or family) (1=yes) -0.96 (0.39) 5.97 .015 0.38 0.18-0.83  -0.93 (0.39) 5.59 .018 0.39 0.18-0.85 
Respondent Demographics 
   Gender (1=female)  -0.42 (0.45) 0.86 .354 0.66 0.27-1.60  -0.41 (0.45) 0.83 .362 0.66 0.27-1.61 
   Age 0.02 (0.01) 2.67 .102 1.02 1.00-1.05  0.02 (0.01) 2.73 .099 1.02 1.00-1.05 
   University degree (1=yes)  -1.07 (0.41) 6.77 .009 0.34 0.15-0.77  -1.08 (0.41) 6.84 .009 0.34 0.15-0.76 
Constant -6.68 (1.38) 23.52 <.001 0.00    -7.06 (1.49) 22.30 <.001 0.00   
            
Model statistics             
   -2 Log likelihood 244.433      243.883     
   Nagelkerke R2    28.1%      28.3%     
   Model χ2 70.941      71.492     
   Sig.   <.001      <.001     
   Model prediction rate 91.5%      91.5%     
   ROC .844      .842     
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In contrast, Model 2, which assessed the impact of the gender of the 

offender/victim pair (Table 6.3), showed that the gender of the offender/victim pair 

was not a significant predictor of whether respondents would write bad offender 

comments (however, it did meet a less conservative p < .10 threshold: OR = 1.95). 

Similar to Model 1, four control variables (online media main source of news: OR = 

5.64, wants harsher sentences: OR = 2.37, direct contact with the criminal justice 

system: OR = 0.46, and respondent has university degree: OR = 0.37) were 

statistically significant.  

Model 3 (main effects model) assessed the impact of gender of the 

offender/victim pair and the media frame separately (without the interaction; Table 

6.3). The media frame remained statistically significant (OR = 6.44), while the gender 

of the offender/victim pair was not statistically significant (at either the .05 or .10 

thresholds). Three control variables (online media main source of news: OR = 6.40, 

direct contact with the criminal justice system: OR = 0.38, and respondent has 

university degree: OR = 0.34) were statistically significant (while wanting harsher 

sentences met a p < .10 threshold: OR = 2.37).  

Finally, the analyses considered if the gender of the offender/victim pair 

moderates the impact of media framing on the likelihood of the respondent writing a 

bad offender comment. Even though gender was not a significant predictor in Model 

3, a model with an interaction effect was still run for the purposes of thoroughness. 

Model 4 assessed the interaction of gender and the media frame, while controlling for 

respondent characteristics and attitudes when respondents wrote bad offender 

comments. The model fit was not improved by the addition of the interaction (χ 2 = 

.551, p = .458). As expected, given that the separate individual effect of gender of the 

offender/victim pair was not significant in Model 3, Model 4 found that the 
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interaction was not statistically significant. Media frame (OR = 10.13) and four 

control variables (online media main source of news: OR = 6.22, wants harsher 

sentences: OR = 2.40, direct contact with the criminal justice system: OR = 0.39, and 

respondent has university degree: OR = 0.34) were statistically significant (while age 

of respondent met the p < .10 threshold: OR = 1.02). Altogether, these results suggest 

that the gender of the offender/victim pair does not moderate the relationship between 

the media framing and the likelihood of the respondent writing a bad offender 

comment.  

Civility of Comments 

As previously discussed, it was not possible to use multivariate models to 

examine civility due to the low prevalence of uncivil comments. Just over 5% of the 

respondents’ comments were coded as uncivil.15 Thus, only descriptive and bivariate 

analyses (where appropriate) are used in this section.  

The results show statistically significant differences across the civility of the 

comments when examining the media frame and the gender of the offender/victim 

pair separately.16 Although the majority of the comments were civil, respondents were 

significantly more likely to write uncivil comments if there was a bad offender frame 

(8.6%) compared to a victim blaming frame (2.5%) (χ 2 (1, n = 537) = 8.484, p = .004, 

phi = -.134). Respondents were also significantly more likely to write uncivil 

comments if there were male offender/female victim pairs (8.7%) compared to female 

offender/male victim pairs (2.2%) (χ 2 (1, n = 537) = 10.042, p = .002, phi = -.145).  

 
15 The percentage of uncivil comments coded in the current study is significantly 
lower compared to previous research (e.g., Su et al., 2018). This will be discussed 
further in Chapter 7 (Discussions Chapter).  
16 The bivariate results (chi-squares) table can be found in Appendix E. 
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The next step was to examine whether or not the gender of the offender/victim 

pair moderates the impact of the media frame on the likelihood of writing an uncivil 

comment. This was done by using a crosstabulation of media frame, gender of the 

offender/victim pair, and civility of comments to provide insight into any interaction 

between the gender of the offender/victim pair and media frame (Table 6.4). Given 

the small cell sizes, bivariate analyses are not used. However, the pattern hints that an 

uncivil tone was coded more frequently in comments relating to male offender/female 

victim pairs (4.7%) as opposed to female offender/male victim pairs (0.7%) within the 

victim blaming frame. Similarly, within the bad offender frame, uncivil comments 

were coded more frequently in comments relating to male offender/female victim 

pairs (12.5%) as opposed to female offender/male victim pairs (4.1%). While no 

definitive conclusions can be drawn given the small cell sizes, it would hint that there 

is an interaction between gender and frame. 

Table 6.4             
   

Interaction of Media Frame and the Gender of the Offender/Victim Pair on Civility in 

Comments (n = 537) 

 

Civil 
Comments 

n (%) 

Uncivil 
Comments 

n (%) 

Victim Blaming Frame   
   Male offender/female victim 121 (95.3) 6 (4.7) 
   Female offender/male victim 152 (99.3) 1 (0.7) 
Bad Offender Frame   
   Male offender/female victim 119 (87.5) 17 (12.5) 
   Female offender/male victim 116 (95.9) 5 (4.1) 
 

Chapter Summary 

This chapter outlined the results of Study 3. Where appropriate, bivariate and 

multivariate analyses were run to examine whether or not the media frame and the 
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gender of the offender/victim pair in the vignettes affect the theme or civility of 

respondent comments. The first part of the results concerned the victim blaming 

theme in comments. First, the analyses revealed that respondents more commonly 

blamed the victim when the article had a victim blaming frame compared to a bad 

offender frame. Secondly, the analyses showed that respondents more commonly 

blamed the victim where there were female offender/male victim pairs compared to 

male offender/female victim pairs. Finally, the analyses showed that the gender of the 

offender/victim pair and the media frame interacts to influence the respondent 

comments. Respondents are more likely to blame victims when the victim is male 

(female offender) and there is a victim blaming frame. 

The second part of the results concerned the bad offender theme in comments. 

The results showed statistically significant differences for the media frame but not for 

the gender of the offender/victim pair. Respondents more commonly wrote bad 

offender comments when there was a bad offender frame as opposed to a victim 

blaming frame. The results also found that respondents more commonly wrote bad 

offender comments when there was a male offender/female victim pair as opposed to 

a female offender/male victim pair; however, this was not statistically significant in 

either the bivariate or multivariate analyses. The interaction (gender x frame) was not 

a significant predictor of whether respondents would write bad offender comments.  

The final part of the analyses examined civility in respondent comments. 

While multivariate analyses could not be run, bivariate analyses showed statistically 

significant differences across the civility of the comments when examining the media 

frame and the gender of the offender/victim pair separately. Respondents were 

significantly more likely to write uncivil comments if a bad offender frame had been 

used compared to a victim blaming frame. Respondents were also significantly more 
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likely to write uncivil comments where there were male offender/female victim pairs 

compared to female offender/male victim pairs. Further patterns also suggest that 

respondent comments were more likely to use an uncivil tone for male offenders 

within both the victim blaming frame and the bad offender frame.    
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Chapter 7: Discussion and Conclusion 

This thesis explored the portrayal of gender in the online interactive media 

landscape in the context of intimate partner homicide. While research has come a long 

way in terms of examining how intimate partner violence is portrayed in media 

internationally (and, to a certain extent, in Australia), how conceptions of gender play 

out in the more interactive online space is less explored. Limited studies (mainly 

quantitative) have compared how gender is portrayed in online media representations 

of offenders/victims of lethal violence. Even fewer studies examine online audience 

commentary of such violence, specifically regarding how comments may differ across 

the gender of the offenders/victims and whether media framing affects online 

comments. This is concerning given the increasing extent to which audiences are 

consuming news on social media platforms. This thesis addressed these knowledge 

gaps through three separate but related studies. 

Across the three studies, this thesis demonstrates that gender matters in both 

media portrayals and audience commentary in the context of intimate partner 

homicide. What follows is a brief summary of each study, its research questions, and 

individual results. However, the task of a discussion chapter is to illuminate 

overarching themes across the studies and to contextualise these within the broader 

literature. The summary section is therefore relatively brief, and is followed by a more 

in-depth analysis of the main findings and contributions of this body of work.  

Brief Overview of Studies and Individual Results 

Study 1 used framing analysis to examine the prevalence and qualitative 

differences across gender of the offender/victim in 121 articles published across four 

online media outlets. The following research question guided this study: Do frames 

and subframes of intimate partner homicide incidents featured in online media in 
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Australia differ across the gender of the offender/victim featured? If so, how? The bad 

offender and victim supporting frames were more commonly coded for in cases of 

male offender/female victim pairs, while the victim blaming and episodic frames were 

more commonly coded for in cases of female offender/male victim pairs.  

The results showed qualitative differences across gender, which were often 

linked to traditional gender stereotypes. For example, male offenders were criticised 

for their criminal history, whereas female offenders were criticised for their sexual 

history. Female victims were often blamed for drinking alcohol or taking drugs while 

male offenders were excused for being under the influence of alcohol or drugs. 

Female victims were portrayed positively when exemplifying qualities of being a 

good family member (especially a good mother), whereas male victims were 

portrayed positively when showcasing physical strength and popularity within the 

community. These are some of the examples of qualitative differences across gender 

which will be discussed in greater detail below. 

Study 2 used thematic analysis to examine 371 Facebook comments 

responding to the online articles analysed in Study 1. Two aspects of the comments 

were examined: content (theme) and tone (civility). The research question for the 

second study was: Does the content and civility of Facebook comments differ across 

the gender of the offenders and victims featured in the online articles? In terms of 

prevalence, the themes of bad offender, victim supporting, sympathy with family, 

lenient criminal justice response, and emphasising intimate partner violence as a 

problem were more commonly coded for in cases of male offender/female victim 

pairs. Conversely, the themes of victim blaming and critiquing media’s portrayal were 

more commonly coded for in cases of female offender/male victim pairs. Analyses 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

166 

also revealed that comments on news reports covering female offenders were more 

likely to be coded as civil compared to male offenders.  

Contextually, the Study 2 results also showed qualitative differences across 

gender. Within each of the themes, gender pairs were portrayed differently. For 

example, in the victim blaming theme, female offenders were excused for using 

violence as self-defence. On the other hand, male offenders were excused when 

commenters doubted or minimised their responsibility for a variety of reasons. 

Similar to Study 1, the differences in how men and women were portrayed in social 

media commentary can be linked to stereotypical portrayals of gender. Furthermore, 

incivility also differed across gender within the themes. For example, in the theme of 

criticising the media’s portrayal, all of the comments regarding articles featuring 

female offenders were written with a civil tone. In contrast, just over half of the 

comments featuring male offenders within the same theme were conveyed with an 

uncivil tone. 

Study 3 used an experimental vignette design to examine whether the content 

(theme) and tone (civility) of online comments made by Australian survey 

respondents (n = 537) were impacted by the frame of the media and the gender of the 

offender/victim pair, controlling for respondents’ media usage, attitudes, and 

demographics. The research questions guiding this study were: 1) Do media frames 

affect the theme and civility of comments?; 2) Does the gender of the offender/victim 

pair affect the theme and civility of comments?; and 3) Does the gender of the 

offender/victim pair and media frame interact to affect the theme and civility of 

comments?  

Statistical analyses revealed that respondents more commonly blamed the 

victim when the article had a victim blaming frame, while respondents more 
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commonly wrote bad offender comments when there was a bad offender frame. The 

analyses also showed that respondents more commonly blamed the victim when there 

were female offender/male victim pairs compared to male offender/female victim 

pairs. While results showed that respondents more commonly wrote bad offender 

comments when there were male offender/female victim pairs, this was not 

statistically significant. Study 3 also examined civility in respondents’ comments. 

Respondents were significantly more likely to write uncivil comments if there was a 

bad offender frame (compared to a victim blaming frame) or male offender/female 

victim pairs (compared to the female offender/male victim pairs).  

Discussion of Main Findings 

Across the three studies, the results demonstrate that gender matters in media 

portrayals and audience commentary in the context of intimate partner homicide. Five 

overarching observations will be discussed. The first two main findings relate to how 

traditional gender stereotypes shape the portrayals of men and women who either 

perpetrate, or fall victim to, intimate partner homicide. In terms of men, the results 

overwhelmingly show them portrayed in accordance with traditional gender 

stereotypes. However, the portrayal of women seems to be more complex and diverse, 

with results suggesting either an adherence to, or violation of, traditional gender 

stereotypes. The third main finding across this thesis is that thematic portrayals of 

intimate partner homicide in online media and social commentary are rare, which is 

problematic, though not completely unexpected based on prior findings in the 

research literature. The fourth main finding is that media frames influence audience 

comments. Although the effect of framing on people’s behaviour might be expected, 

few studies have specifically tested these assumptions for audience commentary in the 

context of intimate partner homicide. The final main finding is that comments were 
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mostly civil. This finding expands upon previous research by examining civility and 

intimate partner homicides specifically. 

Finding 1: Portrayals of Men Who Kill (or Are Killed by) Intimate Partners Adhere 

to Traditional Gender Stereotypes 

This thesis found that the portrayal of both male offenders and victims almost 

always adheres to traditional gender stereotypes. Gender stereotypes are beliefs about 

certain attributes (including traits, physical characteristics, role behaviours, and 

occupations) that differentiate men and women (Biernat, 1991; Johar et al., 2003; 

Leaper, 2015; Santoniccolo et al., 2023; Ward & Grower, 2020). Traditional gender 

stereotypes offer an oversimplified view of reality (Ellemers, 2018). Men are 

regularly represented by the media in a stereotypical portrayal of masculinity 

(Gauntlett, 2008; Gill, 2007; Krijnen & Van Bauwel, 2015; Morgan, 2019; 

Richardson & Wearing, 2014; Wood, 1994). Traditional masculine traits include 

power, dominance, aggression, sexual prowess, emotional restraint, and risk-taking 

(Scharrer, 2013; Ward & Grower, 2020). Despite the fact that academic literature 

shows that masculinity is nuanced (Connell, 2005; Connell & Messerschmidt, 2005), 

traditional ideas of masculinity and gender stereotypes are still prevalent in media 

portrayals (Ward & Grower, 2020). 

Adherence to traditional gender stereotypes is particularly evident in the 

language used to enact the bad offender frame/theme. Across the studies, male 

offenders were more commonly criticised compared to female offenders. This finding 

is consistent with past research in this field (see e.g., Komazec & Farmer, 2020; 

Wozniak & McCloskey, 2010), although the current study digs deeper into the ways 

in which men and women are criticised. Stereotypical masculine traits can support a 

male offender’s portrayal of bad behaviour. Male offenders may be portrayed as bad 
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because violence is frequently perceived to be inherent to their nature (Carlyle et al., 

2014b; Gerber, 1991).  

Almost paradoxically, the language used by the media and in audience 

commentary to excuse men as perpetrators and justify their actions also adhered to 

traditional gender stereotypes. For example, one common excuse discussed was that 

the male offender was under the influence of drugs or alcohol, suggesting a temporary 

inability to control their actions. This is a frequent excuse seen in media reporting of 

intimate partner violence (Bullock & Cubert, 2002; Lindsay-Brisbin et al., 2014; 

Meyers, 1994; Richards et al., 2011; Taylor, 2008). However, such excuses were only 

placed on male offenders as opposed to female offenders in this thesis. This portrayal 

adheres to traditional gender stereotypes, with drinking and intoxication consistent 

with many masculine traits, such as physical stamina and risk-taking (Herd, 1997). 

This is especially true in Australia’s drinking culture, where alcohol plays a central 

role for men in terms of making and maintaining social connections (Gambles et al., 

2022; Iwamoto & Smiler, 2013; Reifman et al., 2006), and research has found that a 

male offender’s drinking behaviour serves to socially excuse his responsibility for 

violence and other crimes (Tomsen & Crofts, 2012; Weiss, 2009).  

The portrayal of male victims by the media and audience commentary is also 

consistent with traditional gender stereotypes. For example, very few male victims 

were supported in the media articles, while no male victims were supported in 

audience commentary. It can be difficult for male victims to be supported by the 

public, because social expectations say men should be self-reliant and powerful, 

which opposes the idea that men can be victimised by women (Andersen, 2013; 

Barber, 2008; Bates et al., 2019b; Hanson & Lysova, 2021; Javaid, 2017). Research 

has found that stereotypical views of men and manliness prevent men from being 
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taken seriously as victims of violent crimes and from being seen as legitimate victims 

of crime (Andersen, 2013; Barber, 2008; Bates et al., 2019a; Hanson & Lysova, 2021; 

Javaid, 2017). In the small number of media articles in this thesis that did support 

male victims, males were portrayed as physically strong and popular members of the 

community. This aligns with the stereotypical portrayal of men as strong and 

authoritative leaders, admired not for their family values but for their authority, 

resolve, and popularity (England et al., 2011; Ottosson & Cheng, 2012; Sharda, 

2014). 

Similarly, very few male victims were blamed for their infidelity in media 

articles. This also aligns with prevalent masculine stereotypes about sex. Frequent 

sexual activity for men is expected and viewed more favourably in comparison to 

women (Endendijk et al., 2020; Hackathorn & Harvey, 2011). Conversely, women 

often face criticism for engaging in sexual relationships, with sexual restraint being 

viewed more positively (Endendijk et al., 2020; Pines & Friedman, 1998). This 

highlights the existence of a double standard in society regarding sexual activity for 

men and women. 

While the portrayal of male offenders and victims adheres to traditional 

gender stereotypes, there was a notable exception. Infrequently, media outlets referred 

to mental illness in the case of male offenders of intimate partner homicide. In terms 

of gender stereotypes, mental illness is not associated with traditional masculine 

ideals (Johnson et al., 2012; Krumm et al., 2017). Instead, mental illness in men has, 

historically at least, been associated with weakness, vulnerability, and powerlessness 

(Rochlen et al., 2010; Rondet et al., 2015). Research suggests that men might face 

challenges in acknowledging or identifying mental health issues such as depression 

because of masculinity norms, which includes self-reliance, restriction of emotion, 
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and toughness (Addis, 2008; Magovcevic & Addis, 2008; Mahalik & Rochlen, 2006). 

These stereotypes can lead to a negative stigmatisation of mental health and deter men 

from seeking assistance (Mahalik & Rochlen, 2006; Pederson & Vogel, 2007; Vogel 

et al., 2011).  

Finding 2: Portrayals of Women Who Kill (or Are Killed) by Intimate Partners 

Both Adhere to and Violate Traditional Gender Stereotypes 

Contrary to portrayals of men, which showed adherence to traditional gender 

stereotypes, portrayals of women were much more complex. The current thesis found 

that when women violate traditional gender stereotypes, female offenders were 

criticised and female victims were mostly blamed by the media and audience 

commentary. Conversely, female offenders were excused, and female victims were 

supported when they adhered to traditional gender stereotypes. This finding is 

supported by previous research that has found that women who adhere to traditional 

gender stereotypes are evaluated more positively compared to those who challenge 

gender expectations (Eagly & Mladinic, 1989; Ellemers, 2018). 

The media often presents a stereotypical portrayal of femininity (Collins, 

2011; Gauntlett, 2008; Lauzen et al., 2008; Richardson & Wearing, 2014; Wood, 

1994). Stereotypical feminine traits include being physically weak, emotional, 

submissive, dependent, nurturing, gentle, compassionate, passive, fearful, ashamed, 

warm, vulnerable, in need of protection, and powerless (Deaux & Lewis, 1984; 

England et al., 2011; Frey, 2019; Ottosson & Cheng, 2012; Prentice & Carranza, 

2002; Sharda, 2014). Regularly, these stereotypes portray women as subordinate to 

men (Eagly & Mladinic, 1989). Further, the narratives are associated with 

interdependence and agency. Women are stereotypically more communal (e.g., 

supportive, compassionate, and warm), while men are stereotypically more agentic 
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(e.g., ambitious, assertive, independent, and competitive) (Eagly & Mladinic, 1989; 

Eagly & Steffen, 1984; Gupta et al., 2009; Hoffman & Hurst, 1990; Santoniccolo et 

al., 2023). 

The results of this thesis demonstrate that female offenders were criticised 

when they violated traditional gender stereotypes but were excused when they 

adhered to traditional gender stereotypes, demonstrating the polarisation of female 

deviance. Women’s violence is viewed as out of place and inexplicable (Morrissey, 

2003; Weatherby et al., 2008). Therefore, the media uses stock narratives to portray 

women’s lethal violence so the audience can understand the event (Morrissey, 2003; 

Pelvin, 2017). Naylor (1990, p. 5) states: “Whilst male deviance is seen to exist on a 

continuum, female deviance is polarised: Madonna/whore, the gentler sex or the more 

deadly species: Snow White/the Wicked Queen.” This demonstrates that the stock 

narratives used by the media often relate to good versus evil (Morrissey, 2003).  

Female offenders were less likely to be portrayed as bad compared to male 

offenders, a finding that is in line with previous research (Komazec & Farmer, 2020; 

Wozniak & McCloskey, 2010). However, female offenders who are portrayed as bad 

often violate gender expectations (Pelvin, 2017). Women are often seen as child-

producing, loyal, caregiving, and gentle (Biernat, 1991; Williams & Bennett, 1975; 

Williams et al., 1975), and these female offenders violate these expectations. Female 

offenders of violence are perceived as “doubly deviant” because they have not only 

broken the law by engaging in violent behaviour, but have also failed to conform to 

societal norms and expectations regarding what constitutes “appropriate” feminine 

conduct (Berrington & Honkatukia, 2002; Gill, 2007). Therefore, when women’s 

actions or behaviours contradict traditional gender stereotypes, they are seen as more 

deviant and, subsequently, are more likely to feature in media reports (Lin, 2012). 
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An example of a woman who violates traditional gender stereotypes and is 

consequently portrayed as bad is a sexually immoral woman. The results of this thesis 

showed that female offenders are criticised for their sexual history and female victims 

are blamed in media articles for having affairs. This discussion of sexual history is 

consistent with previous research that has found that women are often sexualised by 

the media (Collins, 2011) and are criticised for being sexual deviants (Berrington & 

Honkatukia, 2002). This also aligns with prior research indicating a tendency to 

blame female victims for alleged affairs in news coverage (Aldrete et al., 2024; 

Fairbairn & Dawson, 2013; Gillespie et al., 2013; Kelly, 2019; Lee & Wong, 2019; 

Lloyd & Ramon, 2017; Taylor, 2008). Fidelity is often more valued in women 

compared to men, and women are more severely reprimanded for infidelity (Fiske & 

Stevens, 1993). In society, women are frequently criticised for engaging in sexual 

relationships and are praised for exercising sexual restraint (Pines & Friedman, 1998). 

Research has found that female victims involved in extramarital affairs may be 

perceived as deserving of violence (Morgan, 2006; Vandello & Cohen, 2003), 

because men perceive such behaviour as a threat to their honour (Vandello & Cohen, 

2003). Women who engage in affairs challenge traditional stereotypes that portray 

them as submissive, nurturing, gentle, and passive.  

On the other hand, female offenders were excused through the use of self-

defence and mental illness in this thesis. Previous research found that women who kill 

their abusive partners are either portrayed as mad or bad (Easteal et al., 2015a; Noh et 

al., 2010). To understand female violence, the media frequently interprets the event 

by channelling the information into one of these two easily comprehensible narratives 

(Barnett, 2006; Jones, 2003; Pelvin, 2017). The results of this thesis demonstrate that 

the media and commenters portrayed female offenders who had killed their abusive 
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partner as victims (and were therefore excused). If a woman is viewed as the victim or 

as lacking agency, she is often portrayed as mad (Morrissey, 2003). Portrayals of mad 

offenders are often utilised when women adhere to stereotypical notions of femininity 

(Berrington & Honkatukia, 2002; Easteal et al., 2015a; Meyers, 1996), or in other 

words, are stereotypically feminine. Mad women are likely to receive sympathy for 

their actions and are seen as less deserving of punishment compared to bad women 

(Brennan & Vandenberg, 2009; Easteal et al., 2015a).  

Female victims were supported when they adhered to traditional gender 

stereotypes. As previously mentioned, female victims were more likely to be 

supported in media articles and commentary compared to male victims. Interestingly, 

commenters were also sympathetic to the family members of female victims but never 

sympathised with the family members of male victims. Stereotypical views of women 

include that they are physically weak, dependent, caring, kind, beautiful, and 

powerless (England et al., 2011; Frey, 2019; Ottosson & Cheng, 2012; Sharda, 2014). 

These traits are consistent with being a good or ideal victim (Christie, 1986). 

Sometimes, a female victim was portrayed as a good person by the media because she 

was a good family member, in particular a good mother. This is consistent with 

previous research that has found that good women are stereotypically viewed as 

nurturing mothers and passive and cooperative wives (Barnett, 2005; Berrington & 

Honkatukia, 2002; England et al., 2011; Lloyd & Ramon, 2017; Naylor, 1990). All of 

this suggests that female victims receive support when they conform to traditional 

gender stereotypes. 

In contrast, a female victim was often blamed by the media and audience 

commentary when she violated traditional gender stereotypes. For example, some 

female victims were blamed in media articles for drinking alcohol or taking drugs. 
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Drinking and intoxication are inconsistent with feminine traits, such as being a 

nurturing caretaker (Bongers et al., 1998; De Visser & McDonnell, 2012; Herd, 

1997). Research has found that while a male offender’s drinking behaviour serves to 

excuse his responsibility (see discussion in the previous section), interestingly, a 

female victim’s drinking behaviour serves to implicate her as partially responsible 

(Weiss, 2009). This could be because public attitudes are more permissive of men 

drinking compared to women (Bailly et al., 1991; Lo, 1995; Ricciardelli et al., 2001). 

While women’s drinking has become more acceptable to the public in more recent 

years, society still often perceives it as unacceptable for women to be drunk (Hutton 

et al., 2016; Lyons & Willott, 2008). 

Interestingly, sometimes a female victim was blamed by the media and 

audience commentary despite her adherence to female gender stereotypes. For 

example, female victims were blamed for “having it coming”. This includes for not 

leaving a relationship or for preventing an ex-partner from having access to their 

children. Women often face blame in abusive relationships regardless of whether they 

leave or remain in the relationship. Society commonly criticises women for staying in 

abusive situations, questioning their decisions, and reinforcing harmful stereotypes 

about victims of abuse (Anderson, 2003b; Berns, 2004; Farmer & Tiefenthaler, 1997; 

Murray, 2008). On the other hand, if a woman does leave, she may also encounter 

judgement or blame for not keeping the family together (Hurtado, 1989; Monterrosa, 

2021). In the current thesis, commenters often expressed that women were at least 

partially at fault for entering and remaining in violent relationships. According to 

traditional gender stereotypes, women are responsible for keeping the family together, 

and may be labelled as homewreckers if they leave (Hurtado, 1989; Monterrosa, 

2021). Similar findings have been discussed in the literature on comments relating to 
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family violence, where female victims are blamed because they did not leave or did 

not somehow prevent their own victimisation (Komazec & Farmer, 2020).  

Finding 3: Media and Social Commentary Rarely Contextualises Intimate Partner 

Homicide 

The third overarching observation across this thesis is that the reporting of 

intimate partner homicide (whether by the media or the audience) was rarely 

contextualised. Instead, most of the reporting and commentary was focused on a 

singular incident of violence (i.e., episodic reporting). Thematic reporting, whereby 

incidents are placed within a larger context, was rare in the media articles. This comes 

as no surprise, given past research has long shown episodic reporting as a common 

framing technique by the media across a variety of crime reporting contexts, including 

intimate partner violence (Bullock, 2007; Bullock & Cubert, 2002; Gillespie et al., 

2013; Taylor & Sorenson, 2002). The reasons for such reporting are generally a 

consequence of ingrained journalistic routines and practices, and the structure and 

operations of media organisations. For example, episodic reporting does not require 

journalists with subject-matter expertise (Iyengar, 1990), which is cost-saving for 

media organisations. Thematic reporting also lacks the sensationalism typically 

required by the media (Gilmore, 2019). In other words, episodic reporting sells news. 

Thus, the finding of this thesis that online media reporting of intimate partner 

homicide is episodic as opposed to thematic comes as no surprise and is consistent 

with what is to be expected (although it is problematic).  

Although the finding that the media often uses episodic reporting is to be 

expected based on past research, a key contribution of this thesis is the examination of 

episodic reporting in social commentary. The results of this thesis found that a small 

number of commenters (7.0%) emphasised intimate partner violence as a problem, 
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thereby contextualising the incident on which they were commenting. This 

demonstrates that most commenters did not emphasise intimate partner violence as a 

problem. Surprisingly few studies have explored this topic. The findings of one key 

study are particularly relevant to the current discussion. The study focused on the 

allegations of intimate partner violence by Amber Heard against Johnny Depp. 

Although this celebrity case may have been sensationalised, the case can tell us 

something about how people comment on intimate partner violence cases in social 

media. The study revealed that few commenters (only 8.2%) actually engaged in 

discussions about intimate partner abuse and emphasised its seriousness (Whiting et 

al., 2019). In recent years, widely publicised social media movements, for example, 

the #MeToo movement, have garnered significant public interest and prompted 

extensive conversations about violence against women (Fairbairn, 2020). However, 

the current thesis analysed comments written before the rise of these social media 

movements. A more recent study examining Tweets relating to femicide found the 

theme “gender violence is your business” to be prominent, wording which indicates 

that society as a whole is responsible for preventing intimate partner violence (Belotti 

et al., 2020). Future research is needed to examine whether there has been a change in 

people’s attitudes and thoughts about intimate partner violence in online comments 

since the rise of social media movements such as #MeToo. 

The thematic portrayals in media and online commentary emphasising 

intimate partner violence as a problem were not evenly distributed across gender. 

Articles featuring male offender/female victim pairs were more likely to include the 

thematic frame (one-fifth of articles) compared to female offender/male victim pairs 

(only one article out of 19 articles). Similarly, commenters more commonly critiqued 

the criminal justice system when there were male offender/female victim pairs (e.g., 
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saying the sentence length is insufficient or critiquing the court appeal process). 

Intimate partner homicide (and non-lethal violence) has increasingly been recognised 

as a high policy priority in Australia, as evidenced by various national and state 

initiatives (Queensland Government, 2016; Sutherland et al., 2019). These initiatives 

tend to focus more on women and children as victims of intimate partner violence, 

which could explain why more of the articles with male offenders/female victims 

feature a discussion of intimate partner violence as a social problem. This 

demonstrates that some commenters recognise male intimate partner 

violence/homicide as a problem and emphasise that more needs to be done to prevent 

it.  

Calling out intimate partner violence on social media can educate others, 

create dialogue, and increase understanding of the prevalence and impact of intimate 

partner violence (Dragiewicz & Burgess, 2016; Usher et al., 2021). The lack of 

thematic reporting is concerning given the high prevalence of intimate partner 

violence in Australia and the strong correlation between prior instances of violence in 

a relationship and intimate partner homicide (Australia's National Research 

Organisation for Women's Safety, 2022; Webster, 2016). Framing a homicide 

thematically allows the audience to recognise the incident as intimate partner 

violence, gain a stronger understanding of intimate partner violence, and show how 

the public can become part of the solution (Brossoie et al., 2012). The lack of 

thematic reporting suggests a disconnect between an individual homicide and the 

social context of intimate partner violence. Portraying a homicide in an episodic 

manner can increase the likelihood of the public assigning blame to an individual 

rather than recognising society’s responsibility for such lethal violence (Fairbairn & 

Dawson, 2013; Palazzolo & Roberto, 2011). Fairbairn and Dawson (2013) suggest 
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that portraying intimate partner homicide at an individual level may create a belief 

system that violence against women is unpreventable. Proper contextualisation by the 

media is necessary to educate the public on the dynamics of intimate partner violence 

(Gillespie et al., 2013). Therefore, it is important for the media to frame intimate 

partner homicide thematically to inform the public that it is a social problem and not 

just an individual one.  

Finding 4: Frames Impact Comments 

Another significant contribution of this thesis is the finding that media frames 

influence audience commentary. Very few studies to date have explicitly tested 

whether reading a news story framed in a particular way makes a person more likely 

to respond to that story using similar themes in their commentary. Frames shape how 

the audience understands and remembers a topic (Entman, 1993), especially when 

repeated (Sieff, 2003). In other words, the more often the media portrays crime in a 

specific manner, the greater the likelihood that the public will perceive crime in that 

same light. The effects of framing matters, since incorrect framing of crime can lead 

to distorted perceptions of crime, offenders, victims, and the criminal justice system 

(Beckett & Sasson, 2003; Dolliver et al., 2018; Gruenewald et al., 2009; Indermaur & 

Hough, 2002; Peelo, 2006; Reiner, 2002). Even further, media audiences not only use 

but also actively produce ideas and news (known as “produsers”, see Bruns, 2003), 

which means their commentary is also influential in shaping public opinion about 

crime (e.g., Gearhart et al., 2022; Lee, 2012; Lee & Jang, 2010; Von Sikorski & 

Ha nelt, 2016). In the context of intimate partner homicide, this is important because 

it can lead to further misconceptions about the nature and context of such violence. 

This thesis found clear evidence of framing effects. Respondents (i.e., 

commenters) more commonly wrote bad offender comments when there was a bad 
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offender frame in the media article compared to a victim blaming frame. Similarly, 

respondents more commonly blamed the victim in comments when there was a victim 

blaming frame compared to a bad offender frame. This is consistent with a previous 

study (which was not experimental), where researchers examined whether Facebook 

comments were impacted by media articles pertaining to family violence, and found 

comments were more likely to blame an offender when the article criticised the 

offender and more likely to blame the victim when the article criticised the victim 

(Komazec & Farmer, 2020). Of course, more things impact how and what people post 

online than simply how the article they just read was framed. Critics of the research 

on framing effects highlight that both media frames and personal experience shape 

the audience’s interpretation of media (Carragee & Roefs, 2004; Rhee, 1997; Van 

Gorp et al., 2009). Given this critique, this thesis accounts for prior knowledge and 

personal experience by surveying the respondents and using an experimental 

approach to control for audience demographics and attitudes. With very few existing 

studies examining the effects of media frames on audience commentary, these 

findings significantly advance knowledge in this field. The results of this thesis 

clearly suggest that media framing can have impacts beyond simply shaping people’s 

attitudes about topics but also on how they communicate with others around them. In 

today’s online world, where opinions spread fast (Wang et al., 2011; Zhu et al., 2020) 

and misinformation is common (Del Vicario et al., 2016; Fernandez & Alani, 2018), it 

is important to understand the flow-on effects of media framing.  

Although media frames (or the gender of the offender/victim pairs) had the 

largest effect size, this thesis found that other variables also statistically increased the 

likelihood of victim blaming and/or offender blaming. Respondents who did not have 

a university degree and whose main source of news was online media, were more 
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likely to write bad offender comments. Higher education cultivates diverse 

perspectives and critical thinking skills (Machado & Carvalho, 2020; Tiruneh et al., 

2014), potentially resulting in more informed viewpoints; whereas those lacking such 

education might resort to anecdotal or less informed opinions, possibly resulting in 

more critical comments towards the offender. Previous research has found that 

individuals struggle to successfully evaluate online news claims, sources, and 

evidence (Donald, 2016; McGrew et al., 2018), which is concerning considering the 

increasing dependence on online news sources (Park et al., 2022; Watkins et al., 

2016). Research indicates that an increased dependence on social media for news 

could contribute to a decline in overall knowledge levels (Cacciatore et al., 2018; Van 

Erkel & Van Aelst, 2021). For example, research suggests that social media does not 

increase knowledge of issues, as these platforms personalise users' timelines, creating 

echo chambers that impede learning by constraining the introduction of new 

information (Cinelli et al., 2021; Klinger & Svensson, 2015; Stroud, 2011). As a 

result, unlike consumers of traditional media who encounter a broad range of topics, 

those who follow news on social media experience a more tailored and issue-specific 

news intake (Shehata & Strömbäck, 2021). In essence, the personalised nature of 

social media news consumption undermines a comprehensive understanding of 

important societal issues, including intimate partner homicide.  

The findings of this thesis also suggest that respondents who lack confidence 

in the criminal justice system, desire harsher sentences, and those who have not had 

direct contact with the criminal justice system were more likely to write bad offender 

or victim blaming comments. It is a common observation in the literature that the 

public tends to have a punitive orientation towards criminal justice (Cullen et al., 

2000). In fact, those advocating for harsher sentences frequently argue that offenders 
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should be held accountable for their actions in order to receive their just deserts 

(Carlsmith et al., 2002). This suggests that commenters might employ criticism 

towards offenders to underscore their demand for accountability and justice. These 

types of comments appear to focus on the retributive goals of the criminal justice 

system but overlook more utilitarian goals such as rehabilitation. Another contributing 

factor that can lead to someone being more critical of offenders/victims is their lack 

of direct interaction with the criminal justice system. Research indicates that 

individuals who lack this first-hand experience, are more likely to have their views 

shaped by external sources such as media portrayals, societal norms, and the opinions 

of friends and family (Davis & Dossetor, 2010; Pickett et al., 2015; Roberts, 1992). 

This reliance on second-hand information can result in misconceptions about crime 

and the criminal justice system (Davis & Dossetor, 2010; Roberts, 1992), potentially 

leading to a more critical stance towards offenders/victims. 

The finding that media framing affects what and how people post online is 

clearly problematic, as are the findings that certain characteristics of commenters 

make them more likely to post in a certain way. This might lead to the conclusion that 

people simply repeat the news media they read. However, the findings from Study 2 

suggest that there is some hope beyond such a conclusion. In Study 2 some 

commenters (around 7%) actually critiqued the media’s portrayal of homicides, a 

finding that aligns with similar research (Sisask et al., 2012). Such criticism was often 

directed towards the heading of the article, and more commonly occurred for female 

offender/male victim pairs. Given the limited word space available in headings, 

frames are often used and reinforced as simplistic story-telling devices to lure people 

into reading the article. Illustrative of the criticism is one commenter’s post calling 

the following header “slander”: “Doctor ‘killed husband with hammer’ after their sex 
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with teen” (NE300915b). Upon reading the article, it becomes clear that the heading 

is overly simplistic and sensationalistic. The case involved a female offender who 

allegedly killed her husband in response to sexual abuse whereby she was forced to 

have sex with a teenager. The article's headline fails to capture this crucial context, a 

point of contention for the commenter. Pointing attention to the deficits in media 

headings is seen across various platforms online. For example, the feminist activist 

Gilmore is known for her #fixedit campaign on Twitter (as X was then known) and 

various social media platforms, in which she “fixes” news headlines (Gilmore, 2019). 

Her work demonstrates how media headings can be rewritten to accurately portray 

intimate partner homicides. This includes removing excuses for the offender and 

removing victim blaming language. An example of this is changing a news article 

heading from “man who killed wife over Facebook posting jailed for life” to “man 

who chose to murder his wife jailed for life” (Gilmore, 2019, p. 118). Such efforts 

shed light on the importance of responsible and accurate reporting in sensitive matters 

like intimate partner violence.  

Finding 5: Commenters were Mostly Civil 

This thesis found that commenters were mostly civil. This is consistent with 

previous research (outside of criminology) that found 60–86% of comments are civil 

(Coe et al., 2014; Freelon, 2015; Papacharissi, 2004; Santana, 2014; Su et al., 2018). 

However, prior research has focused on other topics such as politics and little research 

has examined comments in the context of intimate partner homicide specifically. This 

is concerning since levels of incivility vary across topics (Coe et al., 2014; Ksiazek, 

2016), and the gender of the person being discussed in the comments (Chen, 2017; 

Pain & Chen, 2019; Searles et al., 2020; Van Duyn et al., 2021; Wilhelm & Joeckel, 

2019). This thesis filled this knowledge gap by examining civility in Facebook 
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comments in the context of intimate partner homicide (Study 2) and examining 

whether the gender of the offender/victim pair and media frame affect the civility of 

comments (Study 3). 

The online interactive space enables uncivil behaviour. While individuals tend 

to be more cautious about offending others in face-to-face interactions, the anonymity 

and physical distance afforded by online platforms often facilitates more aggressive 

and uncivil behaviour (Antoci et al., 2019; Santana, 2014). Research indicates that the 

characteristics of individuals engaging in online discussions, such as their personality, 

attitudes, and emotions, as well as the nature of the online environment itself, can play 

significant roles in driving uncivil comments (Kümpel & Rieger, 2019, as cited in 

Frischlich et al., 2021). Moreover, individuals who witness uncivil behaviour from 

others are more prone to engaging in uncivil behaviour themselves (Frischlich et al., 

2021; Proust & Saldaña, 2022).  

It is important to study the civility of comments, given uncivil comments can 

have adverse impacts. Research shows that comments posted below an online media 

article that are one-sided, factually incorrect, uncivil, and judgemental can influence 

readers’ perceptions of the issue discussed (Baden & Springer, 2014; Chmiel et al., 

2011; Freeman, 2011; Lee, 2012; Lee & Jang, 2010; Peter et al., 2014; Reader, 2012; 

Singer, 2010; Waddell, 2018). For instance, one study found that uncivil comments 

caused individuals to perceive a news story as less credible (Waddell, 2018). Uncivil 

comments can also lead to closed-mindednesses (Borah, 2014; Hwang et al., 2018), 

evoke negative emotions such as anger in readers (Gervais, 2015; Kim & Kim, 2019; 

Smith et al., 2010), cause polarisation (Anderson et al., 2014; Kim & Kim, 2019), 

reduce political trust (Borah, 2014; Mutz & Reeves, 2005), and generate distrust in 

the media which can impact the reputation of a news organisation (Mutz & Reeves, 
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2005; Nielsen, 2014). Incivility can also discourage or dissuade others from engaging 

in news-related discussions (Diakopoulos & Naaman, 2011b; Springer et al., 2015). 

Conversely, civility reduces social friction and enables people to engage in 

constructive debates (Kingwell, 2021). 

It is notable that the percentage of uncivil comments coded in the 

experimental study (Study 3; 5.4%) was significantly lower compared to previous 

research (e.g., Su et al., 2018), and to the level of incivility coded in Facebook 

comments in Study 2 (38.5%). This was surprising as anonymous comments, as used 

in Study 3, tend to be more uncivil (Nielsen, 2014; Santana, 2014). However, the 

controlled nature of experimental settings may make it more likely for someone to 

write a civil comment compared to an uncivil one. This is because participants in 

research settings are aware that they are being observed or are part of a study, which 

can lead them to adhere to social norms and expectations for polite and respectful 

behaviour (Grimm, 2010; Muddiman et al., 2020). This consideration is discussed 

further in the limitations section below.  

While the results of this thesis suggest that commenters were mostly civil, this 

was dependent on various factors. Circumstances arose where commenters were less 

civil. For example, this thesis revealed that respondents were significantly more likely 

to write uncivil comments if there was a bad offender media frame compared to a 

victim blaming media frame. This could be because bad offender comments tend to 

be more prevalent when there is a bad offender frame. Bad offender comments were 

more likely to feature an uncivil tone as demonstrated in the second study of this 

thesis. Interestingly, this was the only theme in the comments that was coded to have 

more uncivil comments than civil comments. Although this thesis did not seek to 

understand the particular processes that led people to respond in uncivil ways, 
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observations made about the types of frame and comments that are more likely to 

invoke incivility might hint at answers. Incivility is frequently fuelled by strong 

emotions (Frischlich et al., 2021; Gervais, 2017) and emotional responses serve as 

motivation to comment on articles online (Barnes, 2015). When individuals 

experience intense feelings such as anger and hate, they are more likely to express 

themselves in an uncivil manner (Fischer et al., 2018; Gervais, 2017). Hate emerges 

when a situation is perceived as unjust (Fischer et al., 2018). For example, this thesis 

found a desire for justice led to harsh and critical comments directed towards the 

offender, such as, “rot in hell” (NE060215). When individuals feel strongly about a 

topic or issue, such as an offender of an intimate partner homicide, they may be more 

prone to expressing their emotions (especially anger and hate) in a less restrained and 

more uncivil manner. 

The results of this thesis also demonstrate that comments regarding male 

offender/female victim pairs were more likely to feature uncivil language compared to 

female offender/male victim pairs. Indeed, the language used was much more likely 

to be uncivil whenever men were criticised as offenders in comparison to women, 

even when discussing similar underlying mechanisms. For example, women’s lying 

was described using civil terms, while the same behaviour in men was described 

using uncivil terms. These findings contradict past research that has either found that 

both men and women are described using uncivil tones in online comments (Rheault 

et al., 2019; Southern & Harmer, 2021) or that women are more likely to be harassed 

online due to their gender (Chen, 2017; Van Duyn et al., 2021). For example, high-

profile females such as politicians (Proust & Saldaña, 2022; Rheault et al., 2019; 

Rossini et al., 2021; Southern & Harmer, 2021), popular YouTubers (Döring & 
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Mohseni, 2020; Wotanis & McMillan, 2014), and journalists (Chen et al., 2020; Pain 

& Chen, 2019) are more likely to be described using uncivil tones in comments.  

This contradictory finding is particularly interesting. Previous research has not 

examined how the gender of the offender/victim impacts on the civility of comments 

in the context of intimate partner homicide. It is possible that male offenders were 

described using uncivil tones more frequently because they adhere with stereotypical 

views of offenders. Christie (1986) notes that stereotypical offenders are often 

portrayed as male, big, bad, and violent. Commenters may feel that this alignment 

between male offenders and stereotypical expectations provides justification for using 

uncivil language towards male offenders. Although prior research (outside the context 

of intimate partner violence) suggests that women are more frequently described 

using uncivil language compared to men (Chen, 2017; Van Duyn et al., 2021), it can 

be speculated that commenters in this thesis may perceive female offenders as acting 

in self-defence against an abusive male partner. Research shows that women who kill 

their male partners sometimes resort to homicide as a way of protecting themselves 

(Bourget & Gagné, 2012; Suonpää & Savolainen, 2019). As a result, commenters 

may reason that it is not the female offender’s fault for killing their partner and 

consequently may exhibit more restraint in using uncivil language towards them. 

Another possible explanation is that commenters’ demographics and attitudes could 

impact whether they are more likely to be uncivil towards male offenders. However, 

multivariate analyses could not be run for civility in Study 3 due to the low number of 

uncivil comments. All of this suggests further research is needed in this area to 

examine why male offenders were more commonly described using uncivil language 

compared to female offenders.  
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Implications for Policy and Practice 

The findings of this research have important implications for policy and 

practice. These implications include reviewing existing media guidelines, providing 

training and other resources to media professionals, improving social media content 

moderation, and educating the general public about the potential harmful effects of 

the media. 

Implications for Media Guidelines 

This thesis shows that the media influences social media commentary and 

perpetuates harmful gender stereotypes which highlights the importance of 

considering media guidelines. The Australian Press Council (2014) is the main body 

overseeing standards of media reporting in Australia, and it outlines the Statement of 

General Principles which applies to Australian print and online media. The Australian 

Press Council does not have the power to issue monetary penalties, but instead can 

call for apologies, retractions, or corrections from the media. An example of a general 

principle is for reporters and media organisations to ensure that news material is 

accurate and does not omit key facts. Specific standards also apply to certain issues, 

such as suicide, although no such standards specific to family and intimate partner 

violence exist. Instead, the Australian Press Council, as well as government 

departments and other organisations (e.g., Our Watch), set out advisory guidelines 

which are neither mandatory nor enforceable. 

It is important to note that the media does not always follow the current 

advisory guidelines published by the Australian Press Council. For example, the 

guidelines state that journalists should avoid blaming victims and using 

sensationalised language, and recommend providing information about the context of 

intimate partner violence incidents including statistics about intimate partner violence 
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(Australian Press Council, 2014). However, this thesis shows most media articles 

used episodic reporting and that victim blaming was present. This is concerning as 

proper contextualisation of the homicide (i.e., thematic reporting) is needed to educate 

the public about intimate partner violence (Gillespie et al., 2013), and victim blaming 

can lead to the continuation of harmful social perceptions with regard to violence 

against women (Meyers, 1994; Meyers, 1996). However, media guidelines alone may 

not be sufficient to change reporting practices (Sutherland et al., 2017). It is 

recognised that a wider cultural shift is needed to change media practices across the 

industry. Therefore, strategies for encouraging media professionals to follow these 

guidelines are also needed (see section below discussing media training, resources, 

and incentives). 

Gender stereotypes are largely absent in the current advisory guidelines. It is 

important to include gender stereotypes in the advisory guidelines to reduce the risk 

of harmful stereotypes being perpetuated in the media’s framing of intimate partner 

homicide. Our Watch, an Australian not-for-profit organisation that aims to prevent 

violence against women and children, explicitly states in their media guidelines that 

harmful gender stereotypes should be avoided (Our Watch, 2019). However, the 

Australian Press Council’s advisory guidelines do not mention gender stereotypes 

(Australian Press Council, n.d.). Given the Australian Press Council is the main body 

overseeing standards of reporting in Australia, it is recommended their guidelines be 

amended to demonstrate that gender stereotypes should be avoided in media reporting 

in general and in intimate partner violence and homicide reports specifically. For 

example, to avoid perpetuating harmful gender stereotypes, this thesis shows that the 

media should refrain from implying that female offenders or victims are more 

blameworthy for violating gender norms, such as drinking, being sexually active, or 
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not adhering to nurturing roles. Whether offenders and victims adhere to or violate 

stereotypes, this thesis has found that the use of traditional gender stereotypes shapes 

the media’s frames. However, these stereotypes impact on perceptions and responses 

to offenders and victims of crime (Andersen, 2013; Meyer, 2016), which can be 

harmful to certain groups such as female victims, female offenders, and male victims 

(Bates et al., 2019b). Reframing intimate partner homicide in the media might avoid 

some of these harmful effects. Collaboration with media professionals is needed on 

potential changes as research suggests that guidelines are more likely to be effective 

when developed in collaboration with media professionals (Easteal et al., 2022; 

Morgan & Politoff, 2012; Sutherland et al., 2016; Sutherland et al., 2017).  

Implications for Media Training, Resources, and Incentives 

One way to encourage adherence to media guidelines is to provide training 

and education for media professionals (Easteal et al., 2022; Sutherland et al., 2016; 

Sutherland et al., 2017). Journalists may be unaware of media guidelines or how to 

implement them (Sutherland et al., 2016; Uibu, 2023). The value of educating media 

professionals is demonstrated in a recent study in which media professionals were 

enrolled in a training program that informed media professionals on best practices for 

reporting violence against women (Easteal et al., 2022). Those who attended the 

training program had improved reporting practices such as having a reduction in using 

sensationalised language.  

Education could occur in university curriculums, through short courses for 

media professionals, or through on-the-job training (Morgan & Politoff, 2012; 

Sutherland et al., 2017). Based on the findings of this thesis, training could involve 

emphasising the need to avoid victim blaming and harmful gender stereotypes while 

encouraging the use of thematic reporting. Research has shown that training should be 
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provided in a flexible manner with options for various times, durations, and delivery 

methods (such as online and in person) to better align with the dynamic nature of the 

news cycle (Sunderland et al., 2023). However, extending training to every media 

professional may be an expensive endeavour. An economical alternative is to have a 

designated intimate partner violence reporter who receives training on how to adhere 

to the media guidelines of family and intimate partner violence (Easteal et al., 2022). 

Another way to encourage media professionals to follow media guidelines is 

to provide resources and incentives. In order for resources to be utilised, media 

professionals need to know that the resources exist, find them valuable, and be able to 

access them with ease (Morgan & Politoff, 2012). Some journalists have indicated 

they are unable to locate the advisory guidelines (Uibu, 2023), suggesting the need to 

provide media professionals with resources on where to find the guidelines. 

Guidelines can be an effective tool in improving media reporting, but only if they are 

disseminated and engaged with by media professionals (Skehan et al., 2006; 

Sutherland et al., 2017). One beneficial resource is providing quality examples of how 

to report intimate partner violence (Morgan & Politoff, 2012). For example, providing 

context to the homicide event through thematic reporting, which this thesis has 

highlighted as important. Examples of poor-quality reporting could also be provided 

to illustrate what should be avoided when covering intimate partner homicide (Easteal 

et al., 2022), including instances that subtly perpetuate victim blaming narratives, 

even if these are not immediately obvious. Media professionals can then use these 

examples to guide their own reporting. Our Watch (n.d.) also offers a quarterly 

newsletter via email to journalists who want to improve their media reporting on 

violence against women. The newsletter shares best-practice reporting, research on 

intimate partner violence, and opportunities for professional development. It is 
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recommended that media professionals subscribe to this newsletter. It could also be 

beneficial to provide incentives to media professionals for following guidelines 

(Easteal et al., 2022; Sunderland et al., 2023). This could include recognising and 

awarding journalists for accurately reporting on violence and following media 

guidelines. Our Watch (n.d.) currently awards one journalist each year for excellent 

reporting of violence against women, but this could be increased and promoted more 

widely. 

Implications for Social Media Comment Moderation 

The results of this thesis demonstrate that harmful traditional gender 

stereotypes and portrayals of intimate partner homicide were also seen in audience 

commentary. This is concerning because online comments can affect readers’ 

perceptions of the issues discussed (Gearhart et al., 2022; Lee, 2012; Reader, 2012; 

Singer, 2010; Von Sikorski & Ha nelt, 2016). This thesis has shown that media 

frames influence audience commentary. Therefore, amending media guidelines, and 

providing training and resources for journalists should improve the framing of 

intimate partner homicide, which should then in turn improve the content and tone of 

intimate partner homicide comments. Nevertheless, it is important to consider other 

strategies to ameliorate intimate partner homicide comments and establish safer 

online communities.  

One of the ways to establish safer online communities is by the moderation of 

comments. Moderation plays an important role in providing safer online communities 

(Gorwa et al., 2020; Kuo et al., 2023). Moderators manage discussions and determine 

rules that commenters should follow (Edwards, 2002), including deleting or hiding 

comments (Kalsnes & Ihlebæk, 2021). Research has illustrated various approaches to 

moderation such as engaging in dialogue, implementing pre- or post-moderation 
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measures, closing comments during certain hours, restricting discussion topics, 

modifying or removing content, and enforcing sanctions against rule violators 

(Ihlebæk & Krumsvik, 2015; Ruiz et al., 2011; Singer et al., 2011). As the current 

thesis has shown, some comments on intimate partner homicide are problematic, both 

in terms of their content and uncivil tone, suggesting the need for moderation 

practices in this space. For example, research indicates that uncivil comments can 

diminish the perceived credibility of news stories (Waddell, 2018), lead to close-

mindedness (Borah, 2014; Hwang et al., 2018), and cause polarisation (Anderson et 

al., 2014; Kim & Kim, 2019). Instituting clear civility guidelines could prove 

beneficial in curtailing incivility and instead ensure open and respectful discussions 

among individuals with differing viewpoints, a crucial aspect in contemporary 

democratic societies (Lück & Nardi, 2019).   

However, moderation is not a simple task. According to Gillespie (2010), no 

moderator is neutral, as the act of moderation necessitates value-based assessments. 

These values are often outlined in documents like guidelines or rules, serving as a 

basis for moderators to enforce various forms of sanction or intervention (Kalsnes & 

Ihlebæk, 2021). Some moderators enforce strict rules, while others favour a more 

liberal approach based on freedom of speech (Ihlebæk & Krumsvik, 2015). 

Moderators need to strike a balance between preventing harm done by comments and 

freedom of expression (Karlina, 2021).  

Recent developments in Australia have drawn attention to moderation 

practices of news organisations. The data used in this thesis was collected prior to the 

landmark court case involving Dylan Voller, a teenager whose detainment in a youth 

detention centre in Australia received extensive media reporting after mistreatment 

allegations. Dylan Voller filed lawsuits against three media organisations in Australia, 
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alleging defamation resulting from comments posted by Facebook users in response 

to online articles (Englezos, 2022; Pull ter Gunne, 2020; Walkington & Bradshaw, 

2022). In 2021, the Australian High Court found that media organisations are 

publishers of the comments posted by third-party users on their public Facebook 

pages (Fairfax Media Publications Pty Ltd v Voller, 2021). This means they are held 

liable for Facebook comments posted by the public which includes any that are 

defamatory (Fairfax Media Publications Pty Ltd v Voller, 2021). Another Australian 

legal case also found that if a platform becomes aware of defamatory content but 

neglects to take action to remove it, the platform will be deemed to have endorsed that 

content and may be held responsible for any resulting damages (Barilaro v Google 

LLC, 2022; Englezos, 2022). In response to cases such as these, organisations have 

introduced new moderation practices. For example, Facebook has introduced a new 

feature that enables users and organisations to disable comments on posts, which was 

not previously an option. Further, ABC News has implemented a practice restricting 

users to only post comments within a limited timeframe, allowing ABC to moderate 

these comments. It is likely moderation practices such as these will help foster a safer 

online community.  

Implications for Public Education  

The previous sections have focused on how the media can improve reporting 

practices and moderate comments. However, the media is not solely responsible for 

informing the public about crime and intimate partner violence. Shifting public 

perceptions of intimate partner violence to more closely align with reality also 

requires public education from government departments and educational 

organisations. This is important as research reveals that Australians' media literacy 

falls below the global average, trailing behind both the United Kingdom and the 
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United States (Park et al., 2018). Specifically, 68% of Australian adults exhibit either 

low or very low levels of media literacy (Park et al., 2018). These statistics are 

concerning considering the large number of individuals who access the news through 

social media in Australia (Park et al., 2020; Watkins et al., 2016). Digital media 

literacy empowers individuals to navigate, comprehend, and thoughtfully evaluate 

online journalistic sources (Australian Competition and Consumer Commission, 

2019). Research also shows that enhancing media literacy skills improves resilience 

to fake news (Moore & Hancock, 2022). Therefore, improving digital media literacy 

will assist individuals with evaluating news reports concerning intimate partner 

homicide and related crimes. For example, Study 3 showed that when news reports 

use victim blaming frames, it influences commenters to write victim blaming 

comments. However, if improved media literacy enables the public to evaluate news 

reports more effectively, this could impact their comments, with some commenters 

potentially pointing out that victim blaming should be avoided. 

Some organisations currently offer educational materials and resources aimed 

at enhancing digital media literacy in Australia (Australian Competition and 

Consumer Commission, 2019; Sutton, 2019). For example, the Be Connected 

program by the Australian government offers online tools and in-person training 

sessions aimed at enhancing the digital competencies of elderly Australians 

(Australian Competition and Consumer Commission, 2019). Furthermore, the ABC 

facilitates their Media Literacy Week, the Media Education Partnerships initiative, 

and provides a variety of educational materials (Australian Competition and 

Consumer Commission, 2019; Sutton, 2019). However, the low levels of media 

literacy in Australia suggest more needs to be done. 
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Several options exist to enhance digital media literacy. After conducting a 

digital platform inquiry, the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission 

(2019) suggested that digital media literacy can be improved in the community by 

delivering resources and training through community centres, libraries, schools, and 

seniors centres to ensure individuals are well equipped to identify and scrutinise 

unreliable news encountered through digital platforms. While the Australian school 

curriculum does include education about media literacy, research suggests this was 

developed in the pre-digital era (Notley & Dezuanni, 2019) and therefore needs 

updating (Nettlefold & Williams, 2018; Notley & Dezuanni, 2019). Furthermore, the 

Be Connected program (previously mentioned) could be extended from elderly 

Australians to the wider public by establishing a comparable website and network of 

partners focused on digital media literacy education (Australian Competition and 

Consumer Commission, 2019). Improvements such as these will equip individuals 

with the skills needed to navigate and critically assess information encountered online 

in the context of intimate partner homicide.  

Public campaigns can also be a powerful tool for enhancing public education 

on intimate partner homicide, helping to shift perceptions by recognising harmful 

narratives like victim blaming (Campbell & Manganello, 2006; Wang, 2016). 

Findings from this thesis indicate that victim blaming goes beyond direct blame 

towards the victim and also includes excusing the offender’s behaviour—something 

the public may not always recognise as a form of victim blaming. By highlighting 

these nuanced aspects, campaigns can educate individuals on what constitutes victim 

blaming and promote the avoidance of harmful attitudes and beliefs. Currently, there 

are some initiatives such as White Ribbon Day and the Purple Bench Project that play 

a crucial role in raising awareness of intimate partner violence (Seymour, 2018). 
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These campaigns draw attention to societal impacts, personal stories, and preventative 

measures (Seymour, 2018). These initiatives could serve as a catalyst for media 

coverage that encourages thematic reporting on intimate partner violence and could 

help reduce victim blaming. This can lead to a broader understanding of intimate 

partner homicide, ultimately contributing to cultural change and policy reform. 

Limitations and Future Research 

This thesis adds significant knowledge in terms of our understanding of 

gender portrayals in the online interactive space. Nevertheless, some limitations 

warrant discussion. Broadly, these limitations fall into five categories: study focus, 

sampling strategies, data source, coding decisions, and data analyses. Directions for 

future research are identified throughout this section. 

This thesis centred on gender and did not explore alternative aspects of a 

person’s cultural and social identity (such as race and social status) that can impact on 

media framing and audience commentary. Additionally, this thesis did not explore 

how these identities intersect with gender. An intersectionality framework (Crenshaw, 

2013; Rosenberger et al., 2023; Singh & Bullock, 2020) suggests the importance of 

understanding how these identities overlap and accumulate to shape media narratives 

and public perceptions. To give an example, race and gender both play a significant 

role in how the media portrays homicide (Brennan & Vandenberg, 2009; Paulsen, 

2003; Sorenson et al., 1998). Research has found that media portrayals of white 

female offenders are more favourable (i.e., more likely to provide excuses for the 

offender) compared to minority female offenders (Brennan & Vandenberg, 2009). 

Similarly, research has found differences in how the media portrays female victims of 

violent crimes based on their socioeconomic status (Collins, 2016; Jackson, 2013). 

For instance, female victims who were killed by their intimate partners were often 
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depicted as more deserving of their death if they were uneducated and resided in poor 

neighbourhoods (Collins, 2016). Further investigation is necessary to delve deeper 

into the intersection of gender and other factors in online media framing and its 

impact on audience commentary.  

For feasibility reasons, this thesis also focused solely on pairs that were 

presented as male/female. This is because male/female pairings continue to be the 

most commonly reported relationship in media articles in the context of intimate 

partner violence. However, research suggests differences in how the media portrays 

intimate partner violence occurring in same-sex relationships compared to 

male/female pairings (Estes & Webber, 2021). Individuals who are attracted to the 

same sex or other gender identities face damaging stereotypes and prejudices 

regarding their sexual orientations (Blashill & Powlishta, 2009; Lehavot & Lambert, 

2007). Therefore, additional research is needed to examine how the media and 

audience commentary portrays intimate partner homicide occurring in same-sex 

relationships and those with diverse gender identities and sexual orientations.  

The current thesis focused on the reporting of intimate partner homicides in 

online news sites in Australia. However, it must be acknowledged that the media 

landscape in Australia (and elsewhere) is highly diverse in terms of reporting style, 

editorial stance, culture, and quality of reporting (Baum & Zhukov, 2019; Deuze, 

2003; Humprecht & Büchel, 2013; Rosenberg, 2007; Sjøvaag & Ohlsson, 2019). 

Similarly, government funded media organisations would be expected to differ from 

those that are privately owned and operated (Baum & Zhukov, 2019; Sjøvaag & 

Ohlsson, 2019). Thus, one would expect to see different reporting patterns across 

different news sites. The current study however, only analysed the sample as a whole 

and did not distinguish between news sites. In other words, the analyses did not 
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examine whether media frames and themes in audience commentary were influenced 

by the media sources being used (i.e., news.com.au, ABC News Online, Ninemsn, or 

Yahoo7). Research indicates that various news sites frame intimate partner violence 

differently (e.g., Braber, 2015; Lloyd & Ramon, 2017). Furthermore, online 

comments may also differ depending on the online platform being used (Humprecht 

et al., 2020; Knustad, 2018; Su et al., 2018). For example, commenters were more 

likely to use uncivil language when commenting on news websites compared to 

Facebook (Knustad, 2018). Other research has found that Facebook comments 

differed depending on the political leaning (e.g., conservative or liberal) of the news 

outlet (Su et al., 2018). Evidently, forthcoming research should consider the impact of 

news sites and other platforms when exploring gender differences in online media and 

audience commentary. 

Previous research has examined the sources used by the media in intimate 

partner violence reporting (e.g., Gillespie et al., 2013; Richards et al., 2011). Findings 

indicate that the media often relies on law enforcement or people who knew the 

victim as sources rather than informed sources such as victim advocates and academic 

researchers (Chermak, 1995; Gillespie et al., 2013; Richards et al., 2014). The sources 

used by the media were not examined as this was outside the scope of the research 

question. However, it is recognised that media sourcing practices have a critical role 

in shaping the context and manner in which intimate partner violence is reported. 

(Chermak, 1995; Gillespie et al., 2013; Richards et al., 2014). Therefore, future 

research should explore how media sourcing practices intersect with the gender of the 

offender/victim and influence the portrayal of intimate partner violence. 

Study 2 focused on Facebook comments related to intimate partner homicide 

reports but did not explore the interactions between commenters or how these 
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interactions influenced the comment space. Analysing how people engage with one 

another on social media can provide insights into public attitudes, beliefs, and social 

norms around issues (in this case, intimate partner homicide) (Ksiazek et al., 2016; 

Lew & Stohl, 2023; Von Sikorski & Ha nelt, 2016). However, commenter 

interactions were beyond the scope of investigation of this thesis. Understanding these 

dynamics could reveal how public discourse is shaped and potentially identify areas 

for intervention or public education concerning intimate partner homicide. Therefore, 

it is crucial for future research on intimate partner homicide comments to also explore 

the interactions between commenters. 

In addition to limitations relating to the focus of the studies, the sampling 

strategies used also need to be considered. Importantly, male offenders were 

overrepresented in the samples analysed as part of Study 1 and Study 2. In Study 1, 

19 of the articles featured female offenders and 102 featured male offenders. This was 

because the study used a random sampling strategy to select online news articles, 

which ensured that every published article within the timeframe had an equal chance 

of being selected. Doing so increased the likelihood of creating a sample that is 

representative of the full extent of intimate partner homicide articles. It is unsurprising 

that fewer articles featured female offenders given that female offenders are less 

likely to commit intimate partner homicides compared to males (Bricknell, 2023; 

Cussen & Bryant, 2015). Similarly, fewer comments responded to articles with 

female offenders in Study 2 compared to male offenders. This is because Study 2 used 

the same articles derived from Study 1. Of the 371 comments, 37 had responded to 

articles with female offenders and 334 had responded to articles with male offenders. 

Future research interested in media frames and audience commentary in the context of 
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intimate partner homicide (or non-lethal violence) should consider using over-

sampling strategies to increase the representation of female offenders in the sample.  

This thesis relied on the written text of online article as the data source. 

However, this overlooks the role of visuals when exploring media frames (Matthes, 

2009; Rodriguez & Dimitrova, 2011). While research focusing on visuals and framing 

in the context of intimate partner violence is growing (e.g., Carlyle et al., 2019; Lloyd 

& Ramon, 2017), further exploration is still needed in this area (D'Angelo, 2017). 

This is because visuals are prominent in online media coverage (Powell et al., 2015), 

and have a strong impact on how individuals view issues (Powell et al., 2015; 

Vafeiadis et al., 2020). Further, online communication has been enriched by the 

inclusion of graphical icons, such as emojis, which convey emotions and attitudes 

(Konrad et al., 2020). In fact, Facebook allows users to “react” to posts or other 

comments with reaction emojis (e.g., love, humour, surprise, sadness, or anger) (Le 

Busque et al., 2019). Limited research has examined the use of emojis when 

discussing intimate partner violence (e.g., Usher et al., 2021; Xu et al., 2022). All of 

this suggests that future research should also examine visuals, including emojis, when 

exploring gender differences in media and audience portrayals. 

A further challenge stems from the age of data. There have been some recent 

social movements and legal proceedings that may impact on the content and tone of 

online comments. Social media movements such as #MeToo have sparked 

considerable public interest and online discussion about violence against women 

(Fairbairn, 2020). Nevertheless, this thesis analysed comments that predated the 

emergence of this social media movement. In addition, the Dylan Voller court case 

found that media organisations are liable for Facebook comments posted by the public 

on the media’s Facebook page (Fairfax Media Publications Pty Ltd v Voller, 2021). 
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This legal case also occurred after the online comments were sampled in this thesis. 

Following these social movements and legal proceedings, further investigation is 

warranted to assess whether there has been a shift in individuals' attitudes and 

perceptions in the context of intimate partner violence in online commentary. 

Another challenge for this thesis was the use of an experimental vignette 

design approach in the third study where respondents were asked to leave a comment 

as they would on social media. This approach was chosen as it allows researchers to 

use the same intimate partner homicide incident while altering the media frame. It 

also permits researchers to control for media usage, attitudes, and participant 

demographics. However, the experimental design did not provide respondents with 

the same “real world” Facebook experience, meaning that respondents could not see 

other comments and participate in dialogue as they could in real life. Therefore, future 

experimental approaches could be amended to encourage more authentic interactions 

by allowing an ongoing dialogue between commenters. For example, a Facebook post 

could be simulated where respondents can see other comments and can contribute 

their own comments in turn. As discussed previously, the experimental setting likely 

contributed to the lower-than expected number of uncivil comments in Study 3 

(Grimm, 2010; Muddiman et al., 2020). Providing a simulation of a Facebook post 

that is truer to life may enable respondents to provide more realistic (and potentially 

uncivil) comments. 

A number of decisions were made around the coding of data, some of which 

may require further consideration in future research. For example, in the analyses, the 

coding of comments as civil or uncivil (Study 2 and Study 3) was determined based 

on the entirety of the comment rather than specific segments within it. Consequently, 

if a commenter used uncivil language towards the offender, but in the same comment 
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used civil language towards the victim, the whole comment was coded as uncivil. 

Moving forward, researchers could consider coding segments within comments as 

civil or uncivil instead of evaluating the comment as a whole. Nevertheless, it is 

important to acknowledge that in real-life scenarios, if any segment of a comment 

contains uncivil language, the entire comment may be moderated or removed. 

Another challenge in terms of coding is the cultural and social meaning of 

words and phrases. To illustrate, attitudes toward swearing can vary widely within 

societies (Hagen, 2013; Jay & Janschewitz, 2008; Stapleton, 2020). In general, 

Australia is known for having a relatively relaxed attitude toward swearing compared 

to some other cultures (Doherty et al., 2018; Goddard, 2015; Leitner, 2004). Swearing 

is often seen as a normal part of informal dialogue and may be used for emphasis, 

humour, or to express strong emotions (Jay & Janschewitz, 2008). Therefore, many 

individuals would not necessarily consider swearing to be uncivil. In the current 

thesis, swearing was coded as uncivil language as per Coe et al.’s (2014) definition of 

incivility (vulgarity: profanity or language that would be considered improper in 

professional discourse). Although professional discourse is not typically expected on 

social media, this definition was followed as it is frequently used by media scholars 

when examining online comments including Facebook (Prochazka et al., 2016; Rains 

et al., 2017; Rohlinger & Vaccaro, 2021; Ziegele et al., 2017), and similar 

operationalisations facilitate comparisons across studies. However, strictly 

categorising all swearing as uncivil may overlook the nuances of online 

communication, where the intent behind words often matters as much as the words 

themselves (dos Reis et al., 2018). Relying heavily on swearing as a marker of 

incivility could lead to over-moderation, where comments are flagged or removed 

even when they do not pose a real threat to discourse quality. Future studies could 
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consider the intention and emotion behind the use of language such as swearing to 

determine whether an online comment should be considered uncivil.  

Due to the low number of uncivil comments in Study 3, it was not possible to 

run multivariate analyses for civility. Not being able to control for respondent 

attitudes and demographics presents challenges. For example, the finding that male 

offenders (compared to female offenders) were more likely to be described by 

commenters using uncivil language was an unexpected outcome according to prior 

research (Chen, 2017; Van Duyn et al., 2021). Conducting multivariate analyses 

would have assisted in understanding whether respondents’ demographics and 

attitudes influenced this. Furthermore, a high number of respondents in the survey 

indicated they had previously been victims of intimate partner violence. This high 

number could be due to the recruitment style of the survey (i.e., via Facebook) or the 

topic (those who experience intimate partner violence may be more likely to complete 

the survey). The lack of multivariant analyses means this variable was not controlled 

for when analysing incivility. This is concerning as prior victimisation can influence 

perceptions of crime (Kort-Butler & Habecker, 2018; Näsi et al., 2021; Smolej & 

Kivivuori, 2006), potentially affecting the civility of comments. Therefore, future 

research should ensure sufficient sample sizes to enable multivariate analyses on 

civility. It is important to consider these limitations when interpreting the findings of 

this thesis. Nevertheless, this thesis significantly advances our understanding of how 

gender is portrayed in online interactive spaces. 

Conclusion 

This research has made significant contributions to the literature on portrayals 

of gender and violence in online media and audience commentary. This thesis aimed 

to understand whether and how portrayals in online media articles and online 
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comments differ by the gender of the offender/victim. These differences are explored 

in the context of intimate partner homicide, which affects women more than men and 

is a significant public health concern. Only a limited number of studies, primarily 

quantitative, have compared how the gender of the offender/victim pairs influence 

online portrayals of intimate partner homicide. Even fewer studies have considered 

the content (i.e., what is written) and tone (i.e., how it is written) of online comments, 

particularly regarding whether variations in commentary exist based on the gender of 

intimate partner homicide offender/victim pairs. Furthermore, this thesis significantly 

contributes to the literature on media framing effects, by exploring the impact that 

media frames have on audience commentary. Although media frames affect public 

perceptions of crime, there has been very little research specifically investigating 

whether media frames directly influence the content and tone of online comments. 

Across the three studies, findings highlight the significance of gender in both 

media portrayals and audience commentary in the context of intimate partner 

homicide. Traditional gender stereotypes heavily influence how the men and women 

involved in such incidents are portrayed, whether as offenders or victims. Portrayals 

of men overwhelmingly aligns with stereotypical masculine traits. However, 

portrayals of women exhibit greater diversity, depicting both adherence to and 

violation of traditional gender stereotypes. Moreover, analyses indicate a scarcity of 

thematic depictions of intimate partner homicides in online media and audience 

commentary. This lack of contextualisation is concerning as it hinders public 

understanding of the dynamics of intimate partner violence. Despite this, the majority 

of comments feature a civil tone. Regarding media framing effects, results from the 

experimental study demonstrate that media frames can influence audience 
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commentary, even after accounting for individual commenter characteristics and 

attitudes. 

 The knowledge gained from this thesis has implications for policy and 

practice. In particular, the findings demonstrate the need to consider the current media 

advisory guidelines and highlight the need for further training and resources for media 

professionals. Furthermore, the findings emphasise the importance of establishing 

safe communities online and promoting digital media literacy.  
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Appendix A 

Appendix A shows the dates searched, number of results that appeared, and 

the number of online articles selected.   

Table A1         

Identifying Online News Articles for Study 1 

Date Searched 
Number of 

Results 
Number of Articles 

Selected 
30/9/16 49 3 

27/11/14 61 1 
23/4/15 62 0 
31/3/15 62 1 
5/1/16 61 0 

2/11/14 39 1 
1/12/16 66 1 
23/5/17 75 0 
23/3/16 74 1 
20/9/14 15 0 
3/2/17 60 1 

13/4/16 67 1 
26/1/17 50 0 
13/2/16 33 0 
10/6/16 54 0 

16/12/14 68 0 
29/8/15 22 0 

15/11/14 28 0 
15/3/16 69 0 
7/12/15 65 1 

11/12/14 52 0 
11/8/15 67 0 
12/6/17 53 0 
20/6/17 65 4 
14/9/15 44 2 
4/11/14 45 0 
20/9/15 41 0 
9/10/14 85 1 
22/2/17 49 3 

23/10/14 50 0 
2/12/16 64 0 
25/5/17 71 3 
23/8/15 45 0 
25/8/15 60 0 
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16/9/14 60 0 
30/10/15 49 1 
17/5/15 39 1 
3/2/16 70 1 

13/9/14 24 3 
28/10/16 59 0 
6/12/14 36 0 
7/2/17 73 0 
6/3/16 49 0 
4/7/17 70 4 

28/10/16 repeat (59) 0 
9/11/16 65 2 
12/3/15 62 1 
3/10/14 54 0 
29/8/15 22 0 

14/12/15 58 2 
9/12/15 88 7 

24/11/16 80 3 
23/1/15 46 0 
2/5/15 32 1 

17/7/16 36 2 
18/4/17 73 0 

22/11/15 74 1 
17/10/15 33 0 
30/8/16 100 2 
9/9/16 67 1 
2/5/15 repeat (32) 0 

22/2/15 33 1 
5/11/14 59 0 
10/4/17 95 1 
25/2/17 33 1 

14/10/16 44 0 
3/1/16 35 0 

23/10/15 56 1 
11/11/14 76 1 
22/10/15 78 0 
17/7/15 58 1 

20/11/15 47 0 
2/2/15 47 1 
8/1/15 50 2 

13/2/16 35 0 
7/6/17 86 1 

13/5/15 49 2 
20/12/14 26 0 
11/7/16 75 0 
22/2/16 67 3 
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28/12/16 39 1 
25/9/15 48 1 
4/9/16 44 2 

26/2/17 54 4 
7/8/14 63 1 

20/9/16 76 0 
14/7/16 64 0 
15/2/16 50 2 
19/9/16 76 1 
14/8/15 49 0 

21/10/15 64 1 
10/3/15 50 1 
9/10/16 30 2 
20/1/17 82 0 
9/9/14 54 2 

22/7/17 41 1 
20/1/15 64 0 
8/6/16 45 1 
1/3/17 78 3 
2/9/14 60 0 

12/5/16 62 0 
12/1/15 44 0 
9/8/16 56 2 

15/6/16 100 3 
8/9/15 42 0 

10/10/15 29 0 
18/12/16 52 0 
22/5/17 65 0 

29/11/14 21 0 
31/8/16 66 3 
2/1/15 14 0 

27/2/16 31 0 
29/7/16 38 0 
10/9/15 64 0 
5/12/16 68 0 
7/6/15 28 0 
5/1/16 repeat (61) 0 

31/3/16 58 0 
4/10/16 52 0 
12/7/15 40 0 
8/8/14 18 1 
6/2/15 19 1 

21/5/15 28 2 
11/7/17 29 2 
30/9/15 18 3 

30/11/15 24 3 
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9/2/16 24 2 
17/8/16 80 5 
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Appendix B 

Appendix B shows the four vignettes used for Study 3: 1) a bad offender 

frame with a male offender/female victim pair, 2) a bad offender frame with a female 

offender/male victim pair, 3) a victim blaming frame with a male offender/female 

victim pair, and 4) a victim blaming frame with a female offender/male victim pair. 

 

  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

212 

Table A2        

The Four Vignettes Used for Study 3 

Male Offender/Female Victim, Bad Offender Frame 
 

Man in custody after a cowardly and vicious shooting on suburban road in 
Hobart 

A 37-year-old woman has died after a brutal daylight shooting on a main Hobart 
road on Thursday afternoon.  

Police said the 38-year-old man, the woman's estranged partner, allegedly confronted 
her in her car and fired several shots from a shortened rifle, hitting her in the face. 

She was taken to hospital but later died.  

Inspector Jenkins said the killing was "brutal, premeditated and senseless" and said that 
man had not expressed any remorse for his actions.  

He said the "cold-blooded murder" showed a "total disregard for the sanctity of life". 

Police said a passing motorist restrained the man until they arrived at the scene at New 
Town, in Hobart's north. The witness described the murder as “horrific and shocking to 
see”. 

The Huon Valley man will appear in court on Friday charged with murder. 

Police were called to the area to respond to reports of shots being fired on Risdon Road 
near the Brooker Highway about 3:15pm (AEST). 

Inspector Jenkins said officers were on the scene within minutes. 

"There's been a number of witnesses that have observed what has happened and they've 
been very forthcoming to the attending police," he said. 

"There's nothing to indicate that there's anyone else involved, apart from the parties 
that were here." 

He said the man’s actions were a "cowardly and vicious attack" on a woman. 

There were children playing at a nearby soccer field at the time of the incident. 

Risdon Road was closed to traffic between Albert Road and the highway. 

The area was treated as a crime scene and police have appealed for more witnesses. 
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Male Offender/Female Victim, Victim Blaming Frame 
 

Man in custody after tragic shooting on suburban road in Hobart 

A 37-year old woman, described as a “controlling monster”, was shot by her 
estranged partner – a man who was allegedly physically and emotionally abused 
by the woman for decades. 

Police said the 38-year-old man, the woman's estranged partner, allegedly confronted 
her in her car and fired several shots from a shortened rifle, hitting her in the face. 

She was taken to hospital but later died.  

The family said the killing was a result of ongoing issues of abuse. The man was 
trapped, by a woman who fit the classic profile of a domestic abuser —repeatedly 
assaulting and bad-mouthing him, and threatening him. 

Friend and former co-worker, Kerri Burke, said “he’s literally one of the kindest souls I 
ever met, he must have been in survival mode.” 

Police said a passing motorist sheltered the man until they arrived at the scene at New 
Town, in Hobart's north. The witness described the murder as “tragic”. 

The Huon Valley man will appear in court on Friday charged with murder. 

Police were called to the area to respond to reports of shots being fired on Risdon Road 
near the Brooker Highway about 3:15pm (AEST). 

Inspector Jenkins said officers were on the scene within minutes. 

"There's been a number of witnesses that have observed what has happened and they've 
been very forthcoming to the attending police," he said. 

"There's nothing to indicate that there's anyone else involved, apart from the parties 
that were here." 

There were children playing at a nearby soccer field at the time of the incident. 

Risdon Road was closed to traffic between Albert Road and the highway. 

The area was treated as a crime scene and police have appealed for more witnesses. 
  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

214 

Female Offender/Male Victim, Bad Offender Frame  
 

Woman in custody after a cowardly and vicious shooting on suburban road in 
Hobart 

A 37-year-old man has died after a brutal daylight shooting on a main Hobart 
road on Thursday afternoon.  

Police said the 38-year-old woman, the man's estranged partner, allegedly confronted 
him in his car and fired several shots from a shortened rifle, hitting him in the face. 

He was taken to hospital but later died. 

Inspector Jenkins said the killing was "brutal, premeditated and senseless" and said the 
woman had not expressed any remorse for her actions. 

He said the "cold-blooded murder" showed a "total disregard for the sanctity of life". 

Police said a passing motorist restrained the woman until they arrived at the scene at 
New Town, in Hobart's north. The witness described the murder as “horrific and 
shocking to see”. 

The Huon Valley woman will appear in court on Friday charged with murder. 

Police were called to the area to respond to reports of shots being fired on Risdon Road 
near the Brooker Highway about 3:15pm (AEST). 

Inspector Jenkins said officers were on the scene within minutes. 

"There's been a number of witnesses that have observed what has happened and they've 
been very forthcoming to the attending police," he said. 

"There's nothing to indicate that there's anyone else involved, apart from the parties 
that were here." 

He said the woman’s actions were a "cowardly and vicious attack" on a man. 

There were children playing at a nearby soccer field at the time of the incident. 

Risdon Road was closed to traffic between Albert Road and the highway. 

The area was treated as a crime scene and police have appealed for more witnesses.  
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Female Offender/Male Victim, Victim Blaming Frame 
 

Woman in custody after tragic shooting on suburban road in Hobart 

A 37-year old man, described as a “controlling monster”, was shot by his 
estranged partner – a woman who was allegedly physically and emotionally 
abused by the man for decades. 

Police said the 38-year-old woman, the man's estranged partner, allegedly confronted 
him in his car and fired several shots from a shortened rifle, hitting him in the face. 

He was taken to hospital but later died.  

The family said the killing was a result of ongoing issues of abuse. The woman was 
trapped, by a man who fit the classic profile of a domestic abuser —repeatedly 
assaulting and bad-mouthing her, and threatening her. 

Friend and former co-worker, Kerri Burke, said “she’s literally one of the kindest souls 
I ever met, she must have been in survival mode.” 

Police said a passing motorist sheltered the woman until they arrived at the scene at 
New Town, in Hobart's north. The witness described the murder as “tragic”. 

The Huon Valley woman will appear in court on Friday charged with murder. 

Police were called to the area to respond to reports of shots being fired on Risdon Road 
near the Brooker Highway about 3:15pm (AEST). 

Inspector Jenkins said officers were on the scene within minutes. 

"There's been a number of witnesses that have observed what has happened and they've 
been very forthcoming to the attending police," he said. 

"There's nothing to indicate that there's anyone else involved, apart from the parties 
that were here." 

There were children playing at a nearby soccer field at the time of the incident. 

Risdon Road was closed to traffic between Albert Road and the highway. 

The area was treated as a crime scene and police have appealed for more witnesses. 
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Appendix C 

Appendix C shows Pearson’s correlation for variables in Study 3. 

Table A3         

Pearson’s Correlation for Variables used in Study 3 (n = 537) 
 

 Note. * p < .05 level (2-tailed). ** p < .01 level (2-tailed).  
 

  1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 
1. Media frame -                             
2. Gender of the offender/victim 0.08 -                           
3. Online media main source of news 0.00 -0.03 -                         
4. Has commented on social media  -0.01 -0.02 0.05 -                       
5. Confidence in legal system 0.03 0.03 0.00 -.168** -                     
6. Believes crime has increased 0.00 0.00 -.093* .115** -.336** -                   
7. Wants harsher sentences -0.02 0.00 -0.06 .103* -.208** .378** -                 
8. Fear of crime 0.01 -0.02 0.08 0.08 -.127** .325** .278** -               
9. Direct contact with CJS (self or family) -0.08 -0.07 -0.06 .189** -.127** .123** 0.01 .106* -             
10. Awareness of intimate partner violence -0.05 -0.05 0.05 0.00 0.08 0.06 0.05 0.05 0.04 -           
11. Intimate partner violence victimisation -0.02 -0.01 0.04 .172** -.153** 0.03 -0.02 -0.04 .295** -0.01 -         
12. Gender 0.06 -0.03 0.04 -0.01 -0.04 .115** .108* .227** .183** .123** 0.01 -       
13. Age 0.01 -0.05 -.119** .344** -.116** .195** 0.08 -.117** .138** 0.04 .140** -0.08 -     
14. Identifies as Indigenous -0.06 -0.01 0.04 -0.01 -0.03 0.00 -0.02 0.04 .118** 0.01 .100* 0.07 -0.05 -   
15. University degree 0.01 0.07 -0.03 -0.08 .177** -.188** -.209** -.133** -0.07 0.03 -0.06 0.04 0.01 0.02 - 
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Appendix D 

Appendix D shows the results of the bivariate analyses for Study 3 to ascertain 

whether or not a similar proportion of respondent demographics and 

experiences/attitudes was seen across the vignettes. 

Table A4       
  

Respondent Demographics and Experiences/Attitudes Differences across the 

Vignettes (n = 537) 

 
χ 2 (df) p 

Effect 

Size 
F (df) p 

Respondent demographics 

   Age 

   Identifies as female 

   University degree 

 

 

3.092 (3) 

3.562 (3) 

 

 

.378 

.313 

 

 

.076 

.081 

 

0.194 (3, 533) 

 

 

 

.901 

Respondent experiences/attitudes 

   Online media main news source 

   Has commented on social media 

   Confidence in legal system 

   Wants harsher sentences 

   Fear of crime 

   Intimate partner violence victimisation 

   Awareness of intimate partner violence 

   Direct contact with CJS (self or family) 

 

3.083 (3) 

0.182 (3) 

1.666 (3) 

2.544 (3) 

 

11.085 (3) 

5.414 (3) 

2.174 (3) 

 

.379 

.980 

.645 

.467 

 

.011 

.144 

.537 

 

.076 

.018 

.056 

.069 

 

.144 

.100 

.064 

 

 

 

 

 

2.159 (3, 533) 

 

 

 

 

 

.092 

Note. Chi-squares are reported for categorical variables while ANOVA are reported for continuous 
variables. 
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Appendix E 

Appendix E shows the results of the bivariate analyses (chi-squares) for Study 3 to examine whether the media frame (victim 

blaming/bad offender) and the gender of the offender/victim pair were associated with the theme or civility of comments made by respondents. 

Table A5          

Impact of Media Frames and Offender/Victim on Comments  

 

Bad 
Offender 

Frame 
% (n)  

Victim 
Blaming 
Frame 
% (n) 

Male 
Offender 

% (n) 

Female 
Offender 

% (n) 

χ 2 (df) 
 

p 
 

n 
 Effect Size 

Comment theme          
    Victim blaming (vs not) 14.8 (38) 32.1 (90)   21.291 (1) <.001 537 .203 
   11.0 (29) 36.1 (99) 45.214 (1) <.001 537 .295 
    Criticising offender (vs not) 16.3 (42) 8.2 (23)   7.575 (1) .006 537 -.124 
   14.8 (39) 9.5 (26) 3.112 (1) .078 537 -.082 
Comment civility         
    Uncivil (vs civil) 8.6 (22) 2.5 (7)   8.484 (1) .004 537 -.134 
   8.7 (23) 2.2 (6) 10.042 (1) .002 537 -.145 
Note. Continuity correction is reported, while effect size was calculated using Phi. 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

219 

Reference List 

Abbey, J. D., & Meloy, M. G. (2017). Attention by design: Using attention checks to 

detect inattentive respondents and improve data quality. Journal of Operations 

Management, 53(1), 63-70. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jom.2017.06.001  

Addis, M. E. (2008). Gender and depression in men. Clinical Psychology: Science 

and Practice, 15(3), 153-168. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-

2850.2008.00125.x  

Ahl, H. (2006). Why research on women entrepreneurs needs new directions. 

Entrepreneurship Theory and Practice, 30(5), 595-621. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6520.2006.00138.x  

Ahn, H. (2011). The effect of online news story comments on other readers' attitudes: 

Focusing on the case of incongruence between news tone and comments 

[Master’s Thesis, University of Alabama]. University of Alabama Library. 

https://ir.ua.edu/bitstream/handle/123456789/1118/file_1.pdf?sequence=1 

Alaggia, R., & Wang, S. (2020). “I never told anyone until the #Metoo movement”: 

What can we learn from sexual abuse and sexual assault disclosures made 

through social media? Child Abuse & Neglect, 103, 104312-104322. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chiabu.2019.104312  

Aldrete, M., Taşkale, N., Rivera Ramirez, E., & Gil Vera, V. D. (2024). Media 

representations of femicide. A systematic review of literature in English and 

Spanish. Annals of the International Communication Association, 20(1), 1-18. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/23808985.2024.2336924  

Ameta, H. (2019). Female portrayal in media. Journal of Current Science, 20(1). 

https://journal.scienceacad.com/  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

220 

Anastasio, P. A., & Costa, D. M. (2004). Twice hurt: How newspaper coverage may 

reduce empathy and engender blame for female victims of crime. Sex Roles, 

51(9), 535-542. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-004-5463-7  

Andersen, T. H. (2013). Against the wind: Male victimization and the ideal of 

manliness. Journal of Social Work, 13(3), 231-247. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1468017311410002  

Anderson, A. A., Brossard, D., Scheufele, D. A., Xenos, M. A., & Ladwig, P. (2014). 

The “nasty effect:” Online incivility and risk perceptions of emerging 

technologies. Journal of Computer-Mediated Communication, 19(3), 373-387. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/jcc4.12009  

Anderson, M. (2003a). ‘One flew over the psychiatric unit’: Mental illness and the 

media. Journal of Psychiatric and Mental Health Nursing, 10(3), 297-306. 

https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2850.2003.00592.x  

Anderson, M. (2003b). “Why doesn't she just leave?”: A descriptive study of victim 

reported impediments to her safety. Journal of Family Violence, 18(3), 151-

155. https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1023564404773  

Antoci, A., Bonelli, L., Paglieri, F., Reggiani, T., & Sabatini, F. (2019). Civility and 

trust in social media. Journal of Economic Behavior & Organization, 160, 83-

99. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jebo.2019.02.026  

Antunovic, D., Parsons, P., & Cooke, T. R. (2016). ‘Checking’ and googling: Stages 

of news consumption among young adults. Journalism, 19(5), 632-648. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1464884916663625  

Aragbuwa, A. (2020). A standard reading of selected online readers’ comments on 

domestic violence against men in Nigeria. Men and Masculinities, 24(3), 451-

467. https://doi.org/10.1177/1097184X19898875  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

221 

Ash, E., Xu, Y., Jenkins, A., & Kumanyika, C. (2019). Framing use of force: An 

analysis of news organizations’ social media posts about police shootings. 

Electronic News, 13(2), 93-107. https://doi.org/10.1177/1931243119850239  

Atzmüller, C., & Steiner, P. M. (2010). Experimental vignette studies in survey 

research. Methodology, 6(3), 128-138. https://doi.org/10.1027/1614-

2241/a000014  

Aurrekoetxea-Casaus, M. (2020). San fermines #la manada case: An exploratory 

analysis of social support for victims of sexual violence on twitter. Computers 

in Human Behavior, 108, 106299-106308. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2020.106299  

Australia's National Research Organisation for Women's Safety. (2022). Australian 

domestic and family violence death review network data report: Intimate 

partner violence homicides 2010–2018 (Research report 03/2022). ANROWS. 

https://coroners.nsw.gov.au/content/dam/dcj/ctsd/coronerscourt/documents/rep

orts/Australian_Domestic_and_Family_Violence_Death_Review_Network_D

ata_Report_2022.pdf 

Australian Competition and Consumer Commission. (2019). Digital platforms inquiry 

(1920702059). ACCC. https://www.accc.gov.au/about-us/publications/digital-

platforms-inquiry-final-report 

Australian Press Council. (2014). Standards of practice. 

https://www.presscouncil.org.au/standards/statement-of-principles 

Australian Press Council. (n.d.). Advisory guideline on family and domestic violence 

reporting. https://presscouncil.org.au/standards/advisory-guidelines 

Ayyildiz, E. (1995). When battered woman's syndrome does not go far enough: The 

battered woman as vigilante. Journal of Gender and the Law, 4, 141-166. 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

222 

https://digitalcommons.wcl.american.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1170&c

ontext=jgspl  

Baden, C., & Springer, N. (2014). Com (ple) menting the news on the financial crisis: 

The contribution of news users’ commentary to the diversity of viewpoints in 

the public debate. European Journal of Communication, 29(5), 529-548. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0267323114538724  

Bagai, K., & Faimau, G. (2021). Botswana print media and the representation of 

female victims of intimate partner homicide: A critical discourse analytical 

approach. African Journalism Studies, 42(1), 17-35. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/23743670.2021.1884581  

Bailey, J., Steeves, V., Burkell, J., & Regan, P. (2013). Negotiating with gender 

stereotypes on social networking sites: From “bicycle face” to Facebook. 

Journal of Communication Inquiry, 37(2), 91-112. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0196859912473777  

Bailly, R. C., Carman, R. S., & Forslund, M. A. (1991). Gender differences in 

drinking motivations and outcomes. The Journal of Psychology, 125(6), 649-

656. https://doi.org/10.1080/00223980.1991.10543327  

Baker, K., & Raney, A. A. (2007). Equally super?: Gender-role stereotyping of 

superheroes in children's animated programs. Mass Communication & Society, 

10(1), 25-41. https://doi.org/10.1080/15205430709337003  

Balica, E. (2017). Women as victims of violence: An analysis of direct and indirect 

techniques of blaming the victim used in Romanian online media. Limba Și 

Literatura-Repere Identitare in Context European (20), 156-163. 

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/327426645  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

223 

Balica, E. (2021). Intimate partner femicide in Romania: An analysis of the online 

media news. Postmodernism Problems, 11(3), 305-318. 

https://www.pmpjournal.org/index.php/pmp/article/download/292/246  

Balica, E., Marinescu, V., & Balica, M. (2020). Was Anastasia victim of partner 

violence? Media coverage of femicide in Romania and Moldova. Journalism 

Practice, 16(1), 1-22. https://doi.org/10.1080/17512786.2020.1799236  

Ballinger, A. (1996). The guilt of the innocent and the innocence of the guilty: The 

cases of Marie Fahmy and Ruth Ellis. In A. Myers & S. Wight (Eds.), No 

angels: Women who commit violence (pp. 1-28). Pandora.  

Baranzke, H. (2012). “Sanctity-of-Life”—A bioethical principle for a right to life? 

Ethical Theory and Moral Practice, 15(3), 295-308. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10677-012-9369-0  

Barber, C. F. (2008). Domestic violence against men. Nursing Standard, 22(51), 35. 

https://doi.org/10.7748/ns2008.08.22.51.35.c6644  

Barilaro v Google LLC (2022), FCA 650.  

Barnes, R. (2015). Understanding the affective investment produced through 

commenting on Australian alternative journalism website New Matilda. New 

Media & Society, 17(5), 810-826. https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444813511039  

Barnes, R. (2016). Exploring emotionality, and civic empowerment and engagement 

in online participation: A case study of community reporting website 

Homicide Watch DC. Media International Australia, 158(1), 112-123. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1329878X15622083  

Barnett, B. (2005). Perfect mother or artist of obscenity? Narrative and myth in a 

qualitative analysis of press coverage of the Andrea Yates murders. Journal of 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

224 

Communication Inquiry, 29(1), 9-29. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0196859904270053  

Barnett, B. (2006). Medea in the media: Narrative and myth in newspaper coverage of 

women who kill their children. Journalism, 7(4), 411-432. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1464884906068360  

Barter, C., & Renold, E. (1999). The use of vignettes in qualitative research. Social 

Research Update, 25(9), 1-6. https://sru.soc.surrey.ac.uk/SRU25.html  

Bates, E. A., Kaye, L. K., Pennington, C. R., & Hamlin, I. (2019a). What about the 

male victims? Exploring the impact of gender stereotyping on implicit 

attitudes and behavioural intentions associated with intimate partner violence. 

Sex Roles, 81(1), 1-15. 

https://insight.cumbria.ac.uk/id/eprint/3999/1/Bates_WhatAboutTheMale.pdf  

Bates, E. A., Klement, K. R., Kaye, L. K., & Pennington, C. R. (2019b). The impact 

of gendered stereotypes on perceptions of violence: A commentary. Sex Roles, 

81(1), 34-43. 

https://research.aston.ac.uk/files/44512382/Commentary_final.pdf  

Baum, M. A., & Zhukov, Y. M. (2019). Media ownership and news coverage of 

international conflict. Political Communication, 36(1), 36-63. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/10584609.2018.1483606  

Bauman, S. K. (2018). Battered women who kill: Stereotype influence through the 

media [Master's thesis, The University of North Dakota]. UND Scholarly 

Commons. 

https://commons.und.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=3166&context=theses 

Beckett, K., & Sasson, T. (2003). The politics of injustice: Crime and punishment in 

America. Sage Publications.  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

225 

Belknap, J. (2007). The invisible woman: Gender, crime, and justice Wadsworth. 

Sage Publications.  

Belotti, F., Comunello, F., & Corradi, C. (2020). Feminicidio and #NiUnaMenos: An 

analysis of Twitter conversations during the first 3 years of the Argentinean 

movement. Violence Against Women, 27(8), 1035-1063. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801220921947  

Berns, N. (1999). “My problem and how I solved it”: Domestic violence in women's 

magazines. The Sociological Quarterly, 40(1), 85-108. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1533-8525.1999.tb02359.x  

Berns, N. (2004). Framing the victim: Domestic violence, media, and social 

problems. Routledge.  

Berrington, E., & Honkatukia, P. (2002). An evil monster and a poor thing: Female 

violence in the media. Journal of Scandinavian Studies in Criminology Crime 

Prevention, 3(1), 50-72. https://doi.org/10.1080/140438502762467209  

Biernat, M. (1991). Gender stereotypes and the relationship between masculinity and 

femininity: A developmental analysis. Journal of Personality Social 

Psychology, 61(3), 351. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.61.3.351  

Blakemore, D. (2015). Slurs and expletives: A case against a general account of 

expressive meaning. Language Sciences, 52, 22-35. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.langsci.2014.06.018  

Blashill, A. J., & Powlishta, K. K. (2009). The impact of sexual orientation and 

gender role on evaluations of men. Psychology of Men & Masculinity, 10(2), 

160-173. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0014583  

Blom, R., Carpenter, S., Bowe, B. J., & Lange, R. (2014). Frequent contributors 

within US newspaper comment forums: An examination of their civility and 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

226 

information value. American Behavioral Scientist, 58(10), 1314-1328. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0002764214527094  

Bongers, I., Van, L. A., Sendegoor, H. G., & Oers, J. V. (1998). Gender differences in 

alcohol‐related problems: Controlling for drinking behaviour. Addiction, 

93(3), 411-421. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1360-0443.1998.9334119.x  

Borah, P. (2014). Does it matter where you read the news story? Interaction of 

incivility and news frames in the political blogosphere. Communication 

Research, 41(6), 809-827. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093650212449353  

Bou-Franch, P. (2013). Domestic violence and public participation in the media: The 

case of citizen journalism. Gender and Language, 7(3), 275-302. 

https://doi.org/10.1558/genl.v7i3.275  

Bouchard, J., Wong, J. S., & Gushue, K. (2020). The differential portrayal of 

‘sympathetic’ homicide victims in the media. International Review of 

Victimology, 26(3), 314-331. https://doi.org/10.1177/0269758020916650  

Bourget, D., & Gagné, P. (2012). Women who kill their mates. Behavioral Sciences 

and the Law, 30(5), 598-614. https://doi.org/10.1002/bsl.2033  

Bouzerdan, C., & Whitten-Woodring, J. (2018). Killings in context: An analysis of 

the news framing of femicide. Human Rights Review, 19(2), 211-228. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s12142-018-0497-3  

Boven, L. V. (2012). Boys don't cry: Cognitive load and priming increase stereotypic 

sex differences in emotion memory. Journal of Experimental Social 

Psychology, 48(1), 303-309. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2011.09.005  

Braber, N. (2015). Representation of domestic violence in two British newspapers, 

The Guardian and The Sun, 2009-2011. English Language Research Journal, 

1(1), 86–104. 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

227 

https://anrows.intersearch.com.au/anrowsjspui/bitstream/1/16622/1/221224_2

834.pdf  

Braun, V., & Clarke, V. (2006). Using thematic analysis in psychology. Qualitative 

Research in Psychology, 3(2), 77-101. 

https://doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa  

Brennan, P. K., & Vandenberg, A. L. (2009). Depictions of female offenders in front-

page newspaper stories: The importance of race/ethnicity. International 

Journal of Social Inquiry, 2(2), 141-175. 

https://dergipark.org.tr/en/download/article-file/164138  

Bricknell, S. (2023). Homicide in Australia 2020–21 (Statistical report no. 42). 

Australian Institute of Criminology. 

https://www.aic.gov.au/publications/sr/sr42 

Brooks, D. J., & Geer, J. G. (2007). Beyond negativity: The effects of incivility on the 

electorate. American Journal of Political Science, 51(1), 1-16. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-5907.2007.00233.x  

Brossoie, N., Roberto, K. A., & Barrow, K. M. (2012). Making sense of intimate 

partner violence in late life: Comments from online news readers. 

Gerontologist, 52(6), 792-801. https://doi.org/10.1093/geront/gns046  

Browne, A. (1993). Violence against women by male partners: Prevalence, outcomes, 

and policy implications. American Psychologist, 48(10), 1077-1087. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0093650212449353  

Bruns, A. (2003). Gatewatching, not gatekeeping: Collaborative online news. Media 

International Australia Incorporating Culture and Policy, 107(1), 31-44. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1329878X0310700106  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

228 

Bruns, A. (2011). Gatekeeping, gatewatching, real-time feedback: New challenges for 

journalism. Brazilian Journalism Research Journal, 7(2), 117-136. 

https://doi.org/10.25200/BJR.v7n2.2011.355  

Bryant, J., & Miron, D. (2004). Theory and research in mass communication. Journal 

of Communication, 54(4), 662-704. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-

2466.2004.tb02650.x  

Bryant, W., & Cussen, T. (2015). Homicide in Australia: 2010–11 to 2011–12: 

National homicide monitoring program report (Monitoring reports no. 23). 

https://www.aic.gov.au/publications/mr/mr23 

Bucy, E. P. (2003). Media credibility reconsidered: Synergy effects between on-air 

and online news. Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, 80(2), 247-

264. https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Erik-

Bucy/publication/234691400_Media_Credibility_Reconsidered_Synergy_bet

ween_On-Air_and_Online_News/links/552e7e360cf2acd38cb9e81d/Media-

Credibility-Reconsidered-Synergy-between-On-Air-and-Online-News.pdf  

Bullock, C. F. (2007). Framing domestic violence fatalities: Coverage by Utah 

newspapers. Women's Studies in Communication, 30(1), 34-63. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/07491409.2007.10162504  

Bullock, C. F., & Cubert, J. (2002). Coverage of domestic violence fatalities by 

newspapers in Washington State. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 17(5), 

475-499. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260502017005001  

Cacciatore, M. A., Yeo, S. K., Scheufele, D. A., Xenos, M. A., Brossard, D., & 

Corley, E. A. (2018). Is Facebook making us dumber? Exploring social media 

use as a predictor of political knowledge. Journalism & Mass Communication 

Quarterly, 95(2), 404-424. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077699018770447  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

229 

Callanan, V. J. (2012). Media consumption, perceptions of crime risk and fear of 

crime: Examining race/ethnic differences. Sociological Perspectives, 55(1), 

93-115. https://doi.org/10.1525/sop.2012.55.1.93  

Campbell, J. C., & Manganello, J. (2006). Changing public attitudes as a prevention 

strategy to reduce intimate partner violence. Journal of Aggression, 

Maltreatment & Trauma, 13(3-4), 13-39. 

https://doi.org/10.1300/J146v13n03_02  

Canter, L. (2013). The misconception of online comment threads: Content and control 

on local newspaper websites. Journalism Practice, 7(5), 604-619. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/17512786.2012.740172  

Caputi, J. (1993). The sexual politics of murder. In P. B. Bart & E. G. Moran (Eds.), 

Violence against women: The bloody footprints (Vol. 1, pp. 5-25). Sage.  

Carll, E. K. (2003). News portrayal of violence and women: Implications for public 

policy. American Behavioral Scientist, 46(12), 1601-1610. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0002764203254616  

Carlsmith, K. M., Darley, J. M., & Robinson, P. H. (2002). Why do we punish? 

Deterrence and just deserts as motives for punishment. Journal of Personality 

and Social Psychology, 83(2), 284. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-

3514.83.2.284  

Carlyle, K. E., Guidry, J. P., & Burton, C. (2018). Recipes for prevention: An analysis 

of intimate partner violence messages on Pinterest. Journal of Interpersonal 

Violence, 36(11-12), NP6106-NP6123. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260518812073  

Carlyle, K. E., Guidry, J. P., Dougherty, S. A., & Burton, C. W. (2019). Intimate 

partner violence on Instagram: Visualizing a public health approach to 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

230 

prevention. Health Education & Behavior, 46(2), 90-96. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1090198119873917  

Carlyle, K. E., Orr, C., Savage, M. W., & Babin, E. A. (2014a). News coverage of 

intimate partner violence: Impact on prosocial responses. Media Psychology, 

17(4), 451-471. https://doi.org/10.1080/15213269.2014.931812  

Carlyle, K. E., Scarduzio, J. A., & Slater, M. D. (2014b). Media portrayals of female 

perpetrators of intimate partner violence. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 

29(13), 2394-2417. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260513520231  

Carlyle, K. E., Slater, M. D., & Chakroff, J. L. (2008). Newspaper coverage of 

intimate partner violence: Skewing representations of risk. Journal of 

Communication, 58(1), 168-186. 

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3032440/pdf/nihms92963.pdf  

Carpenter, S. (2010). A study of content diversity in online citizen journalism and 

online newspaper articles. New Media & Society, 12(7), 1064-1084. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444809348772  

Carragee, K. M., & Roefs, W. (2004). The neglect of power in recent framing 

research. Journal of Communication, 54(2), 214-233. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.2004.tb02625.x  

Carson, A., Mikolajczak, G., Ruppanner, L., & Foley, E. (2023). From online trolls to 

‘slut shaming’: Understanding the role of incivility and gender abuse in local 

government. Local Government Studies, 50(2), 427-450. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/03003930.2023.2228237  

Cash, P., & Snider, C. (2014). Investigating design: A comparison of manifest and 

latent approaches. Design Studies, 35(5), 441-472. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.destud.2014.02.005  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

231 

Chagnon, N. (2014). Heinous crime or acceptable violence? The disparate framing of 

femicides in Hawai’i. Radical Criminology, (3), 13-45. 

www.journal.radicalcriminology.org/index.php/rc/article/download/16/77  

Chen, G. M. (2017). Online incivility and public debate: Nasty talk. Springer.  

Chen, G. M., & Ng, Y. M. M. (2017). Nasty online comments anger you more than 

me, but nice ones make me as happy as you. Computers in Human Behavior, 

71, 181-188. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2017.02.010  

Chen, G. M., Pain, P., Chen, V. Y., Mekelburg, M., Springer, N., & Troger, F. (2020). 

‘You really have to have a thick skin’: A cross-cultural perspective on how 

online harassment influences female journalists. Journalism, 21(7), 877-895. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1464884918768500  

Chen, Y., Conroy, N. J., & Rubin, V. L. (2015). Misleading online content: 

Recognizing clickbait as "false news" [Paper presentation]. Proceedings of the 

2015 ACM on workshop on multimodal deception detection, Seattle, 

Washington, USA. https://doi.org/10.1145/2823465.2823467 

Chermak, S. M. (1994). Body count news: How crime is presented in the news media. 

Justice Quarterly, 11(4), 561-582. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/07418829400092431  

Chermak, S. M. (1995). Victims in the news: Crime and the American news media. 

Westview Press.  

Chmiel, A., Sienkiewicz, J., Thelwall, M., Holyst, J. A., Buckley, K., & Paltoglou, G. 

(2011). Negative emotions accelerating users activity in BBC forum. Physica 

A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications, 390(16), 2936-2944. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2011.03.040  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

232 

Christie, N. (1986). The ideal victim. In E. A. Fattah (Ed.), From crime policy to 

victim policy (pp. 17-30). Springer.  

Cinelli, M., De Francisci Morales, G., Galeazzi, A., Quattrociocchi, W., & Starnini, 

M. (2021). The echo chamber effect on social media. Proceedings of the 

National Academy of Sciences, 118(9), e2023301118. 

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2023301118  

Clay, L. A. (2019). The news through Facebook: Discovering the prevalence of rape 

myths in user comments [Doctor of Philosophy, Nova Southeastern 

University]. ProQuest. https://www.proquest.com/docview/2197682242?pq-

origsite=gscholar&fromopenview=true&sourcetype=Dissertations%20&%20

Theses 

Coe, K., Kenski, K., & Rains, S. A. (2014). Online and uncivil? Patterns and 

determinants of incivility in newspaper website comments. Journal of 

Communication, 64(4), 658-679. https://doi.org/10.1111/jcom.12104  

Cohen, J. (1988). Statistical power analysis (2nd ed.). Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.  

Cohen, J. J. (1996). Monster theory: Reading culture. University of Minnesota Press.  

Collins, R. E. (2016). ‘Beauty and bullets’: A content analysis of female offenders 

and victims in four Canadian newspapers. Journal of Sociology, 52(2), 296-

310. https://doi.org/10.1177/1440783314528594  

Collins, R. L. (2011). Content analysis of gender roles in media: Where are we now 

and where should we go? Sex Roles, 64, 290-298. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-010-9929-5  

Connell, R. W. (2001). Understanding men: Gender sociology and the new 

international research on masculinities. Social Thought & Research, 24(1-2), 

13-31. 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

233 

https://kuscholarworks.ku.edu/bitstream/handle/1808/5186/STARV24N1-

2A2.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y  

Connell, R. W. (2005). Masculinities (2nd ed.). Routledge: Taylor and Francis Group.  

Connell, R. W., & Messerschmidt, J. W. (2005). Hegemonic masculinity: Rethinking 

the concept. Gender & Society, 19(6), 829-859. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0891243205278639  

Cookson, C. (2009). Confronting Our Fear: Legislating beyond battered women 

syndrome and the law of self-defence in Vermont. Vermont Law Review, 34, 

415-446.  

Coumarelos, C., Weeks, N., Bernstein, S., Roberts, N., Honey, N., Minter, K., & 

Carlisle, E. (2023). Attitudes matter: The 2021 national community attitudes 

towards violence against women survey (NCAS), findings for Australia 

(Research report 02/2023). ANROWS. https://ncas.au/ncas-2021-findings-for-

australia 

Crenshaw, K. (2013). Demarginalizing the intersection of race and sex: A black 

feminist critique of antidiscrimination doctrine, feminist theory and antiracist 

politics. In Feminist legal theories (pp. 23-51). Routledge.  

Cripps, K. (2021). Media constructions of Indigenous women in sexual assault cases: 

Reflections from Australia and Canada. Current Issues in Criminal Justice, 

33(3), 300-321. https://doi.org/10.1080/10345329.2020.1867039  

Cullen, F. T., Fisher, B. S., & Applegate, B. K. (2000). Public opinion about 

punishment and corrections. Crime and Justice, 27, 1-79. 

https://doi.org/10.1086/652198  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

234 

Cussen, T., & Bryant, W. (2015). Domestic/family homicide in Australia (Research in 

practice no. 38). Australian Institute of Criminology. 

https://www.aic.gov.au/publications/rip/rip38 

Custers, K., & Van den Bulck, J. (2013). The cultivation of fear of sexual violence in 

women: Processes and moderators of the relationship between television and 

fear. Communication Research, 40(1), 96-124. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0093650212440444  

D'Angelo, P. (2017). Framing: Media frames. In R. Patrick (Ed.), International 

encyclopedia of media effects (pp. 634–644). Wiley-Blackwell. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118783764.wbieme0048  

Darwall, S. (1998). Empathy, sympathy, care. Philosophical Studies: An International 

Journal for Philosophy in the Analytic Tradition, 89(2-3), 261-282. 

https://deepblue.lib.umich.edu/bitstream/handle/2027.42/43412/11098_2004_

Article_152364.pdf?sequence=1&trk=public_post_comment-text  

David, C. C., & Baden, C. (2017). Frame analysis. In J. Matthes (Ed.), The 

international encyclopedia of communication research methods (pp. 248–

269). Wiley. https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118901731.iecrm0109  

Davidenko, M., Belykh, A., & Poretskova, A. (2023). Media coverage of intimate 

partner violence incidents in Russia amid the conservative turn. Europe-Asia 

Studies, 1-24. https://doi.org/10.1080/09668136.2023.2233715  

Davis, B., & Dossetor, K. (2010). (Mis)perceptions of crime in Australia. Trends and 

Issues in Crime and Criminal Justice (396), 1-6. 

https://doi.org/10.3316/informit.846001035775403  

Davis, P. M. (2009). How the media frames 'open access'. Journal of Electronic 

Publishing, 12(1). https://doi.org/10.3998/3336451.0012.101  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

235 

De Visser, R. O., & McDonnell, E. J. (2012). ‘That's OK. He's a guy’: A mixed-

methods study of gender double-standards for alcohol use. Psychology & 

Health, 27(5), 618-639. https://doi.org/10.1080/08870446.2011.617444  

De Vreese, C. H. (2005). News framing: Theory and typology. Information Design 

Journal + Document Design, 13(1), 51-62. 

https://doi.org/https://www.academia.edu/download/32324999/Framing.pdf  

Deal, B., Martinez, L. S., Spitzberg, B. H., & Tsou, M. (2020). “I definitely did not 

report it when I was raped...#WeBelieveChristine #MeToo”: A content 

analysis of disclosures of sexual assault on Twitter. Social Media + Society, 

6(4), 1-15. https://doi.org/10.1177/2056305120974610  

Deaux, K., & Lewis, L. L. (1984). Structure of gender stereotypes: Interrelationships 

among components and gender label. Journal of Personality and Social 

Psychology, 46(5), 991-1004. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.46.5.991  

Del Vicario, M., Bessi, A., Zollo, F., Petroni, F., Scala, A., Caldarelli, G., Stanley, H. 

E., & Quattrociocchi, W. (2016). The spreading of misinformation online. 

Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 113(3), 554-559. 

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1517441113  

Deuze, M. (2003). The web and its journalisms: Considering the consequences of 

different types of news media online. New Media & Society, 5(2), 203-230. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444803005002004  

Diakopoulos, N., & Naaman, M. (2011a). Topicality, time, and sentiment in online 

news comments [Paper presentation]. Proceedings of the 2011 annual 

conference extended abstracts on human factors in computing systems, New 

York. https://doi.10.1145/1979742.1979782 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

236 

Diakopoulos, N., & Naaman, M. (2011b). Towards quality discourse in online news 

comments [Paper presentation]. Proceedings of the ACM 2011 conference on 

computer supported cooperative work, New York. 

https://doi.org/10.1145/1958824.1958844 

Dmitrieva, K. I. (2017). Why are we fascinated with violence? An investigation of 

mass media’s role in depicting violence as entertainment [Senior honors 

project, University of Rhode Island]. Paper 574. 

https://digitalcommons.uri.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1579&context=srh

onorsprog 

Dobash, R. E., & Dobash, R. P. (2011). What were they thinking? Men who murder 

an intimate partner. Violence Against Women, 17(1), 111-134. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801210391219  

Doherty, C., Berwick, A., & McGregor, R. (2018). Swearing in class: Institutional 

morality in dispute. Linguistics and Education, 48, 1-9. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.linged.2018.09.003  

Dolliver, M. J., Kenney, J. L., Reid, L. W., & Prohaska, A. (2018). Examining the 

relationship between media consumption, fear of crime, and support for 

controversial criminal justice policies using a nationally representative sample. 

Journal of Contemporary Criminal Justice, 34(4), 399-420. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1043986218787734  

Donald, B. (2016). Stanford researchers find students have trouble judging the 

credibility of information online. https://ed.stanford.edu/news/stanford-

researchers-find-students-have-trouble-judging-credibility-information-online 

Döring, N., & Mohseni, M. R. (2020). Gendered hate speech in YouTube and 

YouNow comments: Results of two content analyses. SCM Studies in 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

237 

Communication and Media, 9(1), 62-88. https://www.db-

thueringen.de/servlets/MCRFileNodeServlet/dbt_derivate_00049346/2192-

4007_9_2020_1_62-88.pdf  

Döring, N., Reif, A., & Poeschl, S. (2016). How gender-stereotypical are selfies? A 

content analysis and comparison with magazine adverts. Computers in Human 

Behavior, 55, 955-962. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2015.10.001  

dos Reis, J. C., Bonacin, R., Hornung, H. H., & Baranauskas, M. C. C. (2018). 

Intenticons: Participatory selection of emoticons for communication of 

intentions. Computers in Human Behavior, 85, 146-162. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2018.03.046  

dos Santos, F. F. (2024). Media Criminology – The role of the media and its influence 

on contemporary society. Seven Editora. 

https://doi.org/10.56238/sevened2023.006-152  

Dowler, K. (2003). Media consumption and public attitudes toward crime and justice: 

The relationship between fear of crime, punitive attitudes, and perceived 

police effectiveness. Journal of Criminal Justice and Popular Culture, 10(2), 

109-126. https://www.researchgate.net/publication/285675137  

Dragiewicz, M., & Burgess, J. (2016). Domestic violence on #qanda: The “man” 

question in live Twitter discussion on the Australian Broadcasting 

Corporation's Q&A. Canadian Journal of Women and the Law, 28(1), 211-

229. https://doi.org/10.3138/cjwl.28.1.211  

Dunkerley, S. (2017). Mothers matter: A feminist perspective on child welfare-

involved women. Journal of Family Social Work, 20(3), 251-265. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/10522158.2017.1322163  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

238 

Dutton, M. A. (1993). Understanding women's responses to domestic violence: A 

redefinition of battered woman syndrome. Hofstra Law Review, 21(4), 1191-

1242. http://scholarlycommons.law.hofstra.edu/hlr/vol21/iss4/2  

Duwe, G. (2000). Body-count journalism: The presentation of mass murder in the 

news media. Homicide Studies, 4(4), 364-399. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1088767900004004004  

Eagly, A. H., & Carli, L. L. (2004). Women and men as leaders. In J. Antonakis, A. 

T. Cianciolo, & R. J. Sternberg (Eds.), The nature of leadership (pp. 279-301). 

Thousand Oaks: Sage.  

Eagly, A. H., & Mladinic, A. (1989). Gender stereotypes and attitudes toward women 

and men. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 15(4), 543-558. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167289154008  

Eagly, A. H., Nater, C., Miller, D. I., Kaufmann, M., & Sczesny, S. (2020). Gender 

stereotypes have changed: A cross-temporal meta-analysis of US public 

opinion polls from 1946 to 2018. American Psychologist, 75(3), 301. 

https://doi.org/10.1037/amp0000494  

Eagly, A. H., & Steffen, V. J. (1984). Gender stereotypes stem from the distribution 

of women and men into social roles. Journal of Personality and Social 

Psychology, 46(4), 735-754. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.46.4.735  

Easteal, P., Bartels, L., Nelson, N., & Holland, K. (2015a). How are women who kill 

portrayed in newspaper media? Connections with social values and the legal 

system. Women's Studies International Forum, 51, 31-41. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wsif.2015.04.003  

Easteal, P., Blatchford, A., Holland, K., & Sutherland, G. (2022). Teaching journalists 

about violence against women best reportage practices: An Australian case 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

239 

study. Journalism Practice, 16(10), 2185-2201. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/17512786.2021.1886866  

Easteal, P., Holland, K., Breen, M. D., Vaughan, C., & Sutherland, G. (2018). 

Australian media messages: Critical discourse analysis of two intimate 

homicides involving domestic violence. Violence Against Women, 25(4), 441-

462. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801218780364  

Easteal, P., Holland, K., & Judd, K. (2015b). Enduring themes and silences in media 

portrayals of violence against women. Women's Studies International Forum, 

48, 103-113. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wsif.2014.10.015  

Edwards, A. R. (2002). The moderator as an emerging democratic intermediary: The 

role of the moderator in Internet discussions about public issues. Information 

Polity, 7(1), 3-20. https://doi.org/https://repub.eur.nl/pub/451/BSK019.pdf  

Edwards, T., Torok, M., McGillivray, L., Ford, T., Mok, K., Li, E., & Larsen, M. E. 

(2020). Social media responses to online suicide-related news articles. Crisis: 

The Journal of Crisis Intervention and Suicide Prevention, 42(4), 309-313. 

https://doi.org/10.1027/0227-5910/a000724  

Elias, S., & Gurbanova, N. (2018). Relocating gender stereotypes online: Critical 

analysis of sexist hate speech in selected social media [Paper presentation]. 

International conference on language phenomena in multimodal 

communication (KLUA 2018), Surabaya, Indonesia. https://www.atlantis-

press.com/article/25900116.pdf 

Ellemers, N. (2018). Gender stereotypes. Annual Review of Psychology, 69, 275-298. 

https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-psych-122216-011719  

Ellis, L. J. (2015). Is there an online public sphere?: A critical analysis of three 

British mainstream news online comment forums [Doctoral dissertation, 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

240 

University of Warwick]. University of Warwick Institutional Repository. 

http://go.warwick.ac.uk/wrap/77357 

Endendijk, J. J., van Baar, A. L., & Deković, M. (2020). He is a stud, she is a slut! A 

meta-analysis on the continued existence of sexual double standards. 

Personality and Social Psychology Review, 24(2), 163-190. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1088868319891310  

England, D. E., Descartes, L., & Collier-Meek, M. A. (2011). Gender role portrayal 

and the Disney princesses. Sex Roles, 64(7), 555-567. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-011-9930-7  

Englezos, E. (2022). Digital powerhouses and publisher’s responsibility: Voller and 

Barilaro. https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Elizabeth-Englezos-

3/publication/362113555_Digital_Powerhouses_and_Publisher's_Responsibili

ty_Voller_and_Barilaro/links/62d73eb885824c670f58e54e/Digital-

Powerhouses-and-Publishers-Responsibility-Voller-and-Barilaro.pdf 

Entman, R. M. (1991). Symposium framing US coverage of international news: 

Contrasts in narratives of the KAL and Iran air incidents. Journal of 

Communication, 41(4), 6-27. 

https://www.academia.edu/download/68919923/00b7d52e6f05d2fc11000000.

pdf  

Entman, R. M. (1993). Framing: Toward clarification of a fractured paradigm. 

Journal of Communication, 43(4), 51-58. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-

2466.1993.tb01304.x  

Erickson, K. (2019). Framing feminism: How US and French media frame #MeToo 

and #BalanceTonPorc from a feminist perspective [Honors Program Senior 

Projects, Western Washington University]. Western CEDAR. 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

241 

https://cedar.wwu.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1119&context=wwu_honor

s 

Eriksson, M. (2016). Managing collective trauma on social media: The role of Twitter 

after the 2011 Norway attacks. Media, Culture & Society, 38(3), 365-380. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0163443715608259  

Estes, M. L., & Webber, G. R. (2021). “More closeted than gayness itself”: The 

depiction of same-sex couple violence in newspaper media. Journal of 

Interpersonal Violence, 36(1-2), 712-734. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260517736271  

Evans, I. (2001). Desperate lovers and wanton women: Press representations of 

domestic violence. Hecate Press, 27(2), 147-173. 

https://doi.org/10.3316/ielapa.200201402  

Fairbairn, J. (2020). Before #MeToo: Violence against women social media work, 

bystander intervention, and social change. Societies, 10(3), 51-72. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/soc10030051  

Fairbairn, J., & Dawson, M. (2013). Canadian news coverage of intimate partner 

homicide: Analyzing changes over time. Feminist Criminology, 8(3), 147-176. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1557085113480824  

Fairfax Media Publications Pty Ltd v Voller (2021), HCA 27.  

Farmer, A., & Tiefenthaler, J. (1997). An economic analysis of domestic violence. 

Review of Social Economy, 55(3), 337-358. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/00346769700000004  

Felmlee, D., Rodis, P. I., & Zhang, A. (2020). Sexist slurs: Reinforcing feminine 

stereotypes online. Sex Roles, 83(1), 16-28. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-

019-01095-z  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

242 

Fenton, N. (2009). News in the digital age. In S. Allan (Ed.), The Routledge 

companion to news and journalism (pp. 557-567). Routledge.  

Fernandez, M., & Alani, H. (2018). Online misinformation: Challenges and future 

directions [Paper presentation]. The 2018 web conference companion, Lyon, 

France. https://doi.10.1145/3184558.3188730 

Field, A. P. (2013). Discovering statistics using IBM SPSS statistics (4th ed.). Sage.  

Fischer, A., Halperin, E., Canetti, D., & Jasini, A. (2018). Why we hate. Emotion 

Review, 10(4), 309-320. https://doi.org/10.1177/1754073917751229  

Fiske, S. T., & Stevens, L. E. (1993). What's so special about sex? Gender 

stereotyping and discrimination. In S. Oskamp & M. Costanzo (Eds.), Gender 

issues in contemporary society (pp. 173–196). Sage Publications, Inc.  

Flanagin, A. J., & Metzger, M. J. (2000). Perceptions of Internet information 

credibility. Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, 77(3), 515-540. 

www.jasonmorrison.net/iakm/4006074.pdf  

Freelon, D. (2015). Discourse architecture, ideology, and democratic norms in online 

political discussion. New Media & Society, 17(5), 772-791. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444813513259  

Freeman, B. (2011). Tobacco plain packaging legislation: A content analysis of 

commentary posted on Australian online news. Tobacco Control, 20(5), 361-

366. 

https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/document?repid=rep1&type=pdf&doi=844fa5169

1b6c8214fb521d585c30189bb4c581e  

Frey, H. J. (2019). Exploring traditional sex-role stereotypes and gendered 

misconceptions in intimate partner violence [Honors Program, Bridgewater 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

243 

State University]. BSU Honors Program Theses and Projects. 

https://vc.bridgew.edu/honors_proj/368 

Friemel, T. N., & Dötsch, M. (2015). Online reader comments as indicator for 

perceived public opinion. In M. Emmer & C. Strippel (Eds.), 

Kommunikationspolitik für die digitale Gesellschaft [Communication policy 

for the digital society] (pp. 151-172). Gesis. https://doi.org/10.17174/dcr.v1.8  

Frischlich, L., Schatto-Eckrodt, T., Boberg, S., & Wintterlin, F. (2021). Roots of 

incivility: How personality, media use, and online experiences shape uncivil 

participation. Media and Communication, 9(1), 195-208. 

https://doi.org/10.17645/mac.v9i1.3360  

Gambles, N., Porcellato, L., Fleming, K. M., & Quigg, Z. (2022). “If you don’t drink 

at university, you’re going to struggle to make friends” prospective students’ 

perceptions around alcohol use at universities in the United Kingdom. 

Substance Use & Misuse, 57(2), 249-255. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/10826084.2021.2002902  

Gamson, W. A., & Modigliani, A. (1987). The changing culture of affirmative action. 

In G. Braungart & M. M. Braungart (Eds.), Research in political sociology 

(Vol. 3, pp. 137-177). JAI Press.  

Gamson, W. A., & Modigliani, A. (1989). Media discourse and public opinion on 

nuclear power: A constructionist approach. American Journal of Sociology, 

95(1), 1-37. https://doi.org/10.1086/229213  

Gauntlett, D. (2008). Media, gender and identity: An introduction. Routledge.  

Gearhart, S., Coman, I. A., Moe, A., & Brammer, S. (2022). Facebook comments 

influence perceptions of journalistic bias: Testing hostile media bias in the 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

244 

COVID-19 social media environment. Electronic News, 17(1), 3-18. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/19312431221103127  

Gekoski, A., Gray, J. M., & Adler, J. R. (2012). What makes a homicide newsworthy? 

UK national tabloid newspaper journalists tell all. British Journal of 

Criminology, 52(6), 1212-1232. https://doi.org/10.1093/bjc/azs047  

Gerber, G. L. (1991). Gender stereotypes and power: Perceptions of the roles in 

violent marriages. Sex Roles, 24, 439-458. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00289333  

Gerding, A., & Signorielli, N. (2014). Gender roles in tween television programming: 

A content analysis of two genres. Sex Roles, 70(1-2), 43-56. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-013-0330-z  

Gervais, B. T. (2015). Incivility online: Affective and behavioral reactions to uncivil 

political posts in a web-based experiment. Journal of Information Technology 

& Politics, 12(2), 167-185. https://doi.org/10.1080/19331681.2014.997416  

Gervais, B. T. (2017). More than mimicry? The role of anger in uncivil reactions to 

elite political incivility. International Journal of Public Opinion Research, 

29(3), 384-405. https://doi.org/10.1093/ijpor/edw010  

Gilbert, P. R. (2002). Discourses of female violence and societal gender stereotypes. 

Violence Against Women, 8(11), 1271-1300. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/107780102762478019  

Giles, D., & Shaw, R. L. (2009). The psychology of news influence and the 

development of media framing analysis. Social and Personality Psychology 

Compass, 3(4), 375-393. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-9004.2009.00180.x  

Gill, R. (2007). Gender and the media. Polity.  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

245 

Gillespie, L. K., Richards, T. N., Givens, E. M., & Smith, M. D. (2013). Framing 

deadly domestic violence why the media’s spin matters in newspaper coverage 

of femicide. Violence Against Women, 19(2), 222-245. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801213476457  

Gillespie, T. (2010). The politics of ‘platforms’. New Media & Society, 12(3), 347-

364. https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444809342738  

Gilmore, J. (2019). Fixed it. Penguin Random House Australia.  

Gitlin, T. (1980). The whole world is watching: Mass media in the making & 

unmaking of the new left. University of California Press.  

Goddard, C. (2015). “Swear words” and “curse words” in Australian (and American) 

English. At the crossroads of pragmatics, semantics and sociolinguistics. 

Intercultural Pragmatics, 12(2), 189-218. https://doi.org/10.1515/ip-2015-

0010  

Goethals, G. R., & Hoyt, C. L. (2016). Women and leadership: History, theories, and 

case studies. Berkshire Publishing Group.  

Goffman, E. (1974). Frame analysis: An essay on the organization of experience. 

Harvard University Press.  

Goodmark, L. (2008). When is a battered woman not a battered woman-when she 

fights back. Yale Journal of Law and Feminism, 20, 75-129. 

https://digitalcommons.law.umaryland.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=2460&

context=fac_pubs  

Gorwa, R., Binns, R., & Katzenbach, C. (2020). Algorithmic content moderation: 

Technical and political challenges in the automation of platform governance. 

Big Data & Society, 7(1), 1–15. https://doi.org/10.1177/2053951719897945  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

246 

Gottfried, J., & Shearer, E. (2016). News use across social media platforms 2016. 

Pew Research Center. https://apo.org.au/node/64483 

Gould, D. (2004). Writing a media analysis. 

www.pointk.org/resources/files/gould_media.pdf 

Greer, C. (2007). News media, victims and crime. In P. Davies, P. Francis, & C. 

Greer (Eds.), Victims, crime and society (pp. 20-49). SAGE.  

Grimm, P. (2010). Social desirability bias. In J. N. Sheth & N. K. Malhotra (Eds.), 

Wiley international encyclopedia of marketing. Wiley.  

Gross, K. (2008). Framing persuasive appeals: Episodic and thematic framing, 

emotional response, and policy opinion. Political Psychology, 29(2), 169-192. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9221.2008.00622.x  

Gruenewald, J., Chermak, S. M., & Pizarro, J. M. (2013). Covering victims in the 

news: What makes minority homicides newsworthy? Justice Quarterly, 30(5), 

755-783. https://doi.org/10.1080/07418825.2011.628945  

Gruenewald, J., Pizarro, J., & Chermak, S. M. (2009). Race, gender, and the 

newsworthiness of homicide incidents. Journal of Criminal Justice, 37(3), 

262-272. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrimjus.2009.04.006  

Guo, L., Su, C., Paik, S., Bhatia, V., Akavoor, V. P., Gao, G., Betke, M., & Wijaya, 

D. (2023). Proposing an open-sourced tool for computational framing analysis 

of multilingual data. Digital Journalism, 11(2), 276-297. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/21670811.2022.2031241  

Guo, X. (2022). Identifying different types of gender stereotypes displayed by social 

media. Journal of Education, Humanities and Social Sciences, 1, 1-5. 

https://drpress.org/ojs/index.php/EHSS/article/download/621/556  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

247 

Gupta, V. K., Turban, D. B., Wasti, S. A., & Sikdar, A. (2009). The role of gender 

stereotypes in perceptions of entrepreneurs and intentions to become an 

entrepreneur. Entrepreneurship Theory and Practice, 33(2), 397-417. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6520.2009.00296.x  

Hackathorn, J., & Harvey, R. (2011). Sexual double standards: Bias in perceptions of 

cyber-infidelity. Sexuality & Culture, 15(1), 100-113. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s12119-010-9082-x  

Hagen, S. H. (2013). Swearwords and attitude change: A sociolinguistic study 

[Master's thesis, The University of Bergen]. https://bora.uib.no/bora-

xmlui/bitstream/handle/1956/7270/106782449.pdf?sequence=1 

Haines, E. L., Deaux, K., & Lofaro, N. (2016). The times they are a-changing… or 

are they not? A comparison of gender stereotypes, 1983–2014. Psychology of 

Women Quarterly, 40(3), 353-363. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0361684316634081  

Hall, S., Evans, J., & Nixon, S. (2013). Representation (2nd ed.). Sage.  

Hallahan, K. (1999). Seven models of framing: Implications for public relations. 

Journal of Public Relations Research, 11(3), 205-242. 

https://doi.org/10.1207/s1532754xjprr1103_02  

Hallam, A. (2002). Media influences on mental health policy: Long-term effects of 

the Clunis and Silcock cases. International Review of Psychiatry, 14(1), 26-

33. https://doi.org/10.1080/09540260120114032  

Hanson, K., & Lysova, A. (2021). The father, the son, and the abuser: The portrayal 

of male victims of intimate partner homicide in the news media. Homicide 

Studies, 27(3), 361-383. https://doi.org/10.1177/10887679211047445  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

248 

Harris, A., Honey, N., Webster, K., Diemer, K., & Politoff, V. (2015). Young 

Australians’ attitudes to violence against women: Findings from the 2013 

National Community Attitudes towards Violence Against Women Survey for 

respondents 16–24 years. Victorian Health Promotion Foundation. 

https://www.vichealth.vic.gov.au/sites/default/files/SurveyReport_YoungPeop

le-attitudes-violence-against-women.pdf 

Hazel, N. (1995). Elicitation techniques with young people. Social Research Update, 

12(4), 1-8.  

Hentges, B., & Case, K. (2013). Gender representations on Disney Channel, Cartoon 

Network, and Nickelodeon broadcasts in the United States. Journal of 

Children and Media, 7(3), 319-333. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/17482798.2012.729150  

Hentschel, T., Heilman, M. E., & Peus, C. V. (2019). The multiple dimensions of 

gender stereotypes: A current look at men’s and women’s characterizations of 

others and themselves. Frontiers in Psychology, 10(11), 1-19. 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2019.00011  

Herbst, S. (2010). Rude democracy: Civility and incivility in American politics. 

Temple University Press.  

Herd, D. (1997). Racial differences in women's drinking norms and drinking patterns: 

A national study. Journal of Substance Abuse, 9, 137-149. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/s0899-3289(97)90012-2  

Hering, C. (1997). Beyond understanding? Some thoughts on the meaning and 

function of the notion of ‘evil’. British Journal of Psychotherapy, 14(2), 209-

220. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1752-0118.1997.tb00374.x  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

249 

Hess, U., Senécal, S., Kirouac, G., Herrera, P., Philippot, P., & Kleck, R. E. (2000). 

Emotional expressivity in men and women: Stereotypes and self-perceptions. 

Cognition & Emotion, 14(5), 609-642. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/02699930050117648  

Heverin, T., & Zach, L. (2010). Microblogging for crisis communication: 

Examination of Twitter use in response to a 2009 violent crisis in the Seattle-

Tacoma, Washington, area [Paper presentation]. Proceedings of the 7th 

International IS- CRAM Conference, Seattle. 

http://idl.iscram.org/files/heverin/2010/578_Heverin+Zach2010.pdf 

Heywood, S. (2022). How gender stereotypes are reinforced. In S. Heywood & B. 

Adzajlic (Eds.), Challenging gender stereotypes in the early years (pp. 34-47). 

Routledge.  

Hille, S., & Bakker, P. (2014). Engaging the social news user: Comments on news 

sites and Facebook. Journalism Practice, 8(5), 563-572. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/17512786.2014.899758  

Hoeksema, J., & Napoli, D. J. (2008). Just for the hell of it: A comparison of two 

taboo-term constructions. Journal of Linguistics, 44(2), 347-378. 

https://doi.org/10.1017/S002222670800515X  

Hoffman, C., & Hurst, N. (1990). Gender stereotypes: Perception or rationalization? 

Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 58(2), 197-208. 

https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.58.2.197  

Hosmer, D. W., Lemeshow, S., & Sturdivant, R. X. (2013). Applied logistic 

regression. John Wiley & Sons.  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

250 

Howard, J. A. (1984). The "normal" victim: The effects of gender stereotypes on 

reactions to victims. Social Psychology Quarterly, 270-281. 

http://www.jstor.org/stable/3033824  

Huckerby, J. (2003). Women who kill their children: Case study and conclusions 

concerning the differences in the fall from maternal grace by Khoua Her and 

Andrea Yates. Duke Journal of Gender Law & Policy, 10(147), 149-172. 

https://scholarship.law.duke.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1075&context=d

jglp  

Hughes, R. (1998). Considering the vignette technique and its application to a study 

of drug injecting and HIV risk and safer behaviour. Sociology of Health & 

Illness, 20(3), 381-400. https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9566.00107  

Hugou, V. (2017). The WHX construction (what the hell…?) and intensity. A corpus-

based study. Lexis. Journal in English Lexicology (10), 1-30. 

https://doi.org/10.4000/lexis.1103  

Humprecht, E., & Büchel, F. (2013). More of the same or marketplace of opinions? A 

cross-national comparison of diversity in online news reporting. The 

International Journal of Press/Politics, 18(4), 436-461. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1940161213497595  

Humprecht, E., Hellmueller, L., & Lischka, J. A. (2020). Hostile emotions in news 

comments: A cross-national analysis of Facebook discussions. Social Media + 

Society, 6(1), 1-12. https://doi.org/10.1177/2056305120912481  

Hurtado, A. (1989). Relating to privilege: Seduction and rejection in the 

subordination of white women and women of color. Signs: Journal of Women 

in Culture and Society, 14(4), 833-855. https://doi.org/10.1086/494546  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

251 

Hutton, F., Griffin, C., Lyons, A., Niland, P., & McCreanor, T. (2016). “Tragic girls” 

and “crack whores”: Alcohol, femininity and Facebook. Feminism & 

Psychology, 26(1), 73-93. https://doi.org/10.1177/0959353515618224  

Hwang, H., Kim, Y., & Kim, Y. (2018). Influence of discussion incivility on 

deliberation: An examination of the mediating role of moral indignation. 

Communication Research, 45(2), 213-240. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0093650215616861  

Hyde, J. S., Bigler, R. S., Joel, D., Tate, C. C., & van Anders, S. M. (2019). The 

future of sex and gender in psychology: Five challenges to the gender binary. 

American Psychologist, 74(2), 171. https://doi.org/10.1037/amp0000307  

Ihlebæk, K. A., & Krumsvik, A. H. (2015). Editorial power and public participation in 

online newspapers. Journalism, 16(4), 470-487. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1464884913520200  

Indermaur, D., & Hough, M. (2002). Strategies for changing public attitudes to 

punishment. In J. V. Roberts & J. M. Hough (Eds.), Changing attitudes to 

punishment: Public opinion, crime and justice (pp. 198-214). Routledge.  

Iwamoto, D. K., & Smiler, A. P. (2013). Alcohol makes you macho and helps you 

make friends: The role of masculine norms and peer pressure in adolescent 

boys’ and girls’ alcohol use. Substance Use & Misuse, 48(5), 371-378. 

https://doi.org/10.3109/10826084.2013.765479  

Iyengar, S. (1990). Framing responsibility for political issues: The case of poverty. 

Political Behavior, 12(1), 19-40. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00992330  

Iyengar, S. (1991). Is anyone responsible?: How television frames political issues. 

University of Chicago Press.  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

252 

Jackson, S. J. (2013). Framing Megan Williams: Intersecting discourses of race, class, 

and gender in television news coverage of racialized rape. Feminist Media 

Studies, 13(1), 46-63. https://doi.org/10.1080/14680777.2011.647970  

Jasinski, J. L. (2001). Theoretical explanations for violence against women. In C. M. 

Renzetti, J. L. Edleson, & R. K. Bergen (Eds.), Sourcebook on violence 

against women (pp. 5-21). Sage Publications.  

Javaid, A. (2015). The role of alcohol in intimate partner violence: Causal behaviour 

or excusing behaviour? British Journal of Community Justice, 13(1), 75-92. 

http://eprints.leedsbeckett.ac.uk/1638/1/BJCJ-13-1-Javaid.pdf  

Javaid, A. (2017). The unknown victims: Hegemonic masculinity, masculinities, and 

male sexual victimisation. Sociological Research Online, 22(1), 28-47. 

https://doi.org/10.5153/sro.4155  

Jay, T., & Janschewitz, K. (2008). The pragmatics of swearing. Journal of Politeness 

Research, 4(2), 267-288. https://doi.org/10.1515/JPLR.2008.013  

Jenkins, P., & Davidson, B. (1990). Battered women in the criminal justice system: 

An analysis of gender stereotypes. Behavioral Sciences & the Law, 8(2), 161-

170. https://doi.org/10.1002/bsl.2370080208  

Jewkes, Y. (2014). Punishment in black and white: Penal “hell-holes,” popular media, 

and mass incarceration. Atlantic Journal of Communication, 22(1), 42-60. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/15456870.2014.860144  

Johar, G. V., Moreau, P., & Schwarz, N. (2003). Gender typed advertisements and 

impression formation: The role of chronic and temporary accessibility. 

Journal of Consumer Psychology, 13(3), 220-229. 

https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327663jcp1303_04  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

253 

Johnson, J. L., Oliffe, J. L., Kelly, M. T., Galdas, P., & Ogrodniczuk, J. S. (2012). 

Men’s discourses of help‐seeking in the context of depression. Sociology of 

Health & Illness, 34(3), 345-361. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-

9566.2011.01372.x  

Johnson-Laird, P. N., & Oatley, K. (1989). The language of emotions: An analysis of 

a semantic field. Cognition and Emotion, 3(2), 81-123. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/02699938908408075  

Jones, J. (2003). Medea's daughters: Forming and performing the woman who kills. 

Ohio State University Press.  

Kalogeropoulos, A., Negredo, S., Picone, I., & Nielsen, R. K. (2017). Who shares and 

comments on news?: A cross-national comparative analysis of online and 

social media participation. Social Media + Society, 3(4), 1-12. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/2056305117735754  

Kalsnes, B., & Ihlebæk, K. A. (2021). Hiding hate speech: Political moderation on 

Facebook. Media, Culture & Society, 43(2), 326-342. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0163443720957562  

Kang, C. Y. (2009). Communication technologies: Diffusion of online news use and 

credibility among young web users in the information age [Master's thesis, 

University of Nevada]. UNLV Theses, Dissertations, Professional Papers, and 

Capstones. http://dx.doi.org/10.34917/1391262 

Karageorgos, E., Boyle, A., Pender, P., & Cook, J. (2023). Perpetration, victimhood, 

and blame: Australian newspaper representations of domestic violence, 2000–

2020. Violence Against Women. https://doi.org/10.1177/10778012231166401  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

254 

Karlina, I. (2021). News site commenting policy and its ethical implications. Jurnal 

Peradaban, 1(1), 29-47. 

https://journal.paramadina.ac.id/index.php/jpb/article/download/499/224  

Karlsson, M. (2011). The immediacy of online news, the visibility of journalistic 

processes and a restructuring of journalistic authority. Journalism, 12(3), 279-

295. https://doi.org/10.1177/1464884910388223  

Karlsson, N., Lila, M., Gracia, E., & Wemrell, M. (2020). Representation of intimate 

partner violence against women in Swedish news media: A discourse analysis. 

Violence Against Women, 27(10), 1499-1524. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801220940403  

Kelly, K. (2019). Examining constructions of perpetrators and victims in early 

twentieth century Canadian newspaper accounts of femicides. Law, Crime and 

History, 9, 29-61. https://assets.pubpub.org/ohohufw8/01625774034607.pdf  

Kennamer, J. D. (1992). Public opinion, the press and public policy: An introduction. 

In J. D. Kennamer (Ed.), Public opinion, the press, and public policy. 

Greenwood Publishing Group.  

Kien, S., Begay, T., Lee, A., & Stefanidis, A. (2019). Social media during the school 

shooting contagion period. Violence and Gender, 6(4), 201-210. 

https://doi.org/10.1089/vio.2019.0043  

Kim, J. L., Lynn Sorsoli, C., Collins, K., Zylbergold, B. A., Schooler, D., & Tolman, 

D. L. (2007). From sex to sexuality: Exposing the heterosexual script on 

primetime network television. Journal of Sex Research, 44(2), 145-157. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/00224490701263660  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

255 

Kim, J. W., & Masullo Chen, G. (2021). Exploring the influence of comment tone and 

content in response to misinformation in social media news. Journalism 

Practice, 15(4), 456-470. https://doi.org/10.1080/17512786.2020.1739550  

Kim, S.-H., Scheufele, D. A., & Shanahan, J. (2002). Think about it this way: 

Attribute agenda-setting function of the press and the public's evaluation of a 

local issue. Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, 79(1), 7-25. 

https://www.academia.edu/download/3242516/fba8c131.pdf  

Kim, Y., & Kim, Y. (2019). Incivility on Facebook and political polarization: The 

mediating role of seeking further comments and negative emotion. Computers 

in Human Behavior, 99, 219-227. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2019.05.022  

Kingwell, M. (2021). A civil tongue. Penn State University Press.  

Kiprotich, A., & Chang'orok, D. J. (2017). Gender communication stereotypes: A 

depiction of the mass media. IOSR Journal of Humanities and Social Science, 

20(11), 69-77. https://doi.org/10.9790/0837-201156977  

Klinger, U., & Svensson, J. (2015). The emergence of network media logic in 

political communication: A theoretical approach. New Media & Society, 17(8), 

1241-1257. https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444814522952  

Knobloch-Westerwick, S., Sharma, N., Hansen, D. L., & Alter, S. (2005). Impact of 

popularity indications on readers' selective exposure to online news. Journal 

of Broadcasting & Electronic Media, 49(3), 296-313. 

https://doi.org/10.1207/s15506878jobem4903_3  

Knustad, M. A. (2018). How platform affects comments on news articles. A 

qualitative analysis of comments from a newspaper’s comment section and 

Facebook page [Master’s Thesis, The University of Bergen]. 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

256 

https://bora.uib.no/bora-xmlui/bitstream/handle/1956/17519/How-Platform-

Affects-Comments-on-News-Articles.pdf?sequence=1 

Komazec, S., & Farmer, C. (2020). Family violence homicide in Australia: The effect 

of victim/offender gender on social media commentary. Journal of Gender 

Studies, 30(1), 4-17. https://doi.org/10.1080/09589236.2020.1754177  

Konrad, A., Herring, S. C., & Choi, D. (2020). Sticker and emoji use in Facebook 

messenger: Implications for graphicon change. Journal of Computer-Mediated 

Communication, 5(3), 217-235. https://doi.org/10.1093/jcmc/zmaa003  

Kort-Butler, L. A., & Habecker, P. (2018). Framing and cultivating the story of crime: 

The effects of media use, victimization, and social networks on attitudes about 

crime. Criminal Justice Review, 43(2), 127-146. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0734016817710696  

Kounadi, O., Lampoltshammer, T. J., Groff, E., Sitko, I., & Leitner, M. (2015). 

Exploring Twitter to analyze the public’s reaction patterns to recently reported 

homicides in London. PloS one, 10(3), 1-17. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0121848  

Krijnen, T., & Van Bauwel, S. (2015). Gender and media: Representing, producing, 

consuming (1st ed.). Routledge, Taylor & Francis Group. 

https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315694597  

Kromm, J. (2003). The art of frenzy: Public madness in the visual culture of Europe, 

1500-1850. Bloomsbury Publishing.  

Krumm, S., Checchia, C., Koesters, M., Kilian, R., & Becker, T. (2017). Men's views 

on depression: A systematic review and metasynthesis of qualitative research. 

Psychopathology, 50(2), 107-124. https://doi.org/10.1159/000455256  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

257 

Ksiazek, T. B. (2016). Commenting on the News: Explaining the degree and quality 

of user comments on news websites. Journalism Studies, 19(5), 1-24. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/1461670X.2016.1209977  

Ksiazek, T. B., Peer, L., & Lessard, K. (2016). User engagement with online news: 

Conceptualizing interactivity and exploring the relationship between online 

news videos and user comments. New Media & Society, 18(3), 502-520. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444814545073  

Ksiazek, T. B., & Springer, N. (2018). User comments in digital journalism: Current 

research and future directions. In S. Eldridge & B. Franklin (Eds.), The 

Routledge handbook of developments in digital journalism studies (pp. 475-

486). Taylor & Francis Group.  

Küchler, C., Stoll, A., Ziegele, M., & Naab, T. K. (2023). Gender-related differences 

in online comment sections: Findings from a large-scale content analysis of 

commenting behavior. Social Science Computer Review, 41(3), 728-747. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/08944393211052042  

Kümpel, A. S., Karnowski, V., & Keyling, T. (2015). News sharing in social media: 

A review of current research on news sharing users, content, and networks. 

Social Media + Society, 1(2), 1-14. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/2056305115610141  

Kuo, T., Hernani, A., & Grossklags, J. (2023). The unsung heroes of Facebook groups 

moderation: A case study of moderation practices and tools. Proceedings of 

the ACM on Human-Computer Interaction, 7(1), 1-38. 

https://dl.acm.org/doi/10.1145/3579530  

Kupfer, J. (1982). The moral presumption against lying. The Review of Metaphysics, 

36, 103-126.  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

258 

Lakshmi, B. (2007). The reinforcement of gender stereotypes through modern 

education. In S. Krishna (Ed.), Women’s livelihood rights: Recasting 

citizenship for development (pp. 209-228). Sage Publications.  

Laney, E. K., Hall, M. E. L., Anderson, T. L., & Willingham, M. M. (2015). 

Becoming a mother: The influence of motherhood on women's identity 

development. Identity, 15(2), 126-145. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/15283488.2015.1023440  

Lauzen, M. M., Dozier, D. M., & Horan, N. (2008). Constructing gender stereotypes 

through social roles in prime-time television. Journal of Broadcasting & 

Electronic Media, 52(2), 200-214. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/08838150801991971  

Le Busque, B., Roetman, P., Dorrian, J., & Litchfield, C. (2019). An analysis of 

Australian news and current affair program coverage of sharks on Facebook. 

Conservation Science and Practice, 1(11), 111-124. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/csp2.111  

Leaper, C. (2015). Gender and social‐cognitive development. In R. Lerner, L. Liben, 

& U. Müller (Eds.), Handbook of child psychology and developmental science 

(7th ed., Vol. 2, pp. 806-853). Wiley. 

https://escholarship.org/content/qt0m44z448/qt0m44z448.pdf  

Lecheler, S., & De Vreese, C. H. (2011). Getting real: The duration of framing 

effects. Journal of Communication, 61(5), 959-983. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.2011.01580.x  

Lee, C., & Wong, J. S. (2019). 99 reasons and he ain’t one: A content analysis of 

domestic homicide news coverage. Violence Against Women, 26(2), 213-232. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801219832325  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

259 

Lee, E. J. (2012). That's not the way it is: How user‐generated comments on the 

news affect perceived media bias. Journal of Computer‐Mediated 

Communication, 18(1), 32-45. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1083-

6101.2012.01597.x  

Lee, E. J., & Jang, Y. J. (2010). What do others’ reactions to news on Internet portal 

sites tell us? Effects of presentation format and readers’ need for cognition on 

reality perception. Communication Research, 37(6), 825-846. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0093650210376189  

Lehavot, K., & Lambert, A. J. (2007). Toward a greater understanding of antigay 

prejudice: On the role of sexual orientation and gender role violation. Basic 

and Applied Social Psychology, 29(3), 279-292. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/01973530701503390  

Leitner, G. (2004). Australia's many voices: Australian English--the national 

language (Vol. 1). Mouton de Gruyter.  

Leung, A. (2011). Motherhood and entrepreneurship: Gender role identity as a 

resource. International Journal of Gender and Entrepreneurship, 3(3), 254-

264. https://doi.org/10.1108/17566261111169331  

Lew, Z., & Stohl, C. (2023). What makes people willing to comment on social media 

posts? The roles of interactivity and perceived contingency in online corporate 

social responsibility communication. Communication Monographs, 90(1), 1-

24. https://doi.org/10.1080/03637751.2022.2032230  

Lewis, N., Scarduzio, J. A., Walker, C. S., & Limperos, A. M. (2021). Audience 

responses to media portrayals of professional athletes and intimate partner 

violence. Communication & Sport, 11(1), 135-155. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/2167479521989654  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

260 

Liedke, J., & Gottfried, J. (2022). U.S. adults under 30 now trust information from 

social media almost as much as from national news outlets. Pew Research 

Center. https://www.pewresearch.org/short-reads/2022/10/27/u-s-adults-

under-30-now-trust-information-from-social-media-almost-as-much-as-from-

national-news-outlets/ 

Lin, J. R. (2012). Femininity on trial: Decoding media representations of Mary 

Winkler [Master's thesis, University of Texas]. UT Electronic Theses and 

Dissertations. https://repositories.lib.utexas.edu/bitstreams/2e5b20d2-a4cb-

4223-a777-65c3f32a1455/download 

Lindsay-Brisbin, J., DePrince, A. P., & Welton-Mitchell, C. (2014). Missed 

opportunities: Newspaper reports of domestic violence. Journal of Aggression, 

Maltreatment & Trauma, 23(4), 383-399. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/10926771.2014.896839  

Linstrom, M., & Marais, W. (2012). Qualitative news frame analysis: A methodology. 

Communitas, 17, 21-38. https://scholar.ufs.ac.za/bitstreams/eb82a15f-d878-

4dc3-a2f8-921f7a15614a/download  

Lippmann, W. (1965). Public opinion. Free Press.  

Lips, H. M. (2020). Sex and gender: An introduction. Waveland Press.  

Lloyd, M., & Ramon, S. (2017). Smoke and mirrors: UK newspaper representations 

of intimate partner domestic violence. Violence Against Women, 23(1), 114-

139. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801216634468  

Lo, C. C. (1995). Gender differences in collegiate alcohol use. Journal of Drug 

Issues, 25(4), 817-836. https://doi.org/10.1177/002204269502500411  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

261 

Logan, E. (1999). The wrong race, committing crime, doing drugs, and maladjusted 

for motherhood: The nation's fury over “crack babies". Social Justice, 26(1), 

115-138.  

Lopez, I., Quillivic, R., Evans, H., & Arriaga, R. I. (2019). Denouncing sexual 

violence: A cross-language and cross-cultural analysis of #MeToo and 

#BalanceTonPorc [Paper presentation]. 17th IFIP conference on human-

computer interaction, Paphos, Cyprus. https://doi.org.10.1007/978-3-030-

29384-0_44 

Lück, J., & Nardi, C. (2019). Incivility in user comments on online news articles: 

Investigating the role of opinion dissonance for the effects of incivility on 

attitudes, emotions and the willingness to participate. SCM Studies in 

Communication and Media, 8(3), 311-337. https://doi.org/10.5771/2192-4007-

2019-3-311  

Lupton, D. (2000). 'A love/hate relationship': The ideals and experiences of first-time 

mothers. Journal of Sociology, 36(1), 50-63. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/144078330003600104  

Lyons, A. C., & Willott, S. A. (2008). Alcohol consumption, gender identities and 

women’s changing social positions. Sex Roles, 59, 694-712. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-008-9475-6  

Machado, C. T., & Carvalho, A. A. (2020). Concept mapping: Benefits and 

challenges in higher education. The Journal of Continuing Higher Education, 

68(1), 38-53. https://doi.org/10.1080/07377363.2020.1712579  

Machill, M., & Beiler, M. (2009). The importance of the Internet for journalistic 

research: A multi-method study of the research performed by journalists 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

262 

working for daily newspapers, radio, television and online. Journalism 

Studies, 10(2), 178-203. https://doi.org/10.1080/14616700802337768  

Mackie, E. (2016). The monstrous feminine: Media representations of women who 

commit crime in New Zealand [Master's thesis, Massey University]. 

https://mro.massey.ac.nz/bitstream/handle/10179/11188/02_whole.pdf 

Macnamara, J. R. (2005). Media content analysis: Its uses, benefits and best practice 

methodology. Asia Pacific Public Relations Journal, 6(1), 1-34. 

https://opus.lib.uts.edu.au/bitstream/10453/10102/1/2007002122.pdf  

Macquarie Dictionary. (n.d.). Macquarie dictionary: Australia's national dictionary 

online. Macmillan. https://www-macquariedictionary-com-au 

Magovcevic, M., & Addis, M. E. (2008). The masculine depression scale: 

Development and psychometric evaluation. Psychology of Men & Masculinity, 

9(3), 117-132. https://doi.org/10.1037/1524-9220.9.3.117  

Mahalik, J. R., & Rochlen, A. B. (2006). Men’s likely responses to clinical 

depression: What are they and do masculinity norms predict them? Sex Roles, 

55, 659-667. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-006-9121-0  

Maity, N. (2014). Damsels in distress: A textual analysis of gender roles in Disney 

princess films. IOSR Journal of Humanities and Social Science, 19(10), 28-31. 

https://doi.org/10.9790/0837-191032831  

Malloch, M. S. (2004). Women, drug use, and the criminal justice system. In G. 

McIvor (Ed.), Women who offend (pp. 245-265). Jessica Kingsley Publishers.  

Manosevitch, E., & Walker, D. (2009). Reader comments to online opinion 

journalism: A space of public deliberation [Paper presentation]. 10th 

international symposium on online journalism, Austin, Texas. 

https://www.academia.edu/download/3436484/ManosevitchWalker09.pdf 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

263 

Marques Nascimento Macêdo, N. M., & Bispo, M. d. S. (2023). Qualitative vignettes 

drawing on real cases as method in organizational research. Canadian Journal 

of Administrative Sciences/Revue Canadienne des Sciences de 

l'Administration, 40(2), 188-198. https://doi.org/10.1002/cjas.1692  

Masullo Chen, G., Muddiman, A., Wilner, T., Pariser, E., & Stroud, N. J. (2019). We 

should not get rid of incivility online. Social Media + Society, 5(3), 1-5. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/2056305119862641  

Matsa, K. E., & Mitchell, A. (2014). 8 key takeaways about social media and news. 

Pew Research Centre. http://www.journalism.org/2014/03/26/8-key-

takeaways-about-social-media-and-news/ 

Matthes, J. (2009). What's in a frame? A content analysis of media framing studies in 

the world's leading communication journals, 1990-2005. Journalism & Mass 

Communication Quarterly, 86(2), 349-367. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/107769900908600206  

Matthes, J., & Kohring, M. (2008). The content analysis of media frames: Toward 

improving reliability and validity. Journal of Communication, 58(2), 258-279. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.2008.00384.x  

Maxwell, K. A., Huxford, J., Borum, C., & Hornik, R. (2000). Covering domestic 

violence: How the OJ Simpson case shaped reporting of domestic violence in 

the news media. Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, 77(2), 258-

272. https://doi.org/10.1177/107769900007700203  

McDade-Montez, E., Wallander, J., & Cameron, L. (2017). Sexualization in US 

Latina and White girls’ preferred children’s television programs. Sex Roles, 

77, 1-15. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-016-0692-0  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

264 

McGrew, S., Breakstone, J., Ortega, T., Smith, M., & Wineburg, S. (2018). Can 

students evaluate online sources? Learning from assessments of civic online 

reasoning. Theory & Research in Social Education, 46(2), 165-193. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/00933104.2017.1416320  

McInroy, L. B., & Beer, O. W. (2022). Adapting vignettes for Internet-based 

research: Eliciting realistic responses to the digital milieu. International 

Journal of Social Research Methodology, 25(3), 335-347. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/13645579.2021.1901440  

McManus, J., & Dorfman, L. (2005). Functional truth or sexist distortion? Assessing 

a feminist critique of intimate violence reporting. Journalism, 6(1), 43-65. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1464884905048952  

McShane, M. D., & Williams, F. P. (1992). Radical victimology: A critique of the 

concept of victim in traditional victimology. Crime & Delinquency, 38(2), 

258-271. https://doi.org/10.1177/0011128792038002009  

Mellado, N., & Paz, C. (2013). Online newspaper coverage of femicide in Chile and 

the US [Master's thesis, University of Kansas]. Communication Studies 

Dissertations and Theses. 

https://kuscholarworks.ku.edu/bitstream/handle/1808/12257/NeiraMellado_ku

_0099M_12889_DATA_1.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y 

Mercer, A. (2019). Femicide depictions in the media: A content analysis [Master's 

thesis, Oakland University]. 

https://our.oakland.edu/bitstream/handle/10323/6736/Allison%20Mercer%20

Honors%20Thesis.pdf?sequence=1 

Meringolo, J. C. (2010). The media, the jury, and the high-profile defendant: A 

defense perspective on the media circus. NYLS Law Review, 55(4), 981-1012. 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

265 

https://digitalcommons.nyls.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1627&context=n

yls_law_review  

Meyer, S. (2016). Still blaming the victim of intimate partner violence? Women’s 

narratives of victim desistance and redemption when seeking support. 

Theoretical Criminology, 20(1), 75-90. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1362480615585399  

Meyers, M. (1994). News of battering. Journal of Communication, 44(2), 47-63. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.1994.tb00676.x  

Meyers, M. (1996). News coverage of violence against women: Engendering blame. 

Sage Publications.  

Meyers, M. (2004). African American women and violence: Gender, race, and class 

in the news. Critical Studies in Media Communication, 21(2), 95-118. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/07393180410001688029  

Miles, H., & Bricknell, S. (2024). Homicide in Australia 2022–23 (Statistical Report 

no. 46). Australian Institute of Criminology. https://doi.org/10.52922/sr77420 

Milivojevic, S., & McGovern, A. (2014). The death of Jill Meagher: Crime and 

punishment on social media. International Journal for Crime, Justice and 

Social Democracy, 3(3), 22-39. https://doi.org/10.5204/ijcjsd.v3i3.144  

Miller, M. M., Andsager, J. L., & Riechert, B. P. (1998). Framing the candidates in 

presidential primaries: Issues and images in press releases and news coverage. 

Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, 75(2), 312-324. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/107769909807500207  

Mitchell, A., Holcomb, J., & Page, D. (2013). News use across social media 

platforms. Pew Research Centre. http://www.journalism.org/2013/10/24/the-

role-of-news-on-facebook/ 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

266 

Monterrosa, A. E. (2021). How race and gender stereotypes influence help-seeking 

for intimate partner violence. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 36(17-18), 

9153-9174. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260519853403  

Morgan, J., & Politoff, V. (2012). Victorian print media coverage of violence against 

women: A longitudinal study. 

https://www.vichealth.vic.gov.au/sites/default/files/PVAW-Print-media-Tech-

Report_FINAL.pdf 

Morgan, K. (2006). Cheating wives and vice girls: The construction of a culture of 

resignation. Women's Studies International Forum, 29(5), 489-498. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wsif.2006.07.006  

Morgan, S. J. (2019). Overshadowed: The media's representation of gender and 

domestic terrorism [Master's thesis, Michigan State University]. ProQuest 

Digital Dissertations. https://www.proquest.com/docview/2217919284?pq-

origsite=gscholar&fromopenview=true&sourcetype=Dissertations%20&%20

Theses 

Morrissey, B. (2003). When women kill: Questions of agency and subjectivity. 

Routledge.  

Mott, F. (1962). American journalism. Macmillan.  

Muddiman, A. (2017). Personal and public levels of political incivility. International 

Journal of Communication, 11, 3182–3202. 

https://ijoc.org/index.php/ijoc/article/download/6137/2106  

Muddiman, A., Pond-Cobb, J., & Matson, J. E. (2020). Negativity bias or backlash: 

Interaction with civil and uncivil online political news content. 

Communication Research, 47(6), 815-837. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0093650216685625  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

267 

Murray, S. (2008). “Why doesn't she just leave?”: Belonging, disruption and domestic 

violence. Women's Studies International Forum, 31(1), 65-72. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wsif.2007.11.008  

Mutz, D. C., & Reeves, B. (2005). The new videomalaise: Effects of televised 

incivility on political trust. American Political Science Review, 99(1), 1-15. 

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0003055405051452  

Naab, T. K., & Kalch, A. (2017). Replying, evaluating, flagging: How users engage 

with uncivil and impolite comments on news sites. Studies in Communication 

and Media, 6(4), 395-419. https://doi.org/10.5771/2192-4007-2017-4-395  

Näsi, M., Tanskanen, M., Kivivuori, J., Haara, P., & Reunanen, E. (2021). Crime 

news consumption and fear of violence: The role of traditional media, social 

media, and alternative information sources. Crime & Delinquency, 67(4), 574-

600. https://doi.org/10.1177/0011128720922539  

Naylor, B. (1990). Media images of women who kill. Legal Service Bull., 15(1), 4. 

https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/alterlj15&div=

5&id=&page=  

Nettlefold, J., & Williams, K. (2018). Insight five: A snapshot of media literacy in 

Australian schools (Insight, Issue 5). Institute for the Study of Social Change. 

https://apo.org.au/node/190886 

Nielsen, C. E. (2014). Coproduction or cohabitation: Are anonymous online 

comments on newspaper websites shaping news content? New Media & 

Society, 16(3), 470-487. https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444813487958  

Noh, M. S., Lee, M. T., & Feltey, K. M. (2010). Mad, bad, or reasonable? Newspaper 

portrayals of the battered woman who kills. Gender Issues, 27(3-4), 110-130. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s12147-010-9093-9  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

268 

Nonnecke, B., Preece, J., & Andrews, D. (2004). What lurkers and posters think of 

each other [online community] [Paper presentation]. Internet and the digital 

economy track of the thirty-seventh Hawaii international conference on 

system sciences, Hawaii. https://doi.org.10.1109/HICSS.2004.1265462 

Nordin, K. (1979). The entertaining press: Sensationalism in eighteenth-century 

Boston newspapers. Communication Research, 6(3), 295-320. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/009365027900600303  

Norton, E. C., Wang, H., & Ai, C. (2004). Computing interaction effects and standard 

errors in logit and probit models. The Stata Journal, 4(2), 154-167. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1536867X0400400206  

Notley, T., & Dezuanni, M. (2019). Advancing children’s news media literacy: 

Learning from the practices and experiences of young Australians. Media, 

Culture & Society, 41(5), 689-707. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0163443718813470  

O'Donnell, I., & Edgar, K. (1998). Routine victimisation in prisons. The Howard 

Journal of Criminal Justice, 37(3), 266-279. https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-

2311.00097  

Orth, Z. (2018). Rape culture and social media: Exploring how social media 

influences students’ opinions and perceptions of rape culture [Master's thesis, 

University of the Western Cape]. UWCScholar. 

https://etd.uwc.ac.za/bitstream/handle/11394/6872/3345-4301-1-

SM.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y 

Otieno, C., Spada, H., & Renkl, A. (2013). Effects of news frames on perceived risk, 

emotions, and learning. PloS one, 8(11), e79696. 

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0079696  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

269 

Ottosson, T., & Cheng, X. (2012). The representation of gender roles in the media: 

An analysis of gender discourse in Sex and the City movies [Bachelor’s thesis, 

University West]. https://www.diva-

portal.org/smash/get/diva2:533504/fulltext02 

Our Watch. (2019). Guidelines for reporting violence against women. 

https://media.ourwatch.org.au/reporting-violence-against-women/guidelines-

for-reporting-violence-against-women/ 

Our Watch. (n.d.). Reporting on violence against women. 

https://media.ourwatch.org.au/ 

Pain, P., & Chen, V. (2019). This reporter is so ugly, how can she appear on TV? 

Negotiating gender online and offline in Taiwanese media. Journalism 

Practice, 13(2), 140-158. https://doi.org/10.1080/17512786.2017.1423236  

Palazzolo, K. E., & Roberto, A. J. (2011). Media representations of intimate partner 

violence and punishment preferences: Exploring the role of attributions and 

emotions. Journal of Applied Communication Research, 39(1), 1-18. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/00909882.2010.536843  

Pallant, J. (2013). SPSS survival manual (5th ed.). McGraw-Hill Education.  

Pan, Z., & Kosicki, G. M. (1993). Framing analysis: An approach to news discourse. 

Political Communication, 10(1), 55-75. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/10584609.1993.9962963  

Papacharissi, Z. (2004). Democracy online: Civility, politeness, and the democratic 

potential of online political discussion groups. New Media & Society, 6(2), 

259-283. https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444804041444  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

270 

Park, S., Fisher, C., Fuller, G., & Lee, J. Y. (2018). Digital news report: Australia 

2018 (News and media reserach centre, Issue 4). Reuters Institute for the 

Study of Journalism. https://apo.org.au/node/174861 

Park, S., Fisher, C., Lee, J. Y., McGuinness, K., Sang, Y., O’Neil, M., Jensen, M., 

McCallum, K., & Fuller, G. (2020). Digital news report: Australia 2020 

(News and media reserach centre, Issue 6). Reuters Institute for the Study of 

Journalism. https://apo.org.au/node/305057 

Park, S., Fisher, C., McGuinness, K., Lee, J. Y., McCallum, K., & Cai, X. (2024). 

Digital news report: Australia 2024 (News and media reserach centre, Issue 

10). Reuters Institute for the Study of Journalism. 

https://apo.org.au/node/326816 

Park, S., McGuinness, K., Fisher, C., Young Lee, J., McCallum, K., & Nolan, D. 

(2022). Digital news report: Australia 2022 (News and media reserach centre, 

Issue 8). Reuters Institute for the Study of Journalism. 

https://apo.org.au/node/317946 

Parker, P. (2015). The historical role of women in higher education. Administrative 

Issues Journal, 5(1), 3-14. https://doi.org/10.5929/2015.5.1.1  

Paulsen, D. J. (2003). Murder in black and white the newspaper coverage of homicide 

in Houston. Homicide Studies, 7(3), 289-317. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1088767903253707  

Payne, G. A., & Dozier, D. M. (2013). Readers' view of credibility similar for online, 

print. Newspaper Research Journal, 34(4), 54-67. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/073953291303400405  

Pederson, E. L., & Vogel, D. L. (2007). Male gender role conflict and willingness to 

seek counseling: Testing a mediation model on college-aged men. Journal of 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

271 

Counseling Psychology, 54(4), 373. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-

0167.54.4.373  

Peelo, M. (2006). Framing homicide narratives in newspapers: Mediated witness and 

the construction of virtual victimhood. Crime, Media, Culture, 2(2), 159-175. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1741659006065404  

Pelvin, H. (2017). The “normal” woman who kills: Representations of women’s 

intimate partner homicide. Feminist Criminology, 14(3), 349-370. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1557085117744876  

Pennycook, G., Epstein, Z., Mosleh, M., Arechar, A., Eckles, D., & Rand, D. (2021). 

Shifting attention to accuracy can reduce misinformation online. Nature, 

592(7855), 590-595. https://doi.org/10.31234/osf.io/3n9u8  

Peter, C., Rossmann, C., & Keyling, T. (2014). Roles of direct and indirect social 

information in conveying health messages through social network sites. 

Journal of Media Psychology, 26(1), 19-28. https://doi.org/10.1027/1864-

1105/a000103  

Peterson, E. S. (1999). Murder as self-help: Women and intimate partner homicide. 

Homicide Studies, 3(1), 30-46. https://doi.org/10.1177/1088767999003001003  

Phillips, A. (2011). Faster and shallower: Homogenisation, cannibalization and the 

death of reporting. In P. Lee-Wright, A. Phillips, & T. Witschge (Eds.), 

Changing journalism (pp. 21-40). Routledge. 

https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203809037  

Pickett, J. T., Mancini, C., Mears, D. P., & Gertz, M. (2015). Public (mis) 

understanding of crime policy: The effects of criminal justice experience and 

media reliance. Criminal Justice Policy Review, 26(5), 500-522. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0887403414526228  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

272 

Pines, A. M., & Friedman, A. (1998). Gender differences in romantic jealousy. The 

Journal of Social Psychology, 138(1), 54-71. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/00224549809600353  

Plant, E. A., Hyde, J. S., Keltner, D., & Devine, P. G. (2000). The gender stereotyping 

of emotions. Psychology of Women Quarterly, 24(1), 81-92. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-6402.2000.tb01024.x  

Post, L. A., Smith, P. K., & Meyer, E. (2009). Media frames of intimate partner 

homicide. In E. S. Buzawa & E. Stark (Eds.), Violence against women in 

families and relationships (pp. 59-79). Praeger.  

Powell, A., Overington, C., & Hamilton, G. (2017). Following #JillMeagher: 

Collective meaning-making in response to crime events via social media. 

Crime, Media, Culture, 14(3), 409-428. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1741659017721276  

Powell, T. E., Boomgaarden, H. G., De Swert, K., & De Vreese, C. H. (2015). A 

clearer picture: The contribution of visuals and text to framing effects. Journal 

of Communication, 65(6), 997-1017. https://doi.org/10.1111/jcom.12184  

Powers, A., & Andsager, J. L. (1999). How newspapers framed breast implants in the 

1990s. Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, 76(3), 551-564. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/107769909907600310  

Prentice, D. A., & Carranza, E. (2002). What women and men should be, shouldn't 

be, are allowed to be, and don't have to be: The contents of prescriptive gender 

stereotypes. Psychology of Women Quarterly, 26(4), 269-281. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/1471-6402.t01-1-00066  

Price, V., & Tewksbury, D. (1997). News values and public opinion: A theoretical 

account of media priming and framing. In F. J. Boster, G. Barnett, & F. J. 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

273 

Bostner (Eds.), Progress in communication sciences: Advances in persuasion 

(Vol. 13, pp. 173-212). Bloomsbury.  

Prochazka, F., Weber, P., & Schweiger, W. (2016). Effects of civility and reasoning 

in user comments on perceived journalistic quality. Journalism Studies, 19(1), 

62-78. https://doi.org/10.1080/1461670X.2016.1161497  

Proust, V., & Saldaña, M. (2022). “What a nasty girl!” Incivility and gendered 

symbolic violence in news discussions. Feminist Media Studies, 23(8), 3866-

3883. https://doi.org/10.1080/14680777.2022.2142640  

Pull ter Gunne, R. (2020). The end of online freedom of expression? An analysis of 

intermediary liability in defamation law in Europe and Australia and its 

implications for freedom of expression. University of New South Wales Law 

Journal Student Series, 15. https://www.austlii.edu.au/cgi-

bin/viewdoc/au/journals/UNSWLawJlStuS/2020/15.html  

Purcell, K., Rainie, L., Mitchell, A., Rosenstiel, T., & Olmstead, K. (2010). 

Understanding the participatory news consumer. Pew Internet and American 

Life Project. https://assets.pewresearch.org/wp-

content/uploads/sites/13/legacy/Participatory_News_Consumer.pdf 

Queensland Government. (2016). Domestic and family violence prevention strategy 

2016-2026. https://www.publications.qld.gov.au/dataset/not-now-not-

ever/resource/008db60d-06e9-4702-bb87-48be367edf93 

Queensland Government. (2017). Queensland leading Australia on no body, no 

parole. https://statements.qld.gov.au/statements/82259 

Quilter, J. (2014). One-punch laws, mandatory minimums and 'alcohol-fuelled' as an 

aggravating factor: Implications for NSW criminal law. International Journal 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

274 

for Crime, Justice and Social Democracy, 3(1), 81-106. 

https://doi.org/10.3316/informit.270122202956577  

Rahman, N. (1996). Caregivers' sensitivity to conflict: The use of the vignette 

methodology. Journal of Elder Abuse & Neglect, 8(1), 35-47. 

https://doi.org/10.1300/J084v08n01_02  

Rains, S. A., Kenski, K., Coe, K., & Harwood, J. (2017). Incivility and political 

identity on the Internet: Intergroup factors as predictors of incivility in 

discussions of news online. Journal of Computer-Mediated Communication, 

22(4), 163-178. https://doi.org/10.1111/jcc4.12191  

Ray, C. M., & Kort-Butler, L. A. (2020). What you see is what you get? Investigating 

how survey context shapes the association between media consumption and 

attitudes about crime. American Journal of Criminal Justice, 45(5), 914-932. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s12103-019-09502-7  

Reader, B. (2012). Free press vs. free speech? The rhetoric of “civility” in regard to 

anonymous online comments. Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, 

89(3), 495-513. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077699012447923  

Reep, D. C., & Dambrot, F. H. (1994). TV parents: Fathers (and now mothers) know 

best. Journal of Popular Culture, 28(2), 13-23. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0022-

3840.1994.2802_13.x  

Reese, S. D. (2001). Prologue—framing public life: A bridging model for media 

research. In S. D. Reese, O. H. Gandy Jr, O. H. Gandy Jr, & A. E. Grant 

(Eds.), Framing public life: Perspectives on media and our understanding of 

the social world (pp. 7–31). Routledge.  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

275 

Reese, S. D. (2007). The framing project: A bridging model for media research 

revisited. Journal of Communication, 57(1), 148-154. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.2006.00334.x  

Reich, Z. (2015). Comparing news reporting across print, radio, television and online: 

Still distinct manufacturing houses. Journalism Studies, 17(5), 552-572. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/1461670X.2015.1006898  

Reifman, A., Watson, W. K., & McCourt, A. (2006). Social networks and college 

drinking: Probing processes of social influence and selection. Personality and 

Social Psychology Bulletin, 32(6), 820-832. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167206286219  

Reiner, R. (2002). Media made criminality: The representation of crime in the mass 

media. In M. Maguire, R. Morgan, & R. Reiner (Eds.), The Oxford handbook 

of criminology (5th ed., pp. 189-231). Oxford University Press.  

Rheault, L., Rayment, E., & Musulan, A. (2019). Politicians in the line of fire: 

Incivility and the treatment of women on social media. Research & Politics, 

6(1), 1-7. https://doi.org/10.1177/2053168018816228  

Rhee, J. W. (1997). Strategy and issue frames in election campaign coverage: A social 

cognitive account of framing effects. Journal of Communication, 47(3), 26-48. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.1997.tb02715.x  

Ricciardelli, L. A., Connor, J. P., Williams, R. J., & Young, R. M. (2001). Gender 

stereotypes and drinking cognitions as indicators of moderate and high risk 

drinking among young women and men. Drug and Alcohol Dependence, 

61(2), 129-136. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0376-8716(00)00131-9  

Richards, L. (2009). Handling qualitative data: A practical guide (2nd ed.). Sage 

Publications Ltd.  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

276 

Richards, T. N., Gillespie, L. K., & Smith, M. D. (2011). Exploring news coverage of 

femicide: Does reporting the news add insult to injury? Feminist Criminology, 

6(3), 178-202. https://doi.org/10.1177/1557085111409919  

Richards, T. N., Gillespie, L. K., & Smith, M. D. (2014). An Examination of the 

Media Portrayal of Femicide–Suicides An Exploratory Frame Analysis. 

Feminist Criminology, 9(1), 24-44.  

Richardson, N., & Wearing, S. (2014). Gender in the media. Macmillan International 

Higher Education.  

Roberto, K. A., McCann, B. R., & Brossoie, N. (2013). Intimate partner violence in 

late life: An analysis of national news reports. Journal of Elder Abuse & 

Neglect, 25(3), 230-241. https://doi.org/10.1080/08946566.2012.751825  

Roberts, J. V. (1992). Public opinion, crime, and criminal justice. Crime and Justice, 

16, 99-180. https://doi.org/10.1086/449205  

Roberts, J. V., & Doob, A. N. (1990). News media influences on public views of 

sentencing. Law and Human Behavior, 14(5), 451-468. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01044222  

Roberts, L., & Indermaur, D. (2007). Predicting punitive attitudes in Australia. 

Psychiatry, Psychology and Law, 14(1), 56-65. 

https://doi.org/10.1375/pplt.14.1.56  

Robin, R., & Rajeev, S. (2021). Gender stereotypes within families and their impact 

on women. Indian Journal of Law & Legal Research, 2(2), 1-17. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/2277975220975513  

Rochlen, A. B., Paterniti, D. A., Epstein, R. M., Duberstein, P., Willeford, L., & 

Kravitz, R. L. (2010). Barriers in diagnosing and treating men with 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

277 

depression: A focus group report. American Journal of Men's Health, 4(2), 

167-175. https://doi.org/10.1177/1557988309335823  

Rodriguez, L., & Dimitrova, D. V. (2011). The levels of visual framing. Journal of 

Visual Literacy, 30(1), 48-65. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/23796529.2011.11674684  

Rohlinger, D., & Vaccaro, C. (2021). From ‘please sir, stay out of it’ to ‘you are an 

abomination’: (In) civility and emotional expression in emails sent to 

politicians. Information, Communication & Society, 24(5), 667-683. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/1369118X.2021.1874473  

Rondet, C., Parizot, I., Cadwallader, J. S., Lebas, J., & Chauvin, P. (2015). Why 

underserved patients do not consult their general practitioner for depression: 

Results of a qualitative and a quantitative survey at a free outpatient clinic in 

Paris, France. BMC Family Practice, 16(57), 1-13. 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12875-015-0273-2  

Rooks, G., Raub, W., Selten, R., & Tazelaar, F. (2000). How inter-firm co-operation 

depends on social embeddedness: A vignette study. Acta Sociologica, 43(2), 

123-137. https://doi.org/10.1177/000169930004300203  

Rosen, G., Kreiner, H., & Levi-Belz, Y. (2019). Public response to suicide news 

reports as reflected in computerized text analysis of online reader comments. 

Archives of Suicide Research, 24(1), 243-259. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/13811118.2018.1563578  

Rosenberg, B. (2007). News media ownership in New Zealand. 

http://canterbury.cyberplace.org.nz/community/CAFCA/publications/Miscella

neous/mediaown.pdf 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

278 

Rosenberger, J. S., Dierenfeldt, R., & Ingle, H. (2023). Media consumption and fear 

of crime: Evidence of the need for an intersectional approach. Victims & 

Offenders, 18(4), 691-714. https://doi.org/10.1080/15564886.2021.1991069  

Rossi, P. H., Sampson, W. A., Bose, C. E., Jasso, G., & Passel, J. (1974). Measuring 

household social standing. Social Science Research, 3(3), 169-190. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/0049-089X(74)90011-8  

Rossini, P., Stromer-Galley, J., & Zhang, F. (2021). Exploring the relationship 

between campaign discourse on facebook and the public’s comments: A case 

study of incivility during the 2016 US presidential election. Political Studies, 

69(1), 89-107. https://doi.org/10.1177/0032321719890818  

Rousseau, A., Eggermont, S., Bels, A., & Van den Bulck, H. (2018). Separating the 

sex from the object: Conceptualizing sexualization and (sexual) objectification 

in Flemish preteens’ popular television programs. Journal of Children and 

Media, 12(3), 346-365. https://doi.org/10.1080/17482798.2018.1425888  

Rowe, I. (2015). Civility 2.0: A comparative analysis of incivility in online political 

discussion. Information, Communication & Society, 18(2), 121-138. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/1369118X.2014.940365  

Ruiz, C., Domingo, D., Micó, J. L., Díaz-Noci, J., Meso, K., & Masip, P. (2011). 

Public sphere 2.0? The democratic qualities of citizen debates in online 

newspapers. The International Journal of Press/Politics, 16(4), 463-487. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1940161211415849  

Russell, B. L. (2012). Perceptions of female offenders: How stereotypes and social 

norms affect criminal justice responses. Springer.  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

279 

Salaverría, R. (2005). An immature medium: Strengths and weaknesses of online 

newspapers on September 11. Gazette, 67(1), 69-86. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0016549205049179  

Sampson, H., & Johannessen, I. A. (2020). Turning on the tap: The benefits of using 

‘real-life’ vignettes in qualitative research interviews. Qualitative Research, 

20(1), 56-72. https://doi.org/10.1177/1468794118816618  

Santana, A. D. (2014). Virtuous or vitriolic: The effect of anonymity on civility in 

online newspaper reader comment boards. Journalism Practice, 8(1), 18-33. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/17512786.2013.813194  

Santoniccolo, F., Trombetta, T., Paradiso, M. N., & Rollè, L. (2023). Gender and 

media representations: A review of the literature on gender stereotypes, 

objectification and sexualization. International Journal of Environmental 

Research and Public Health, 20(10), 5770-5785. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph20105770  

Sanyal, S. (2019). Tone-based incivility and context-based incivility: A framework to 

examine online uncivil discourse [Master's thesis, Pittsburg State University]. 

Electronic Theses & Dissertations. 

https://digitalcommons.pittstate.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1356&contex

t=etd 

Saroca, C. (2013). The absent and silenced voice in media representations of Filipina 

victims of homicide in Australia. South East Asia Research, 21(3), 517-543. 

https://doi.org/10.5367/sear.2013.0161  

Saunders, D. G. (2002). Are physical assaults by wives and girlfriends a major social 

problem? A review of the literature. Violence Against Women, 8(12), 1424-

1448. https://doi.org/10.1177/107780102237964  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

280 

Savage, M. W., Scarduzio, J., & Milne, K. (2022). News stories of intimate partner 

violence: An experimental examination of media framing and perpetrator sex 

in LGBTQ versus heterosexual relationships. Journal of Interpersonal 

Violence, 37(23-24), 22226-22249. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/08862605211071143  

Savage, M. W., Scarduzio, J. A., Harris, K. L., & Carlyle, K. E. (2017a). A mixed 

method study of intimate partner violence: How sex and severity impact 

perpetrator prior involvement, abnormality, and responsibility. Violence and 

Victims, 32(5), 897-918. https://doi.org/10.1891/0886-6708.VV-D-16-00100  

Savage, M. W., Scarduzio, J. A., Lockwood Harris, K., Carlyle, K. E., & Sheff, S. E. 

(2017b). News stories of intimate partner violence: An experimental 

examination of participant sex, perpetrator sex, and violence severity on 

seriousness, sympathy, and punishment preferences. Health Communication, 

32(6), 768-776. https://doi.org/10.1080/10410236.2016.1217453  

Scarduzio, J. A., Carlyle, K. E., Harris, K. L., & Savage, M. W. (2017). “Maybe she 

was provoked” Exploring gender stereotypes about male and female 

perpetrators of intimate partner violence. Violence Against Women, 23(1), 89-

113. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801216636240  

Scharrer, E. (2001). From wise to foolish: The portrayal of the sitcom father, 1950s-

1990s. Journal of Broadcasting & Electronic Media, 45(1), 23-40. 

https://doi.org/10.1207/s15506878jobem4501_3  

Scharrer, E. (2013). Representations of gender in the media. In K. Dill (Ed.), Oxford 

handbook of media psychology (pp. 267–284). Oxford University Press. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordhb/9780195398809.013.0015  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

281 

Scheufele, D. A. (1999). Framing as a theory of media effects. Journal of 

Communication, 49(1), 103-122. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-

2466.1999.tb02784.x  

Scheufele, D. A. (2000). Agenda-setting, priming, and framing revisited: Another 

look at cognitive effects of political communication. Mass Communication & 

Society, 3(2-3), 297-316. https://doi.org/10.1207/S15327825MCS0323_07  

Schneider, B. (2012). Sourcing homelessness: How journalists use sources to frame 

homelessness. Journalism, 13(1), 71-86. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1464884911421573  

Schuller, R. A., & Vidmar, N. (1992). Battered woman syndrome evidence in the 

courtroom. Law and Human Behavior, 16(3), 273-291. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01044770  

Schweiger, W. (2014). Reader discussions on news websites and Facebook. How do 

platform characteristics influence deliberativeness? [Paper presentation]. 5th 

European communications conference, Lisbon.  

Searles, K., Spencer, S., & Duru, A. (2020). Don’t read the comments: The effects of 

abusive comments on perceptions of women authors’ credibility. Information, 

Communication & Society, 23(7), 947-962. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/1369118X.2018.1534985  

Sellers, B. G., Desmarais, S. L., & Tirotti, M. (2014). Content and framing of male-

and female-perpetrated intimate partner violence in print news. Partner Abuse, 

5(3), 259-278. https://doi.org/10.1891/1946-6560.5.3.259  

Semetko, H. A., & Valkenburg, P. M. (2000). Framing European politics: A content 

analysis of press and television news. Journal of Communication, 50(2), 93-

109. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.2000.tb02843.x  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

282 

Seymour, K. (2018). “Stand up, speak out and act”: A critical reading of Australia’s 

White Ribbon campaign. Australian & New Zealand Journal of Criminology, 

51(2), 293-310. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1177/0004865817722187  

Sharda, A. (2014). Media and gender stereotyping: The need for media literacy. 

International Research Journal of Social Sciences, 3(8), 43-49.  

Shehata, A., & Strömbäck, J. (2021). Learning political news from social media: 

Network media logic and current affairs news learning in a high-choice media 

environment. Communication Research, 48(1), 125-147. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0093650217749354  

Shenton, A. K. (2004). Strategies for ensuring trustworthiness in qualitative research 

projects. Education for Information, 22(2), 63-75. https://doi.org/10.3233/EFI-

2004-22201  

Shoemaker, P. J., & Vos, T. (2009). Gatekeeping theory. Routledge. 

https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203931653  

Sieff, E. (2003). Media frames of mental illnesses: The potential impact of negative 

frames. Journal of Mental Health, 12(3), 259-269. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/0963823031000118249  

Silva, A. S., Campos-Silva, W. L., Gouvea, M. A., & Farina, M. C. (2019). Vignettes: 

A data collection technique to handle the differential operation of items in 

surveys. BBR. Brazilian Business Review, 16(1), 16-31. 

https://doi.org/10.15728/bbr.2019.16.1.2  

Silverman, C. (2015). Lies, damn lies and viral content. Tow Center for Digital 

Journalism. 

https://academiccommons.columbia.edu/doi/10.7916/D8KH10RQ/download 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

283 

Singer, J. B. (2010). Quality control: Perceived effects of user-generated content on 

newsroom norms, values and routines. Journalism Practice, 4(2), 127-142. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/17512780903391979  

Singer, J. B., Domingo, D., Heinonen, A., Hermida, A., Paulussen, S., Quandt, T., 

Reich, Z., & Vujnovic, M. (2011). Participatory journalism: Guarding open 

gates at online newspapers. John Wiley & Sons. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/9781444340747  

Singh, M. R., & Bullock, H. E. (2020). An intersectional analysis of newspaper 

portrayals of the 2013 reauthorization of the Violence Against Women Act. 

Translational Issues in Psychological Science, 6(4), 344-355. 

https://doi.org/10.1037/tps0000255  

Sisask, M., Mark, L., & Värnik, A. (2012). Internet comments elicited by media 

portrayal of a familicide-suicide case. Crisis, 33(4), 222–229. 

https://doi.org/10.1027/0227-5910/a000134  

Sisask, M., Värnik, A., & Wasserman, D. (2005). Internet comments on media 

reporting of two adolescents' collective suicide attempt. Archives of Suicide 

Research, 9(1), 87-98. https://doi.org/10.1080/13811110590512985  

Six, B., & Eckes, T. (1991). A closer look at the complex structure of gender 

stereotypes. Sex Roles, 24(1-2), 57-71. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00288703  

Sjøvaag, H., & Ohlsson, J. (2019). Media ownership and journalism. In Oxford 

research encyclopedia of communication. Oxford University Press. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/acrefore/9780190228613.013.839  

Skehan, J., Greenhalgh, S., & Hazell, T. (2006). Effectiveness of face-to-face 

briefings to promote uptake of resources around reporting suicide and mental 

illness. Australian Journalism Review, 28(2), 187-200. 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

284 

https://www.academia.edu/download/45520086/Effectiveness_of_face-to-

face_briefings_20160510-28173-9vmvru.pdf  

Slattery, K. L. (1994). Sensationalism versus news of the moral life: Making the 

distinction. Journal of Mass Media Ethics, 9(1), 5-15. 

https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327728jmme0901_1  

Smith, A., Bond, C. E., & Jeffries, S. (2019). Media discourses of intimate partner 

violence in Queensland newspapers. Journal of Sociology, 55(3), 571-586. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1440783319837612  

Smith, P., Phillips, T. L., & King, R. D. (2010). Incivility: The rude stranger in 

everyday life. Cambridge University Press.  

Smolej, M., & Kivivuori, J. (2006). The relation between crime news and fear of 

violence. Journal of Scandinavian Studies in Criminology and Crime 

Prevention, 7(2), 211-227. https://doi.org/10.1080/14043850601002429  

Sobieraj, S., & Berry, J. M. (2011). From incivility to outrage: Political discourse in 

blogs, talk radio, and cable news. Political Communication, 28(1), 19-41. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/10584609.2010.542360  

Sorenson, S. B., Manz, J. G., & Berk, R. A. (1998). News media coverage and the 

epidemiology of homicide. American Journal of Public Health, 88(10), 1510-

1514. https://doi.org/10.2105/ajph.88.10.1510  

Sorenson, S. B., & Taylor, C. A. (2005). Female aggression toward male intimate 

partners: An examination of social norms in a community-based sample. 

Psychology of Women Quarterly, 29(1), 78-96. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-

6402.2005.00170.x  

Southern, R., & Harmer, E. (2021). Twitter, incivility and “everyday” gendered 

othering: An analysis of tweets sent to UK members of parliament. Social 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

285 

Science Computer Review, 39(2), 259-275. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0894439319865519  

Spencer, C. M., & Stith, S. M. (2020). Risk factors for male perpetration and female 

victimization of intimate partner homicide: A meta-analysis. Trauma, 

Violence, & Abuse, 21(3), 527-540. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1524838018781101  

Springer, N., Engelmann, I., & Pfaffinger, C. (2015). User comments: Motives and 

inhibitors to write and read. Information, Communication & Society, 18(7), 

798-815. https://doi.org/10.1080/1369118X.2014.997268  

Stapleton, K. (2020). Swearing and perceptions of the speaker: A discursive approach. 

Journal of Pragmatics, 170, 381-395. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pragma.2020.09.001  

Stearns, D. C., & Parrott, W. G. (2012). When feeling bad makes you look good: 

Guilt, shame, and person perception. Cognition and Emotion, 26(3), 407-430. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/02699931.2012.675879  

Stephen, R. S. (1992). Prejudicial publicity surrounding a criminal trial: What a trial 

court can do to ensure a fair trial in the face of a media circus. Suffolk 

University Law Review, 26, 1063-1106.  

Stöckl, H., Devries, K., Rotstein, A., Abrahams, N., Campbell, J., Watts, C., & 

Moreno, C. G. (2013). The global prevalence of intimate partner homicide: A 

systematic review. The Lancet, 382(9895), 859-865. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(13)61030-2  

Stroud, N. J. (2011). Niche news: The politics of news choice. Oxford University 

Press.  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

286 

Stubbs, J., & Tolmie, J. (2008). Battered women charged with homicide: Advancing 

the interests of Indigenous women. Australian New Zealand Journal of 

Criminology, 41(1), 138-161. https://doi.org/10.1375/acri.41.1.138  

Su, L. Y.-F., Xenos, M. A., Rose, K. M., Wirz, C., Scheufele, D. A., & Brossard, D. 

(2018). Uncivil and personal? Comparing patterns of incivility in comments 

on the Facebook pages of news outlets. New Media & Society, 20(10), 3678-

3699. https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444818757205  

Sunderland, M., Kershaw, S., Ward, C., Bryant, Z., Teesson, L., Whittle, R., Paton, 

E., Charnley, J. L., & Skehan, J. (2023). Media reporting on alcohol and other 

drugs in Australia and the Mindframe guidelines: Baseline data. Drug and 

Alcohol Review, 42(5), 1078-1086. https://doi.org/10.1111/dar.13622  

Suonpää, K., & Savolainen, J. (2019). When a woman kills her man: Gender and 

victim precipitation in homicide. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 34(11), 

2398-2413. https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260519834987  

Sutherland, G., Easteal, P., Holland, K., & Vaughan, C. (2019). Mediated 

representations of violence against women in the mainstream news in 

Australia. BMC Public Health, 19(1), 1-8. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-

019-6793-2  

Sutherland, G., McCormack, A., Pirkis, J., Vaughan, C., Dunne-Breen, M., Easteal, 

P., & Holland, K. (2016). Media representations of violence against women 

and their children: Final report (ANROWS Horizons). ANROWS. 

https://www.anrows.org.au/publication/media-representations-of-violence-

against-women-and-their-children-final-report/ 

Sutherland, G., Simons, M., & Blatchford, A. (2017). News media and the primary 

prevention of violence against women and their children (Emerging evidence, 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

287 

insights and lessons). Our Watch. https://media-cdn.ourwatch.org.au/wp-

content/uploads/sites/2/2019/11/07040030/Emerging-evidence-guide-media-

AA.pdf 

Sutton, D. (2019). ABC response to the ACCC digital platforms inquiry preliminary 

report. ABC. https://policycommons.net/artifacts/1781765/abc-response-to-

the-accc-digital-platforms-inquiry-preliminary-report/2513411/ 

Suvarna, A., & Bhalla, G. (2020). # NotAWhore! A computational linguistic 

perspective of rape culture and victimization on social media [Paper 

presentation]. Proceedings of the 58th annual meeting of the association for 

computational linguistics: Student research workshop, ACL, Online. 

https://aclanthology.org/2020.acl-srw.43.pdf 

Sweeney, M. (2012). Listening rhetorically to textual silence: Intimate partner 

homicide media coverage. International Journal of Listening, 26(3), 146-158. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/10904018.2012.712472  

Szabó, G., Kmetty, Z., & Molnár, E. K. (2021). Politics and incivility in the online 

comments: What is beyond the norm-violation approach? International 

Journal of Communication, 15, 1659–1684. 

https://ijoc.org/index.php/ijoc/article/viewFile/16411/3403  

Tabachnick, B. G., & Fidell, L. S. (2013). Using multivariate statistics (6th ed.). 

Pearson Education. http://www.pearsonhighered.com/tabachnick/  

Taccini, F., & Mannarini, S. (2024). News media representation of intimate partner 

violence: A systematic review. Sexuality Research and Social Policy, 1-16. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s13178-023-00922-z  

Talwar, S. (2023). Representation and misconceptions of intimate partner violence in 

the media. Tulips: The Gender, Sexuality, and Women's Studies 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

288 

Undergraduate Journal, 10-17. 

https://ojs.lib.uwo.ca/index.php/tulips/article/download/16438/12776  

Tankard, J. W. (2001). The empirical approach to the study of media framing. In S. D. 

Reese, O. H. Gandy Jr, O. H. Gandy Jr, & A. E. Grant (Eds.), Framing public 

life: Perspectives on media and our understanding of the social world. 

Routledge. https://doi.org/10.4324/9781410605689  

Tatton, S. (2023). Whose take is the take? The contemporary framing of intimate 

partner abuse in news reports on the murder of Hannah Clarke. In 

International perspectives on gender-based violence (pp. 179-192). Springer. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-42867-8_11  

Taylor, C. A., & Sorenson, S. B. (2002). The nature of newspaper coverage of 

homicide. Injury Prevention, 8(2), 121-127. https://doi.org/10.1136/ip.8.2.121  

Taylor, R. (2008). Slain and slandered: A content analysis of the portrayal of femicide 

in crime news. Homicide Studies, 13(1), 21-49. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1088767908326679  

Tiruneh, D. T., Verburgh, A., & Elen, J. (2014). Effectiveness of critical thinking 

instruction in higher education: A systematic review of intervention studies. 

Higher Education Studies, 4(1), 1-17. https://doi.org/10.5539/hes.v4n1p1  

Tomsen, S., & Crofts, T. (2012). Social and cultural meanings of legal responses to 

homicide among men: Masculine honour, sexual advances and accidents. 

Australian & New Zealand Journal of Criminology, 45(3), 423-437. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0004865812456854  

Tremayne, M., Weiss, A. S., & Alves, R. C. (2007). From product to service: The 

diffusion of dynamic content in online newspapers. Journalism & Mass 



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

289 

Communication Quarterly, 84(4), 825-839. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/107769900708400411  

Tversky, A., & Kahneman, D. (1974). Judgment under uncertainty: Heuristics and 

biases. Science, 185(4157), 1124-1131. 

https://doi.org/10.1126/science.185.4157.1124  

Tyler, I. (2008). “Chav mum chav scum” Class disgust in contemporary Britain. 

Feminist Media Studies, 8(1), 17-34. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/14680770701824779  

UCLA: Statistical Consulting Group. (n.d.). Deciphering interactions in logistic 

regression. https://stats.oarc.ucla.edu/stata/seminars/deciphering-interactions-

in-logistic-regression/ 

Uibu, K. (2023). Constructive messages in Australian domestic violence online news 

coverage and guidelines for improved coverage. Journalism Practice, 17(5), 

1009-1030. https://doi.org/10.1080/17512786.2021.1950563  

Usher, K., Durkin, J., Martin, S., Vanderslott, S., Vindrola-Padros, C., Usher, L., & 

Jackson, D. (2021). Public sentiment and discourse on domestic violence 

during the COVID-19 pandemic in Australia: Analysis of social media posts. 

Journal of Medical Internet Research, 23(10), e29025. 

https://doi.org/10.2196/29025  

Vafeiadis, M., Han, J. A., & Shen, F. (2020). News storytelling through images: 

Examining the effects of narratives and visuals in news coverage of issues. 

International Journal of Communication, 14, 4364–4384. 

https://ijoc.org/index.php/ijoc/article/download/12227/3190  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

290 

Valkenburg, P. M., Semetko, H. A., & De Vreese, C. H. (1999). The effects of news 

frames on readers' thoughts and recall. Communication Research, 26(5), 550-

569. https://doi.org/10.1177/009365099026005002  

Van Duyn, E., Peacock, C., & Stroud, N. J. (2021). The gender gap in online news 

comment sections. Social Science Computer Review, 39(2), 181-196. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0894439319864876  

Van Erkel, P. F., & Van Aelst, P. (2021). Why don’t we learn from social media? 

Studying effects of and mechanisms behind social media news use on general 

surveillance political knowledge. Political Communication, 38(4), 407-425. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/10584609.2020.1784328  

Van Gorp, B., Vettehen, P. H., & Beentjes, J. W. (2009). Challenging the frame in the 

news: The role of issue involvement, attitude, and competing frames. Journal 

of Media Psychology, 21(4), 161-170. https://doi.org/10.1027/1864-

1105.21.4.161  

Vandello, J. A., & Cohen, D. (2003). Male honor and female fidelity: Implicit cultural 

scripts that perpetuate domestic violence. Journal of Personality and Social 

Psychology, 84(5), 997-1010. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.84.5.997  

Venäläinen, S. (2020). “What about men?”: Ideological dilemmas in online 

discussions about intimate partner violence committed by women. Feminism 

& Psychology, 30(4), 469-488. https://doi.org/10.1177/0959353520914238  

Vettehen, P. H., Nuijten, K., & Peeters, A. (2008). Explaining effects of 

sensationalism on liking of television news stories: The role of emotional 

arousal. Communication Research, 35(3), 319-338. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0093650208315960  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

291 

Vogel, D. L., Heimerdinger-Edwards, S. R., Hammer, J. H., & Hubbard, A. (2011). 

“Boys don't cry”: Examination of the links between endorsement of masculine 

norms, self-stigma, and help-seeking attitudes for men from diverse 

backgrounds. Journal of Counseling Psychology, 58(3), 368-382. 

https://doi.org/10.1037/a0023688  

Von Sikorski, C., & Ha nelt, M. (2016). Scandal 2.0: How valenced reader comments 

affect recipients perception of scandalized individuals and the journalistic 

quality of online news. Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, 93(3), 

551-571. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077699016628822  

Von Sikorski, C., & Schierl, T. (2012). Effects of news frames on recipients’ 

information processing in disability sports communications. Journal of Media 

Psychology, 24(3), 113–123. https://doi.org/10.1027/1864-1105/a000069  

Waddell, T. F. (2018). What does the crowd think? How online comments and 

popularity metrics affect news credibility and issue importance. New Media & 

Society, 20(8), 3068-3083. https://doi.org/10.1177/1461444817742905  

Walker, L. E. (2006). Battered woman syndrome: Empirical findings. Annals of the 

New York Academy of Sciences, 1087(1), 142-157. 

https://doi.org/10.1196/annals.1385.023  

Walkington, C., & Bradshaw, R. (2022). Protecting your business online: Lessons 

learnt from the recent High Court cases of 'Voller' and 'Defteros'. Bulletin 

(Law Society of South Australia), 44(11), 8-10. 

https://doi.org/10.3316/informit.807547306301044  

Walklate, S. (2018). Gender, crime and criminal justice. Routledge. 

https://doi.org/10.4324/9781843924180  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

292 

Walton, J. A. (1997). From OJ to Tim McVeigh and beyond: The Supreme Court's 

totality of circumstances test as ringmaster in the expanding media circus. 

Denver Law Review, 75, 549-593. 

https://digitalcommons.du.edu/dlr/vol75/iss2/7/  

Wang, D., Wen, Z., Tong, H., Lin, C.-Y., Song, C., & Barabási, A.-L. (2011). 

Information spreading in context [Paper presentation]. Proceedings of the 20th 

international conference on world wide web, India. 

https://doi.org.10.1145/1963405.1963508 

Wang, L. (2016). Factors influencing attitude toward intimate partner violence. 

Aggression and Violent Behavior, 29, 72-78. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.avb.2016.06.005  

Ward, L. M. (2003). Understanding the role of entertainment media in the sexual 

socialization of American youth: A review of empirical research. 

Developmental Review, 23(3), 347-388. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0273-

2297(03)00013-3  

Ward, L. M. (2016). Media and sexualization: State of empirical research, 1995–

2015. The Journal of Sex Research, 53(4-5), 560-577. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/00224499.2016.1142496  

Ward, L. M., & Grower, P. (2020). Media and the development of gender role 

stereotypes. Annual Review of Developmental Psychology, 2, 177-199. 

https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-devpsych-051120-010630  

Wasarhaley, N. E., Lynch, K. R., Golding, J. M., & Renzetti, C. M. (2017). The 

impact of gender stereotypes on legal perceptions of lesbian intimate partner 

violence. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 32(5), 635-658. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0886260515586370  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

293 

Watkins, J., Park, S., Blood, R. W., Deas, M., Breen, M. D., Fisher, C., Fuller, G., 

Lee, j. Y., Papandrea, F., & Ricketson, M. (2016). Digital news report: 

Australia 2016 (News and media reserach centre, Issue 2). Reuters Institute 

for the Study of Journalism. https://apo.org.au/node/64397 

Weare, S. (2013). “The mad”, “the bad”, “the victim”: Gendered constructions of 

women who kill within the criminal justice system. Laws, 2(3), 337-361. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/laws2030337  

Weatherby, G. A., Blanche, J., & Jones, R. (2008). The value of life: Female killers & 

the feminine mystique. Journal of Criminology and Criminal Justice Research 

& Education, 2(1), 1-20.  

Weaver, D. A., & Bimber, B. (2008). Finding news stories: A comparison of searches 

using LexisNexis and Google News. Journalism & Mass Communication 

Quarterly, 85(3), 515-530. https://doi.org/10.1177/107769900808500303  

Webster, K. (2016). A preventable burden: Measuring and addressing the prevalence 

and health impacts of intimate partner violence in Australian women 

(Compass research to policy and practice, Issue 07). ANROWS. 

https://www.anrows.org.au/publication/a-preventable-burden-measuring-and-

addressing-the-prevalence-and-health-impacts-of-intimate-partner-violence-

in-australian-women-key-findings-and-future-directions/ 

Weiss, K. G. (2009). “Boys will be boys” and other gendered accounts: An 

exploration of victims' excuses and justifications for unwanted sexual contact 

and coercion. Violence Against Women, 15(7), 810-834. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801209333611  

West, C., & Zimmerman, D. H. (1987). Doing gender. Gender & Society, 1(2), 125-

151. https://doi.org/10.1177/0891243287001002002  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

294 

Westbrook, L. (2009). Information myths and intimate partner violence: Sources, 

contexts, and consequences. Journal of the American Society for Information 

Science and Technology, 60(4), 826-836. https://doi.org/10.1002/asi.21021  

Westra, E. (2020). Getting to know you: Accuracy and error in judgments of 

character. Mind & Language, 35(5), 583-600. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/mila.12258  

Whitaker, C., Stevelink, S., & Fear, N. (2017). The use of Facebook in recruiting 

participants for health research purposes: A systematic review. Journal of 

Medical Internet Research, 19(8), e290. https://doi.org/10.2196/jmir.7071  

Whiting, J., Dansby Olufuwote, R., Cravens-Pickens, J. D., & Banford Witting, A. 

(2019). Online blaming and intimate partner violence: A content analysis of 

social media comments. The Qualitative Report, 24(1), 78-94. 

https://doi.org/10.46743/2160-3715/2019.3486  

Whiting, J. B., Pickens, J. C., Sagers, A. L., PettyJohn, M., & Davies, B. (2020). 

Trauma, social media, and #WhyIDidntReport: An analysis of Twitter posts 

about reluctance to report sexual assault. Journal of Marital and Family 

Therapy, 47(3), 749-766. https://doi.org/10.1111/jmft.12470  

Wierzbicka, A. (1987). English speech act verbs: A semantic dictionary. Academic 

Press.  

Wilczynski, A. (1991). Images of women who kill their infants: The mad and the bad. 

Women & Criminal Justice, 2(2), 71-88. 

https://doi.org/10.1300/J012v02n02_05  

Wiles, A. M. (1988). Lying: Its inconstant value. The Southern Journal of Philosophy, 

26(2), 275-284. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.2041-6962.1988.tb00457.x  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

295 

Wilhelm, C., & Joeckel, S. (2019). Gendered morality and backlash effects in online 

discussions: An experimental study on how users respond to hate speech 

comments against women and sexual minorities. Sex Roles, 80(7-8), 381-392. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-018-0941-5  

Williams, J. E., & Bennett, S. M. (1975). The definition of sex stereotypes via the 

adjective check list. Sex Roles, 1(4), 327-337. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00287224  

Williams, J. E., Bennett, S. M., & Best, D. L. (1975). Awareness and expression of 

sex stereotypes in young children. Developmental Psychology, 11(5), 635-642. 

https://doi.org/10.1037/0012-1649.11.5.635  

Wilson, R. E., Gosling, S. D., & Graham, L. T. (2012). A review of Facebook 

research in the social sciences. Perspectives on Psychological Science, 7(3), 

203-220. https://doi.org/10.1177/1745691612442904  

Wolff, N., Blitz, C. L., Shi, J., Siegel, J., & Bachman, R. (2007). Physical violence 

inside prisons: Rates of victimization. Criminal Justice and Behavior, 34(5), 

588-599. https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854806296830  

Woman dies, man in custody after double shooting on suburban road in Hobart. 

(2015, May 15). ABC News. https://www.abc.net.au/news/2015-05-

14/woman-dies,-husband-in-custody-after-double-shooting-in-hobart/6470372 

Wood, J. T. (1994). Gendered media: The influence of media on views of gender. 

Gendered Lives: Communication, Gender, and Culture, 9, 231-244. 

www1.udel.edu/comm245/readings/GenderedMedia.pdf  

Wotanis, L., & McMillan, L. (2014). Performing gender on YouTube: How Jenna 

Marbles negotiates a hostile online environment. Feminist Media Studies, 

14(6), 912-928. https://doi.org/10.1080/14680777.2014.882373  



GENDER AND VIOLENCE IN ONLINE MEDIA & COMMENTS  

 

296 

Wozniak, J. A., & McCloskey, K. A. (2010). Fact or fiction? Gender issues related to 

newspaper reports of intimate partner homicide. Violence Against Women, 

16(8), 934-952. https://doi.org/10.1177/1077801210375977  

Xu, H., Zeng, J., Tai, Z., & Hao, H. (2022). Public attention and sentiment toward 

intimate partner violence based on Weibo in China: A text mining approach. 

Healthcare, 10(2), 198-223. https://doi.org/10.3390/healthcare10020198  

Zhu, X., Kim, Y., & Park, H. (2020). Do messages spread widely also diffuse fast? 

Examining the effects of message characteristics on information diffusion. 

Computers in Human Behavior, 103, 37-47. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2019.09.006  

Ziegele, M., Weber, M., Quiring, O., & Breiner, T. (2017). The dynamics of online 

news discussions: Effects of news articles and reader comments on users’ 

involvement, willingness to participate, and the civility of their contributions. 

Information, Communication & Society, 21(10), 1419-1435. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/1369118X.2017.1324505  

 




