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SAP Final – COVER SHEET  

Name: Sarah Pomeranz  

Project Title: Keep Gun Control on the Table: Stories of Women Affected by Gun 
Violence  

Your IWL Policy Area/s: Law and 
Advocacy  

Specific Social Problem or Policy Issue you seek to address with this SAP: I will primarily 
be focusing on the lack of comprehensive gun regulation policy and the underrepresentation of 
women in the conversations related to gun politics in America.  

Major Research Outcomes/Demonstrated Need: Women have a long history of social reform 
leadership and in order to bring about significant changes, women must constitute the grassroots 
base of the pro-regulation movement. Unfortunately, women have traditionally been under 
mobilized and underrepresented.  

Form of Action you will take to address the above-outlined issue: I plan to coordinate and 
conduct interviews with women affected by gun violence from across the country such as 
domestic violence survivors, mothers, daughters and sisters of victims and mass shooting 
survivors. Then I will curate and compile photos, narratives and concrete action items for 
advocacy, into a coffee table book. I will promote the book and sell the book in order to donate 
the profits to organizations which support and/or advocate for women affected by gun violence.  

\Will your SAP be combined with a thesis? NO.  

Gender Component: Whereas women make up only 13 percent of victims of gun homicide 
nationwide, they made up 51 percent of victims of mass shootings between 2009 and 2014. 
About two-thirds of the women who lived in households with guns reported that their partner 
had used the gun against them, most often by threatening to shoot or kill the woman. Women in 
the United States are eleven times more likely to be murdered with guns than women in other 
high-income countries. When it comes to gun violence, the most dangerous place for a woman in 
the developed world is America.  

Project Advisor/s: Alfred Blake, Asst. Director of Entrepreneurship Programs,Rutgers 



Pomeranz 3 

Business School. Laura Johnson, Assistant Research Professor, Center on Violence Against 
Women and Children Rutgers, School of Social Work. 

Project Abstract 

The goal of “Keep Gun Control on the Table” has been to collect female narratives 

pertaining to gun violence, explore women’s unique experiences and perspectives on gun safety 

and violence prevention, and raise awareness of actionable steps that can be taken to achieve 

common sense gun control. My primary objective of this project has been to engage women in 

order to shift the trajectory of the gun control issue, which has been moving further away from 

gun control, and bring it closer to gun safety initiatives. The outcome of these interviews will be 

the creation of a compilation of stories from women affected by gun violence, in the form of a 

testimonial book. The distribution of this book will contribute to the gun legislation conversation 

in an impactful way, amplify women’s voices and keep gun control on the table for years to 

come. 
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Sarah Pomeranz 
99 Mason Terrace 

Brookline, MA 02446 
sarah.pomeranz@rutgers.edu 

Subject:  Social Action Project 2019 
 
Dear Faculty and Staff of IWL: 
 
I, Sarah Pomeranz,  respectfully request a grant of $500 for my Institute of Women’s Leadership 
Social Action Project, “Keep Gun Control on the Table.” 
 
We are currently in a unique moment of American history in regard to our national conversation 
on gun control, mass shootings and gun violence, in general. While our country has been plagued 
with gun violence for decades, we are starting to see real progress in individuals using their own 
voices, corporations taking responsibility for the issue and politicians prioritizing solutions. As 
far as we have come in the past months, there is still much work to be done in policy and public 
thought. Women must be front and center in this conversation as they are disproportionately 
affected by gun violence; however, women are rarely the voices speaking on the topic in the 
media, the policymakers making the decisions, or  the executives funding the NRA.  
 
It is for those reasons that I hope to be able to curate, market and organize a compilation of 
stories from women affected by gun violence, in the form of a testimonial book. The book is 
titled, “Give Gun Control a Shot: The Stories of Women Affected by Gun Violence.” The name 
of the project corresponds to the need to keep this issue on the agenda, once the shock of the last 
mass shooting has receded. I plan to reach out to women from all backgrounds and experiences, 
collecting their testimonies, sell the book and donate the proceeds to women-led organizations 
supporting women affected by gun violence. In addition to the stories of these individuals, the 
book will include specific action items for the reader to further the cause. In an effort to ensure 
that gun control stays at the forefront of our national agenda, I will supplement the book with a 
powerful social media campaign, #onthetable. This social action project will contribute to the 
gun legislation conversation in an impactful way, amplify women’s voices and keep gun control 
on the table for years to come.  
 
As a sophomore majoring management with a concentration in entrepreneurship and a minor in 
social justice, I have specialized in utilizing business principles, marketing and economics in 
order to further socially-conscientious causes. I will be supported by Alfred Blake as my advisor, 
and he is currently the Asst. Director of Entrepreneurship Programs in the Rutgers Business 
School. I firmly believe that through this campaign and project I will raise awareness and funds 
for a much deserving population which has been disenfranchised for far too long.  
 
Below, I have attached my Social Action Project proposal, which thoroughly lays out my plans 
for “Keep Gun Control on the Table.” Thank you in advance for your consideration. 
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Sincerely, 
Sarah Pomeranz 

Proposal for Social Action Project: 
Give Gun Control A Shot: The Stories and Pleas of Women Affected by Gun Violence 

 
I. Executive Summary 

I intend to use my Social Action Project as an opportunity promote unity amongst 
organized supporters for common sense gun control and amplify women's voices in the 
male-dominate, often oppressive realm  of gun politics. The “Keep Gun Control on the Table” 
movement (digital and on-the-ground) and the accompanying testimonial book, which I will 
publish, will be a tool for sustainable civic involvement. My desire for this book is that it will 
pull people into conversations about the reality of living in a country that values an individual’s 
rights to bear arms over the need to regulate them and it will raise awareness of actionable steps 
that can be taken to achieve common sense gun control.  The political scientist, Eric 
Schattschneider, once argued in regard to American politics, “the outcome of every conflict is 
determined by the extent to which the audience becomes involved in it.” This couldn’t be more 
true in respect to the arena of gun policy and the goal of my Social Action Project is to engage as 
many Americans, specifically women, as possible in order to shift the trajectory of the issue 
which has been moving further away from gun control initiatives in the past several decades. 
Public opinion polls have consistently shown that women favor gun regulation policy at 
significantly higher rates than men, however Second Amendment advocates have always had a 
more involved, passionate base fueling it’s legislative successes. By engaging women and 
pro-regulation advocates in a more active way, we can bring about substantial policy wins that 
the majority of Americans want and that we desperately need to put in place to keep our citizens 
safe. 

II. Statement of Need 
The battle for common sense gun control in America is not a battle lacking in supporters 

but rather a battle which lacks mobilization. The conversation our country is currently engaged 
in is not new, in fact these very same debates that we see sprawled on our newspapers and played 
out on TV have been discussed since the 1960’s (Goss, 2013). Gun politics in America is often 
framed as one side being a well-organized, intense, and highly participatory minority of 
gun-rights supporters and on the other a relatively unorganized and non participatory majority of 
gun-control supporters. It is this dynamic which has given rise to an unfortunate cycle in which a 
mass shooting will occur and spark brief outbursts of citizen indignation, immediately followed 
by a return to political inaction and apathy (Spitzer, 1998). Many Americans are all too familiar 
with this endless cycle of deadly events which bring about no significant legislative reform. It is 
dumbfounding that our government has decided to sit back and allow thousands upon thousands 
of Americans die avoidable deaths and refuse to enact simple laws to even try to address the 
issue. If this were any other force causing as many deaths as gun violence does in America, we 
would be in an all out war to save those lives.  

Guns and gun ownership are as core to American values as religious freedom for many 
people and there are no other developed countries on the planet with nearly as many guns as we 
have here in the United States (Price, 2014). The right to bear arms is included in our 
Constitution and the majority of Americans support the civilians right to own a firearm for self 
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defence purposes. However in the past several decades, the conversation surrounding guns has 
evolved into a central partisan issue with Republicans supporting and protecting gun ownership 
while Democrats focusing on gun regulations and pushing for stronger gun control. By its very 
nature as a partisan issue, gun regulation receives a significant amount of attention from the 
media but sometimes the reality of gun violence is hard to seperate from the struggle over the 
right to bear arms.  

Gun violence affects different populations in America in very different ways and women 
experience a unique relationship with guns. Gun lobbyist see women as the future of their 
movement and they choose to focus on the self defense benefits of guns, even using a ‘feminist’ 
argument that guns can play the role of equalizer in abusive relationships. To read any set of 
statistics about guns in the United States is to read about men (Carlson, 2018). Surveys typically 
assess gun ownership by household, meaning that if one person keeps a gun, his or her choice 
ends up representing the preference of everyone in the home. Counting by household silences the 
voice of whoever lost the debate, if there was one. In the important and demographically 
lopsided issue of gun ownership, the silenced voice usually belongs to a woman.  

Unfortunately, the power of these decisions lies in the few, but wealthy hands of the gun 
lobbies, especially the National Rifle Association. Members of the NRA comprise a group of 
Americans who hold gun rights near and dear to their hearts and has done everything in their will 
power to defend those rights, ensuring no policy ever comes close to limiting these rights. 
American women exemplify more of any demographic group the gap between a high level of 
public support for gun control and the low level of political activity. For decades, women have 
been far more likely than men to favor gun control, but considerably less likely than men to do 
anything to further their preferences (Stucky, 2008). This reality has several practical 
implications in how the battle for gun regulation is fought. Even though the gun control lobby 
has the significantly larger pool of supporters, in terms of donations, campaigning and lobbying, 
the Second Amendment advocates and the NRA are vastly more effective at winning over GOP 
congressional votes, where it arguably counts the most. The result of these efforts has meant 
public opinion, state-level laws, and Supreme Court decisions, over the past several decades, 
have increasingly affirmed the right to own firearms. Since the 1960’s our country has seen 
several massive protests for common sense gun control, however these bursts of involvement 
have not proved themselves sustainable and have lacked the necessary momentum, centralized 
financial investment and skill set to overpower established entities such as the NRA (Goss, 
2017).  

A critical example of how women as a group, one which overwhelmingly is pro gun 
control, have been unable to maintain long term active support for the cause was the Million 
Mom March. The march, which brought out hundreds of thousands of supporters to Washington 
D.C. call for stricter gun control is a perfect case study on the role of women and how they relate 
to the issue of gun legislation. An event as well attended and widely supported as the Million 
Mom March which formed in the aftermath of the LA Jewish Community Center of 1999 
shooting specifically aimed to mobilize women to take action on the topic of gun control from a 
maternal perspective. Studying female participation in the ‘Million Mom March,’ researchers 
found that women who saw gun control as a child safety issue were more likely to participate in 
the march and participate more fully than those who saw it as a crime control issue (Piepenbrock, 
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2014). Framing gun control as a child safety issue could trigger the ‘maternal’ role, moving this 
issue into a woman’s ‘legitimate political domain’. 

In terms of the progress of pro gun control legislative policy, the success of the Million 
Mom March cannot be measured by what drew the protesters to take to the streets, maternal 
motivations or otherwise. The success also cannot be measured purely by the number of 
marchers. The impact of large protests comes from the follow-up, from what happens when all 
the marchers go home (Karan, 2005). This aspect  of the gun control movement is what has been 
lacking and hindering their ability to have institutional pull.  

Researchers tracked many of the attendees of the march and found that there were certain 
specific demographics which were drawn to the protest and they also identified the specific 
actions participants took after the march.  What they found was that almost all of the participants 
had done something, and more than 4 in 10 had attempted to get someone else involved in the 
gun issue. “Not surprisingly, people were more likely to do easy, low-cost activities than more 
demanding ones. So, more than 60 percent had worn a Million Mom March button or t-shirt, but 
only 2 percent had attempted to form a local committee on gun control.” (Stucky, 2008) The core 
of the need for my social action project  is the millions of passionate women (and men) who care 
deeply about this issue, want to support common sense gun control but aren’t confident in how to 
take impactful actions. They are busy Americans who understandably cannot think of gun 
control all the time. This book is for them.  

Another element of gun violence in America is how the conversation relates to and is 
affected by race. Black, Latina and Hispanic women face very different hardships when it comes 
to the roles guns play in their neighborhoods and communities. Often the expectation when 
discussing common sense gun control advocacy is that the this is primarily a white woman’s 
issue, however that is far from the truth (Embrick, 2016). Through my movement and book I 
hope to show the many ways women of color are and have been pushing for common sense gun 
control and highlighting their unique perspectives on the matter.  

III. Project Description and Timeline 

Part of the reason why the pro-regulation movement has lacked the ability to gain traction 
is that they only mobilize after a vast tragedy relating to gun violence, most often mass 
shootings. This cycle of flash activism is not effective at creating long term change and therefore 
it is necessary to strengthen the base of the pro-gun control movement. One of the best ways to 
mobilize large movements is through the power of art, storytelling and empathy. That is exactly 
what “Keep Gun Control on the Table” intends to utilize as its drivers for action. I am in a 
unique position as the bulk of my Social Action Project will be completed during the spring of 
2019, as opposed to the fall 2018 with the rest of my cohort as I will be studying in Florence in 
the Fall.  This extra time will allow me to build out a strong social media presence, coordinate 
support from organizations across the country and reach out to women affected by gun violence. 
I plan on reaching out to as many individuals as possible and then narrowing down which 
women I want to interview further to share their stories, so that I have an extremely diverse set of 
perspectives for the testimonial book.  

The first half of the spring semester will be compiling the photos, narratives and practical 
action steps and then publishing the physical book. I will spend the second half of the semester 
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promoting the book within the Rutgers community, online, as well as on a national scale. 
Throughout the process, “Keep Gun Control on the Table” will encourage civil discourse on 
effective gun control policy and place women front and center.  By the nature of my project, 
there is no official end date as it is not an event, so I will have flexibility in terms of the timeline. 
In that vein, please take the following timeline for my Social Action Project asa flexible outline, 
as it will significantly evolve by the time I am back on campus during spring semester: 

● MAY 2018 In the summer months, I will take the  time to speak with my faculty advisors 
within the Institute of Women’s Leadership, Rutgers Business School and Eagleton 
Institute of Politics, peers and other mentors in order to gain feedback and finetune the 
details of my Social Action Project. I will take this time to familiarize myself with the 
guidelines and procedures of the Rutgers Institutional Review Board in order to take the 
necessary measures.  

●  JUNE 2018 I will reach out to the organizations within Rutgers to meet with them and 
discuss how to best form a mutually beneficial partnership.These organizations include 
the Rutgers Chapter of the Brady Campaign, RU Progressive, NJPIRG and the Honors 
College.  I will begin the fundraising process through my partner organizations and 
possibly include running a crowdfunding campaign. Should that be the case, I will reach 
out to friends of mine who have run successful crowdfunding campaigns to be my 
videographers and editors.  

● JULY-AUGUST 2018  In July and August I intend to further my connections into 
national organizations such as the Everytown for Gun Safety, Moms Demand Action, 
Trayvon Martin Foundation and National Gun Victims Action Council. By reaching out 
to these groups I will be able to conduct some interviews with survivors of gun violence 
as well as female gun control advocates so that I can gain a comprehensive perspective 
on the issue. I intend to have many of these interviews over video or phone call in order 
to keep costs low. 

● SEPTEMBER-OCTOBER 2018 In the fall, once all the students are back on campus, I 
will be able to more heavily rely on the institutions and organizations here at Rutgers to 
start building out much of the social media presence. I will secure student photographers, 
editors and design majors to help me with the layout and content of the testimonial books. 

● NOVEMBER- DECEMBER 2018 While my partners are working on the ground here in 
New Jersey, I will continue to be reaching out online to as many individuals as possible 
through the national organizations I hope to partner with and ask them to submit stories 
of how their lives have been affected by gun violence. I will also schedule interviews to 
be completed upon my return of study abroad. 

● JANUARY 2018 By the time I am back at Rutgers, I will be prepared to utilize all those 
connections, continue to grow the social media presence and begin interviewing all of the 
women I had secured to speak with and follow up with those that I had started 
communications with.  

● JANUARY- FEBRUARY 2018 Most of January and February would be compiling the 
narratives, selecting which activist action items to include in “Keep Gun Control on the 
Table” and taking photos of any of the interviewees that we can. 
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● MARCH 2018 By March, I plan to have finished with all of the content collection and 
spend the first half of the month designing the book with my team and order the final 
products to be shipped to Rutgers. 

● MARCH-APRIL 2018 The end of March and April will be focused on selling the book, 
publicizing the mission of the movement, fully utilizing the social media communication 
channels as well as our campus partners to spread awareness and raise money through the 
book sales. I hope to showcase the book at events around campus, the state and 
potentially nationally in order to broaden my reach.  

● INDEFINITELY Depending on how successful sales are will determine the end of my 
formal project where I can be best evaluated but I hope to keep working on the mission 
long into the foreseeable future. 

IV. Organization 
The structure of my Social Action Project is unique in that it is not working within one 

organization but rather hopes to partner with many organizations on a national as well as on a 
campus level here at Rutgers. I intend to spearhead this initiative but will be bringing on many 
students and student groups in varying roles in order to accomplish the goals of “Keep Gun 
Control on the Table.” I will be partnering with the primary gun control advocacy student 
organizations at Rutgers, the Brady Campaign. The Brady Campaign at Rutgers was founded 
with the mission of of creating a safer America by cutting gun deaths in half by 2025. The 
chapter has the goals of advocating to the Rutgers University student audience about the 
importance of staying politically updated, taking a stance, and working to spread the word of the 
horrors of gun violence in the United States, making it a highly compatible partner for my social 
action project. I have already reached out to the president of the Brady Campaign at Rutgers and 
she is eager to support the project.  

I will also collaborate with national organizations such as the Everytown for Gun Safety 
and Moms Demand Action in order to find women to share their stories as well as to promote 
their missions. Everytown for Gun Safety is a movement of Americans fighting for 
common-sense reforms to reduce gun violence and Moms Demand Action for Gun Sense in 
America was created to demand action from legislators, state and federal; companies; and 
educational institutions to establish common-sense gun reforms. Both of these organizations 
have very well established chapters in New Jersey and would likely be interested in supporting 
my mission through connecting me to other women across the country. I will use these channels 
as methods of promoting and selling the book and potentially donate the money back to these 
organizations at the end of the project. By partnering with these organizations I will be able to 
gain more media acknowledgement and elevate the project to a national scale.  

In addition to student groups and national gun control activist organizations, I will partner 
with larger institutions at the University. As a highly involved Rutgers University student leader, 
I have established relationships with the Honors College, Rutgers Business School, Douglass 
Residential College as well as the Institute for Women’s Leadership. I plan on utilizing these 
relationships to expand my project’s reach and in order to recruit team members to support my 
efforts. Within Rutgers I see myself being able to partner with IWL, Eagleton, Rutgers Business 
School, Honors College, Center for American Women in Politics, Center on Violence Against 
Women and Children and any other institution on campus that could advance the “Keep Gun 
Control on the Table” effectively. Similarly to the national organizations, the Rutgers institutions 
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will play an integral role in supporting the crowdfunding campaign in the initial phases of the 
project. The broader the movements reach is here at Rutgers and nationally, the better for our 
cause and for the women whose stories we are sharing. These partner organizations will be 
crucial in running events to publicize the book and will support the goals of the mission both 
monetarily as well as with human resources.  

 
V. Evaluation 

One of the most significant strengths of the structure of my Social Action Project, “Keep 
Gun Control on the Table,” is its ability to be effectively evaluated. I will be able to accurately 
quantify the impact of my book and social  media movement on various planes. The amount of 
money I am able to raise through book sales, how many women’s stories I am able to collect and 
share, the breadth of reach on social media as well as how much publicity I was able to stir for 
the campaign are all strong indicators of the projects success (Braman, 2015). I intend to receive 
feedback from my peers, design team, campus partners as well as faculty advisors frequently 
throughout the duration of my project so that I am able to put the feedback to use immediately. A 
common mistake many organizers fall into is waiting till the end to ask for that feedback and I 
plan on avoiding making that misstep.  

In terms of the impact of the book itself, I will reach out to as many of the consumers of 
the testimonial book to receive their feedback and conduct focus groups to better understand how 
it has shaped people’s thinking as a whole. If I decide to crowdfund as a source of raising money 
for the project, then I will have the feedback of those who donate to the campaign as well as 
being able to see the reach through the number of individuals who donate. Evaluation is 
extremely important to the success of my project because I chose it Over time, the true value of 
the book will become more clear to the individuals and movement as a whole as my project is 
targeting long term sustainable impact, not simply that initial read-through and reaction. 
 
 
 
VI. Budget 

My current goal is to sell 500 books and from my initial research into customizable 
testimonial books that will cost around $7,500 to publish. I am asking the IWL to support the 
project with seed funding of $500, all of which will be going towards the cost of the books 
themselves. There will likely be additional expenses relating to transportation for interviewing 
the women for the narrative component of the book. I plan on sourcing the rest of the funds 
through other partner organization, corporate sponsorships as well as discounts I hope to receive 
from the book publisher themselves. Another avenue for fundraising which I am considering is 
crowdfunding the books which if done well could serve both the purpose of spreading awareness 
through building publicity while raising funds. By selling the books at $35, I will be able to raise 
$10,000 for organizations supporting women affected by gun violence as well as impact the lives 
of hundreds of individuals through the sharing of stories.  
VII. Conclusion 

Looking forward I am extremely optimistic and excited about the potential impact of this 
project. I firmly believe it is contributing a much needed voice to the conversation and that the 
book itself will be reaching people and touching hearts for years and years to come. The political 
action items will inspire people to organize marches, sign petitions, lobby their representatives 



Pomeranz 11 

and most importantly listen to those around them that have been impacted by gun violence the 
most, women. We are in a critical time for gun regulation in America, instead of shutting down 
after each horrible mass shooting, it is time to effectively mobilize so that this remains a 
discussion until necessary political actions are taken. 
Women have a crucial role to play in the evolution of this cause. The time for change is now.  
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Sarah Pomeranz 
February 19th, 2019 
Social Action Project 
Sasha Taner 

Reflection 1 
 

Nonfatal Gun Use in Intimate Partner Violence: A Systematic Review of the Literature 
Susan B. Sorenson and Rebecca A. Schut 
 

The first article I read from my bibliography is the one Dr. Laura Johnson sent me, 
“Nonfatal Gun Use in Intimate Partner Violence: A Systematic Review of the Literature.” 
Overall, I found the article to be a quite insightful overview of all research on the topic of IPV 
and nonfatal gun use. Most people certainly think of homicide when thinking about gun violence 
and which can account for the relatively little research on the subject of intimate partners’ 
nonfatal gun use against women. Some of the key findings from the article include the following: 
About 4.5 million U.S. women have had an intimate partner threaten them with a gun and nearly 
1 million have been shot or shot at by an intimate partner. That is quite a significant percentage 
of the general population and research consistently shows that women are more likely than men 
to be killed by an intimate partner in the United States.  

The general population has a notion of the motives and method of common gun 
homicides but the reality for female victims is that they frequently involve IPV as the motive and 
guns as the method. Women are 2–21⁄2 times as likely to be murdered by a male intimate with a 
gun than to be killed by having been shot, stabbed, strangled, bludgeoned, or attacked in any 
other way by a stranger. These murderers and not unknown perpetrators, rather they are the men 
in women's lives who own guns or have access to them. That leads me to another interesting 
point by Sorenson and Schut, women who had (vs. had not) purchased a handgun were more 
than twice as likely to be killed by an intimate partner. U.S. civilians are more likely to have 
guns, particularly handguns, than are residents of other high-income countries which only 
contributes to our high rates of nonfatal gun use in instances of IPV.  

One aspect of the article I specifically appreciated for my Social Action Project is the fact 
that they included actionable steps and policy advice such as policies designed to keep guns out 
of the hands of abusers should be expanded to consider the nonfatal use of a gun. The article 
strongly advocated that more effective procedures for implementing existing domestic-violence 
related laws about gun purchase and possession merit exploration. They also posited that the 
implementation of expanded background checks might reduce an abuser’s opportunity to obtain 
and use a gun against an intimate partner and, thus, increase women’s safety and well-being. The 
article concluded that evaluations of policies and procedures to reduce abusers’ access to guns 
need to assess the degree to which the policies and procedures were implemented as intended. 
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Mothers Against Gun Violence and the Activist Buffer- Dubisar, Abby M. 

The second article from my bibliography shared many insights directly related to women 
and the prevention of gun violence with a specific look at the organization Mothers Against Gun 
Violence. The article opens with a quote from  Elaine Richardson’s “Protect and Serve”, 
“Female contribution to knowledge making must be recognized to give a fuller understanding of 
the world in which we live.” I could not agree more and that quite succinctly sums up my motive 
for the Social Action Project. The article discusses the one occasion when the public pays 
attention to African American women is upon the tragic deaths of their children. Specifically, 
mothers of urban homicide victims face important rhetorical moments that facilitate how 
individuals and urban communities respond to such violence. There is a lot of pressure on these 
women to feel they must effectively utilize their position of sorrow to advocate for reform.  

“Mothers Against Gun Violence and the Activist Buffer”  utilizes the terminology of 
Buffer rhetorics to describe how these women harness their position as mothers to be effective 
advocates.  Buffer rhetorics include these characteristics: 1. An embodied position committed to 
responding to violence in manners adaptable to various audiences. 2. A networked tactic for 
activism that enables individuals to both address their audiences as spokespeople while also 
unifying a community to express love and support for one another, often through public 
mourning and grief. 3. A stance that ranges from presence to direct action, able to be mediated 
online as well as in person. The author uses the mother of Emmett Till as a clear example of how 
the characteristics of buffer rhetorics appear as activists strategize ways to put themselves 
between public audiences and perpetrators and their victims and mourners. 

MAGV’s has a unique approach of focusing on the lives of young people potentially 
caught up in gun violence, not the guns themselves or the access available to such weapons. 
Their emphasis on being present in neighborhoods and sites of homicides demonstrates that 
presence can be a powerful persuasive strategy. Many aspects of MGV are in line with my 
project including the sentiment that the pain of gun violence endures even when news coverage 
of a specific incidence of gun violence ends. Moms Rising, who also contribute to legislative 
change, uses their website to invite visitors to offer personal stories of experiencing gun violence 
and works to address multiple social justice issues. These initiatives and others all offer various 
and overlapping ways to respond to gun violence, both locally and nationwide.  
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The Socialization of Conflict and Its Limits: Gender and Gun Politics in America. 

The third article is one of the original ones I read when looking into the issue of the need 
for women to be more vocal in regards to gun violence. The article mainly centers around the 
idea that gun rights groups have had little success in persuading women to become “pro-gun” in 
attitudes or behaviors.  Simultaneously, gun regulation groups have mobilized their female 
sympathizers but not enough to offset the political engagement of pro-gun men. The findings 
suggest that civic identities, organizational capacities, and countervailing pressures constrain 
efforts to socialize conflict through persuasion and mobilization. The “woman problem” facing 
gun rights organizations is the problem of persuasion: of creating a space within the gun culture 
for women and convincing them that it is in their interest to join. The persuasive challenges are 
formidable: public opinion polls consistently find that women favor gun regulation at 
significantly higher rates than men. Though this is changing in many ways in terms of the 
political party having increasing influence over gender.  

Meanwhile, pro-gun advocates have faced a challenge of persuasion, pro-regulation 
groups have had a problem of mobilization. These groups have sensed for some time that 
winning policy battles often requires demonstrating the same sustained, grassroots energy that 
has given gun rights groups political clout in Washington and many state capitals. Women, 
especially mothers, have a long history of social reform efforts and could constitute that 
grassroots base, but they traditionally have been undermobilized relative to their interest in the 
gun regulation issue. The dearth of mobilized women as a key reason behind the “missing 
movement” for gun control in America. That said, gun reform advocates have tried intermittently 
to mobilize women by combining maternal and feminist identities into novel frameworks of 
collective action. 

The key to my Social Action Projects success will be in its ability to effectively mobilize 
these women who are already pro-gun regulation but who see their role right now as passive. 
MAGV demonstrate the power and effectiveness of women and mothers in particular when 
united behind this cause and if every woman who was pro-gun regulation was half as mobilized 
as parents of victims than we might have a very different gun landscape. The NRA has been 
somewhat effective in its goals of persuading more women to be pro-gun but the numbers are 
still vastly pro-regulation for women. The narrative book will ideally capture a variety of 
perspectives in terms of experience but also in terms of suggestions for activism and progress.  

Sarah Pomeranz 
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March 4th, 2019 
Social Action Project 
Sasha Taner  

Reflection 2-MomsRising.com  

MomsRising is a non-partisan organization that is working to bring together millions of 
people who share a common concern about the need to build a more family-friendly America. 
MomsRising is working to create both cultural and legislative change, on both the national and 
state levels. While the movement has many campaigns, I will specifically focus my analysis on 
the section of their website dedicated to Gun Safety. The headline of this section describes the 
campaign as, “Fighting for common-sense solutions to reduce the terrible daily toll gun violence 
takes on American families and communities.”  

Gun Safety  

I found it particularly fascinating that the organization chose the terms Gun Safety to 
title this topic as opposed to terms such as “gun control,” which is what they are advocating for, 
or “gun violence” which is what they are fighting against. The term Gun Safety evokes a very 
different reaction from readers and in conversation so I am sure this was an intentional decision. 
I believe this is worth evaluating given the importance of the language I am using in my 
materials.  

Action 
Items  

One aspect that immediately stood out to me about their website was how action-oriented 
all of their content is. Every aspect of their website has some form of Call to Action to encourage 
more people to get involved with the various causes they work on and their gun safety section is 
no different. Some of the action items they feature include: “Tell Congress to pass universal 
background checks!”, “Members of Congress must pledge to reject donations from the NRA and 
gun industry PACs!” and most interestingly to me is the “Take Action and Tell Your Story for 
Comprehensive Gun Safety Reform.” The site offers a platform for people to submit their own 
personal gun safety story citing that one in five people has experienced or knows someone who 
has experienced gun violence. Not only do they ask for the story, but they provide the context for 
why the stories are so beneficial “We need real stories to fuel the momentum for policy reform. 
We need every member of Congress to pay serious attention to gun safety and get behind 
comprehensive reform!” I definitely want to replicate the model of expressing the need for 
personal narratives in this type of policy battle.  
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Personal 
Narrative  

The article on the momsrising.com site that best reflects my project is one by the title “I 
Will Never Forget That Day.” The article tells the story of Aaliyah Eastmond’s experience 
during the Parkland Shooting and is extemely compelling. Moms Rising does a great job of 
interweaving Aaliyah’s personal experience, with her testimony in Congress and the articulation 
of a need for better background checks. I really hope to incorporate similar models of 
integrating narratives, with contextualizing larger needs and actionable items such as writing to 
district representatives, signing petitions and registering to vote.  

Top#5Actions of the Past 
Week  

The last section of the momsrising.com website featured on the Gun Safety section that 
is compelling is the “Top#5Actions of the Past Week.” This is a weekly blog article where they 
round up action items from all of their various campaigns and highlight the most pressing and 
urgent ones. This past week they included “5. Call Congress & Tell Them #LoveNotBullets - 
Pass Universal Background Checks now!” which is particularly timely considering the one-year 
anniversary of Parkland. They include a script and website link to identify the proper number to 
call in order to reach your representative. I appreciate how they synthesise all of their content in 
order to combat complacency.  

Overall, there is a lot to be learned from the Moms Rising website from their 
intentionality of language to actionable items and focus on making their content as digestible for 
the audience as possible. I hope to incorporate many of the same aspects into my final project 
and it is an important lens to have while going into interviews.  
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Sarah Pomeranz 
March 26th, 2019 
Sasha Taner 

Reflection 3 
 

From Gun Politics to Self-Defense Politics: A Feminist Critique of the Great Gun Debate. 

This article calls attention to a problematic binary produced by public debates 
surrounding gun rights and gun control—namely, that women must choose armed self-protection 
or no self-protection at all. There were so many important points and issues raised in this article 
that I found to be relevant to my SAP, that is is difficult to summarize them all. The author, 
Jennifer Carlson,  argues that both anti- and pro-gun discourses, drawing on and reproducing 
race and class privileges, use assumptions about women’s physical inferiority to further their 
agendas. She highlights how both sides have used guns as the proxy for self-defense and 
concludes by calling for a shift in public discourse to focus on the broader question of the right to 
self-defense rather than the narrower question of gun rights. Early on Carlson sets the stage by 
mentioning the increasing wave of individuals who are affirming the right to own firearms and 
specifically the increase of women who fall within this category. According to Gallup polls, 
although half as many women own guns as men in the United States, women in 2011 opposed a 
ban on handguns in greater proportion than their male counterparts in 1991. I find this to be a 
really significant finding especially if the goal of the project is to be advocating for gun control. 
By recognizing the current positioning of the demographic I am targeting, I will hopefully be 
able to better reach them and advocate for those needs.  

Carlson also focuses on how on both sides of the great gun debate, there is a consistent 
subtext: On their own, women are intrinsically too physically weak to thwart a man’s attack. Of 
course, it is only the gun lobby that offers a way out of this “pacific” presumption: Women 
should be armed, preferably with guns. Yet, what both sides fail to acknowledge is the data that 
indicate women are capable of effective, physical, unarmed resistance. This of course is 
problematic for the pro-gun lobby but it is also not a favorable one for the gun control lobby 
because if women are not inherently weak and frail, they are capable of using guns safely and 
effectively. The last and potentially most important of Carlson’s points is how crucial 
approaching the topic of gender and gun violence from an intersectional perspective truly is. 
Poor women of color, for example, are more likely to be victims of crime and also more likely to 
suffer from lack of police protection. They are also more likely to be treated with suspicion as to 
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whether they are worthy victims. While these inequalities are largely ignored in gun control 
advocacy, I need to ensure that in my interview process and the final product definitely is 
incorporating the realities of this cross section and does not address gun violence as somehow a 
white woman’s issue. 

Modeling Facts, Culture, and Cognition in the Gun Debate 

The article authored by Donald Braman, Dan M. Kahan, and James Grimmelmann is 
different from the other articles I have read and analyzed for the SAP because it is not coming 
from a gendered lens but rather asks the question of whether empirical data can generate 
consensus about how to regulate firearms. The authors presented evidence that individuals’ 
cultural worldviews explain their positions on gun control more powerfully than any other fact 
about them, including their race or gender, the type of community or region of the country they 
live in, and even their political ideology or party affiliation. From this foundation, they inferred 
that culture is prior to facts in the gun debate: empirical data can be expected to persaud 
individuals to change their view on gun policies only after those individuals come to see those 
policies as compatible with their core cultural commitments. When I first read the article, I found 
their assertions to be somewhat counter intuitive but upon further examination I really think this 
is a key success metric and factor that has to be accounted for while designing the book. At the 
end of the day, if we are trying to spark a more active movement of citizens passionate about gun 
control, then it is crucial to build concensus and establish cultural common ground. The most 
valuable finding from their research was that the contribution culture makes to cognition could 
potentially be harnessed to generate broad, cross-cultural consensus. In other words, if gun 
policies can be framed in terms that are expressively compatible with diverse cultural 
worldviews, the motivation to resist compelling empirical evidence will dissipate, and 
individuals of diverse cultural persuasions can be expected rapidly to converge in their beliefs 
about what policies are best. The authors suggest at the end of their article that constructing a 
new, expressively pluralistic idiom of gun control should be the first priority of policy-makers 
and analysts if they, like I am, are interested in promoting the adoption of sound gun policies. 
My task then becomes if I want to take on the challenge of writing a narrative that can reach a 
culturally broad audience in the hopes of appealing to more people’s cultural sensibilities.  

The  “Great American Gun Debate” is not really one debate but two. The first is 
empirical. Gun-control supporters argue that the ready availability of firearms diminishes public 
safety by facilitating violent crimes and accidental shootings; control opponents reply that the 
ready availability of guns enhances public safety by enabling potential crime victims to ward off 
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the violence. The second debate is they argue is cultural. Control opponents (who tend to be 
rural, southern or western, Protestant, male, and white) venerate guns as symbols of personal 
honor, individual self-sufficiency, and respect for social authority. Control supporters (who are 
disproportionately urban, eastern, Catholic or Jewish, female, and African American) despise 
firearms, which to them symbolize the perpetuation of illicit social hierarchies, the elevation of 
force over reason, and collective indifference to the well-being of strangers. Understanding the 
current climate and forces at play is crucial for developing content that reaches the heart of these 
two debates rather than address symptoms.  
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Sarah Pomeranz 
April 9th, 2019 
Sasha Taner 

Reflection 4 
 

All's Fair in Love and War--Or Is It? Domestic Violence and Weapons Bans 

Now that I am further along in my research experience, I am able to analyze the 
documents within the larger context of conversations happening surrounding to gun violence and 
gun control. The author, Margeret Price, does have a clear bias but I still believe her main points 
are worth noting. Price emphasizes that domestic violence is endemic in our culture. Researchers 
estimate that between 12 and 60 percent of wives are abused by their partners during the 
marriage and of the victims of domestic abuse, 90 to 95 percent are women. The article mentions 
the scary reality that some suggest there is no real problem of domestic violence and that abuse 
only continues only because women tolerate it and do not leave when in fact it is more dangerous 
for a woman to try to leave her abuser than to stay. “Each year, approximately 1.5 million US 
women are raped, physically assaulted, or both, by their intimate partners.” Although only 4 
percent of male murder victims were killed by intimates, 33 percent of women murder victims 
were killed by intimates.  

Unsurprisingly, the situation becomes even more deadly when guns are in the mix. 
Domestic assaults involving firearms are 12 times more likely to be fatal than those not 
involving firearms. In 1966, Congress added the Lautenberg Amendment which made it illegal 
for a person convicted of a misdemeanor domestic violence offense to possess a firearm. An 
important issue raised by the article was that many people affected by federal gun bans have no 
idea the laws exist. Furthermore, many local judges won’t employ this amendment or employ it 
in a way that makes it impossible to be enforced. The repercussions can be as severe as 
disempowering the very victims they are intended to help. Often the victim does not want the 
offender arrested or put in jail— she just wants him to stop abusing her.  

Though when two-thirds of domestic violence homicides involve guns, it becomes worth 
asking the question of whether it is futile to even attempt to regulate guns in America? We have 
200 to 250 million firearms in private circulation. However, although there are enough guns for 
every adult to have one, most people in the United States do not own guns. In fact, three-quarters 
of all US adults do not own a gun meaning that the people who do own guns tend to own more 
than one. Given the substantial cost of gun violence to society—estimated at $1 million per 
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gunshot injury—Price concludes that programs to curtail their illegal use would be a worthwhile 
investment to society. While I am glad that she came to such a conclusion after looking at the 
gun violence landscape, the issues she raises in regards to judges not enforcing laws, 
disempowering the victims and the realities of intentionally false allegations (quite common in 
custody battle) means that some of the more obvious policy solutions might not be nuanced 
enough to address the needs of the great gun debate.  

Domestic Violence and Firearms: A Deadly Combination of the Juxtaposition of Federal 
and Florida Laws. 

 Much of the “Domestic Violence and Firearms: A Deadly Combination of the Juxtaposition of 
Federal and Florida Laws” article echos the main points and figures of All’s Fair in Love and 
War. The main point being that national studies confirm the fact that firearms and domestic 
violence are a deadly combination. They again reiterate that family and intimate assaults 
involving firearms are 12 times more likely to end in a fatality than those not associated with 
firearms. Some of the other key statistics include the fact that households with guns are almost 
eight times more likely to involve a firearm homicide by a family member or intimate 
acquaintance than homes without guns. Two-thirds of intimate partner homicides in the U.S. are 
committed using guns. One-fourth of intimate offenders killed themselves after killing the victim 
with a gun. 

Just as we have seen with several other articles, the boyfriend loophole is brought up by Karan 
and Stampiella here too. They specify that federal law defines “intimate partner” as the spouse of 
the person, former spouse of the person, a parent of a child of the person, and/ or a person who 
cohabitates or has cohabited with the person. Notably, dating relationships, where the partners 
have never resided together, are not included. As the late U.S. Senator Paul Wellstone has often 
been quoted as saying, “[All too often], the only difference between a battered woman and a 
dead woman is the presence of a gun.”  

Overall the author’s take a positive approach saying that gun control laws can enhance domestic 
security within the family context. Federal firearm laws have been described as an “aggressive 
policing tool needed to combat gun violence in . . . [local] communities.” Both the Florida 
Legislature and the U. S. Congress have taken steps to ensure that the criminal justice system 
provides safety to victims of domestic violence while holding perpetrators accountable for their 
actions. The Florida Legislature, however, also intends to prevent the use of firearms in crimes. 
As the statistics reveal, there is always potential danger or lethality in cases involving domestic 
violence where allegations involve the use or possession of firearms. Therefore the authors 
emphasized the importance in the articles asks whether the perpetrator carries, owns, or has 
access to firearms, or has ever made threats or inflicted physical harm upon anyone with a 
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weapon of any kind. The possession of a firearm, by itself, may not raise a “red flag,” but when 
found in combination with other lethality indicators, such as the presence of obsessive 
possessiveness, extreme jealousy, rage and/ or depression over separation, increase in frequency 
of violence, stalking behaviors, death threats, and perceived betrayal, there is a legitimate reason 
for concern and to take action. As former President Bill Clinton stated, “If you’re stalking or 
harassing women or children, you shouldn’t have a gun. If you commit an act of violence against 
your spouse or your child, you shouldn’t have a gun.” Regardless of the policy proposals that I 
set forward, states such as Florida will always be emphasizing the fact that the right to bear arms 
must be protected for lawful citizens. Equally important though to that valuable right, however, 
must be restricted for those who commit acts of domestic violence. Every American deserves the 
right to be safe in his or her own home. 
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Budget Report 

Expenses: 

Gas for Interviews- $70 

Parking for Interviews- $30 

Marketing of Book- $300 

Prototypes of the Book- $50 
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NOTE: 

1. This protocol uses the term, “research” whereas some disciplines prefer and/or methodologies            
dictate other terms such as “pilot”, “evaluation”, “inquiry”, “methodologies”, “investigation”,          
“probing”, “examination”, “case study”, “ethnographic approach”, “planned methods”, etc. 

2. This protocol uses the term, “subjects” whereas some disciplines prefer and/or methodologies            
dictate other terms such as “participants”, “key informants”, “stakeholders”, “respondents”,          
“groups”, “individuals”, etc. 

3. This protocol uses the term, “data” whereas some disciplines prefer and/or methodologies dictate             
other terms as “observations”, “narratives”, “stories”, qualitative outcomes”, “content analysis”,          
“ideas/knowledge share”, “source documents”, “artifacts”, “findings”, etc. 
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1.0 Research Design 
  
1.1 Purpose/Specific Aims 
 The goal of this is to collect female narratives pertaining to gun violence, explore their unique experiences                 
and perspectives and raise awareness of actionable steps that can be taken to achieve common sense gun control. 
A. Objectives 
 The overall objectives of this study are engage as many Americans, specifically women, as              
possible in order to shift the trajectory of the gun control issue which has been moving further away from gun                    
control initiatives in the past several decades. The outcome of this study will be the creation of a compilation of                    
stories from women affected by gun violence, in the form of a testimonial book. The distribution of this book will                    
contribute to the gun legislation conversation in an impactful way, amplify women’s voices and keep gun control on                  
the table for years to come. 
 
B. Hypotheses / Research Question(s) 
Gun violence affects different populations in America in very different ways and women experience a unique                
relationship with guns. To read any set of statistics about guns in the United States is to read about men. Surveys                     
typically assess gun ownership by household, meaning that if one person keeps a gun, his or her choice ends up                    
representing the preference of everyone in the home. Counting by household silences the voice of whoever lost the                  
debate, if there was one. In the important and demographically lopsided issue of gun ownership, the silenced voice                  
usually belongs to a woman. As such, the purpose of this project is to conduct an exploratory, qualitative study on                    
the lived experiences, policies, and perceived effectiveness of gun control nationally with the goal of identifying                
policy strengths, challenges, and potential markers for measuring future gun control success. 
  
1.2 Research Significance (Briefly describe the following in 500 words or less): 
Whereas women make up only 13 percent of victims of gun homicide nationwide, they made up 51 percent of                   
victims of mass shootings between 2009 and 2014. About two-thirds of the women who lived in households with                  
guns reported that their partner had used the gun against them, most often by threatening to shoot or kill the woman.                     
Women in the United States are eleven times more likely to be murdered with guns than women in other                   
high-income countries. When it comes to gun violence, the most dangerous place for a woman in the developed                  
world is America. 
  
Gun violence affects different populations in America in very different ways and women experience a unique 
relationship with guns. Gun lobbyist see women as the future of their movement and they choose to focus on the self 
defense benefits of guns, even using a ‘feminist’ argument that guns can play the role of equalizer in abusive 
relationships. To read any set of statistics about guns in the United States is to read about men (Carlson, 2018). 
Surveys typically assess gun ownership by household, meaning that if one person keeps a gun, his or her choice ends 
up representing the preference of everyone in the home. Counting by household silences the voice of whoever lost 
the debate, if there was one. In the important and demographically lopsided issue of gun ownership, the silenced 
voice usually belongs to a woman. 
 
Unfortunately, the power of these decisions lies in the few, but wealthy hands of the gun lobbies, especially the 
National Rifle Association. Members of the NRA comprise a group of Americans who hold gun rights near and dear 
to their hearts and has done everything in their will power to defend those rights, ensuring no policy ever comes 
close to limiting these rights. American women exemplify more of any demographic group the gap between a high 
level of public support for gun control and the low level of political activity. For decades, women have been far 
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more likely than men to favor gun control, but considerably less likely than men to do anything to further their 
preferences (Stucky, 2008). This reality has several practical implications in how the battle for gun regulation is 
fought. Even though the gun control lobby has the significantly larger pool of supporters, in terms of donations, 
campaigning and lobbying, the Second Amendment advocates and the NRA are vastly more effective at winning 
over GOP congressional votes, where it arguably counts the most. The result of these efforts has meant public 
opinion, state-level laws, and Supreme Court decisions, over the past several decades, have increasingly affirmed the 
right to own firearms. Since the 1960’s our country has seen several massive protests for common sense gun control, 
however these bursts of involvement have not proved themselves sustainable and have lacked the necessary 
momentum, centralized financial investment and skill set to overpower established entities such as the NRA (Goss, 
2017). 
 
  
1.3 Research Design and Methods 
  
This proposed qualitative study will utilize interviews with key stakeholders to determine the current state of gun 
violence and gun control efforts within the United States with a focus on: 1) the current realities of gun violence 
within the United States; 2) how gun violence impacts women uniquely; 3) Recommendations for effective gun 
control advocacy and policy ; 4) How to measure the success of gun control policies; and 5) Any other information 
relative to the subject matter of the study. 
  
A. The first phase of the research project shall include a comprehensive literature and website review to gain an 
understanding of the role and history of gender as pertaining to conversations surround gun violence and gun control 
efforts. During the second phase of this project, which is the focus of this IRB application, 5-10 interviews with key 
stakeholders involved with working with survivors of gun violence and academic thought leaders. These key 
stakeholders may include domestic violence organization staff, professors, or other relevant professionals or 
advocates involved in gun violence excluding victims. Participants will be recruited via email, telephone or social 
media. A copy of the recruitment language is attached (see Attachment 3). 
  
Key stakeholder interviews will be conducted face-to-face, by telephone, or through an internet hosted program. 
Interviews will be scheduled at mutually agreed upon locations at a convenient time for key stakeholders. Interviews 
will last approximately one hour. 
  
Prior to the interview, participants will read and sign the consent outlining the purpose of the study, the nature of 
their participation, privacy, audio-taping procedures, and the right to withdraw from the study. Participants who 
complete the interview via phone or through an internet-based program (e.g. Zoom) will receive their informed 
consent forms via email more than 24 hours before and will be asked to send them back by email to the interviewer 
prior to the interview. All participants will be asked to complete a questionnaire providing personal and professional 
demographic information such as gender, age range, race/ethnicity, education level, professional position, and length 
of employment. 
  
During the interview, a member of the research team will take detailed notes. In additional, all interviews will be 
audio recorded. The notes will be converted into an electronic format. The notes and recordings will then be 
compared for accuracy. 
  
We do not anticipate that there are any risks to participation in this study. Risks have been minimized as much as 
possible. Participants will be informed of their rights when reading and signing the consent form. Participation is 
strictly voluntary and the information will be used to improve advocacy efforts and policies for implementing 
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common sense gun control. Participants will be informed that the study will not be confidential nor anonymous and 
that they may choose not to answer any question or stop the interview at any time. 
B. Each key stakeholder will be invited to participate in one interview, which will last approximately one hour. 
  
1.4 Preliminary Data 
There is currently no preliminary data available. 
  
1.5 Sample Size Justification 
Approximately 5-10 participants will be recruited into this study. Interviews will continue until the researchers reach 
saturation; in previous studies we have found that this tends to occur around 10 interviews. This number would also 
allow us to interview key stakeholders from a range demographics and lived experiences that shaped their 
perspectives of gun violence differently. 
  
1.6 Study Variables 
A. Independent Variables, Interventions, or Predictor Variables 
N/A 
B. Dependent Variables or Outcome Measures 
N/A 
  
1.7 Specimen Collection as a Primary Source 
N/A 
  
1.8 Interviews, Focus Groups, Surveys, and/or Observations 
A. Administration 
1. Key stakeholder interviews will be conducted face-to-face, by telephone, or through an internet hosted 
program. Interviews will be scheduled at mutually agreed upon locations at a convenient time for key stakeholders. 
Interviews will last approximately one hour.  A researcher will reach out to key stakeholders via phone or email with 
an invitation to participate in the interview. 
  
▪   Timing and Frequency 
Interviews will begin in upon receipt of IRB approval. Interviews will take approximately 60 minutes and will be 
scheduled according to the key stakeholders’ schedules. Approximately 5-10 interviews will be conducted. The start 
time will be documented at the end of the interview and that amount that the interview takes will be tracked for 
rigor, as well as to ensure participants’ time is respected. 
  
Interviews will be conducted by a member of the research team and prior to beginning data collection, interviewers 
will be trained in on the interview guide, how to engage with key stakeholders before, during, and at the conclusion 
of an interview. 

▪   Location 
Interviews will be conducted either face-to-face, by telephone, or using an internet hosted program. Face-to-face 
interviews will be conducted in a mutually agreed upon location and at a convenient time for key stakeholders. 
Potential meeting locations could include coffee shops, private offices, or in a library. 

▪   Procedures For Audio  Recording 
During the interview, a member of the research team will take detailed notes. In additional, all interviews will be 
audio recorded. Additional information on the audio recording is available on the consent form; participants can 
decline to be audio recorded during the interview. The notes and recordings will then be compared for accuracy. 
 Person Identifiers 
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No aspect of the study will be held as confidential, as the testimonial book necessitates transparency in the 
perspectives being offered. That being said, every Key Stakeholder will be informed that the study is not 
confidential nor anonymous- prior to the interview and maintain the right to withdraw from the study at any point in 
the process and to strike specific statements from the record. 
B. Study Instruments 

▪   Interviews will be laid out in writing and clearly explained to subjects before the interview 
process. The interview guide (see Attachment 7) includes a script that researchers will use 
during their introduction to the interview following the informed consent. The interview guide 
will include questions around the following areas: 1) the current realities of gun violence 
within the United States; 2) who gun violence impacts women uniquely; 3) Recommendations 
for effective gun control advocacy and policy ; 4) How to measure the success of gun control 
policies; and 5) Any other information relative to the subject matter of the study. 

  
  
2.0 Project Management 
  
2.1 Research Staff and Qualifications 
The Center on Violence Against Women and Children, a Rutgers University office with extensive experience in 
conducting campus surveys and conducting research on violence against women including campuses sexual 
violence. The Principal Investigator of this study is Laura Johnson, PhD, MSW. Ms. Johnson is a Assistant Research 
Professor at the Center on Violence Against Women and Children. She has been the principal investigator and/or 
project coordinator for a number of studies within the Center and has provided oversight to students and staff 
working on these projects. Ms. Johnson has ten years of experience in the field of violence against women and her 
research interests include law enforcement responses to domestic violence. 
2.2 Research Staff Training 
All staff on the research protocol will be CITI certified and have a familiarity with all elements of the research 
protocol. The research team will also receive additional training on conducting interviews, reviewing informed 
consent, and maintaining confidentiality. 
2.3Resources Available 
A. Facilities 
All interviews will be conducted face-to-face at a location of the key stakeholders’ choosing (such as a coffee shop 
or private office). As part of the Center on Violence Against Women and Children, the Principal Investigator has 
access to a work phone that can be used to conduct interviews, along with the program Zoom. Zoom is an internet 
hosted meeting program; individuals can be invited to participate in meetings through Zoom at no cost. Zoom 
interviews will be both video and audio (as per the preference of the key stakeholders being interviewed). However, 
only audio will be recorded and saved. Zoom has this functionality. 
B. Medical Or Psychological Resources 
The research team does anticipate any risks nor will this interview trigger anxiety nor distress for key stakeholders. 
  
2.3 Research Sites 
This research will either take place at the Center on Violence Against Women and Children or other private 
locations’ of the key stakeholders choosing. 
  
3.0 Multi-Site Research Communication & Coordination 
N/A 
  
  
4.0 Research Data Source/s 



Pomeranz 32 

  
4.1 Primary Data: Subjects and Specimens 
Interviews will take approximately 60 minutes and will be scheduled according to the key stakeholders’ schedules. 
Approximately 5-10 interviews will be conducted. Purposive sampling will be used to identify the key stakeholders 
to be interviewed. In addition, snowball sampling will be used to identify additional individuals who should be 
interviewed. 
  
4.2 Subject Selection and Enrollment Considerations 
A. Recruitment Details 
Participants will be recruited via by a member of the research team by being sent the recruitment flyer by email. A 
copy of the recruitment language is attached (see Attachment 3). Recruitment will begin when IRB approval for this 
protocol has been received. 
  
B. Source of Subjects 
Subjects will consist of key stakeholders involved with issues pertaining to gun violence. Recruitment will begin 
with key stakeholders known to the research team and will include researchers or service providers with expertise in 
the area of gun violence.  Snowball sampling will then be used to identify other key stakeholders. 
C. Method to Identify Potential Subjects 
Subjects will be identified based on their involvement with issues pertaining to gun violence. Stakeholders from 
diverse range of professions, ages and perspective will be selected as to accurately represent the state of women and 
gun control throughout the state. 
D. Subject Screening 
Subject screening will entail confirming that the individual identified is involved with issues pertaining to gun 
violence This will be done in the initial recruitment email, the recruitment flyer, sent by a member of the research 
team. 

▪   Inclusion Criteria 
The target population for this study is individuals involved with issues pertaining to gun violence throughout the 
United States. Individuals may include domestic violence organization staff, professors, or other relevant 
professionals or advocates involved in gun violence excluding victims. 

▪   Exclusion Criteria 
Victims of gun violence will not be included in the study at this time. 
E. Recruitment Materials 
Individuals will be recruited via email and sent the recruitment flyer. This will ensure only specific key stakeholders                  
who have been identified in advance will be contacted. A copy of the language that will be used for recruitment is                     
attached (see Appendix 3). 

▪   Lead Site Recruitment Methods 
N/A 
  
4.5 Number of Subjects 
A. Total Number of Subjects 
10 
B. Total Number of Subjects If Multicenter Study 
N/A 
  
4.6 Consent Procedures 
A. Consent 

▪   Documenting Consent 
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For the in-depth interviews, participants will read and sign a consent form prior to the start of the interview. 
Additionally elements of the consent form such as audio recording, and right to withdraw will be verbalized by the 
facilitator before the start of the interview. 

▪   Waiver of Documentation Of Consent 
N/A 

▪    Waiver or Alteration of Consent Process 
N/A 

▪   Destruction of Identifiers 
N/A 

▪   Use of Deception/Concealment 
N/A 
B. Consent Process 
▪       Location of Consent Process 
For face-to-face interviews, the consent process will take place at the research site selected by the key stakeholder. 
For online and phone interviews, the consent form will be provided to the key stakeholder by email at least 24 hours 
prior to the interview. Key stakeholders will be asked to review these forms and return them to the interviewer by 
email signed prior to the interview. The information on the consent form will then be reviewed verbally at the 
beginning of the interview. 
▪       Roles for Individuals Involved in Consent 
A member of the research team will verbalize and obtain consent prior to beginning the interview. 
▪       Coercion or Undue Influence 
Before beginning the interviews, participants will read and sign the consent outlining the purpose of the study, the 
nature of their participation, audio-taping, and potential benefits to participating in the study. Because there is no 
incentive being offered, there no direct benefit to participating in the study. 
  
4.7 Special Consent/Populations 
A. Minors-Subjects Who Are Not Yet Adults 
▪       Criteria for Consent of Minors 
N/A 
B. Non-English Speaking Subjects 
Those enrolled will be English speaking. 

▪   Process for Non-English Speaking Subjects 
N/A 
C. Economic Burden and/or Compensation for Subjects 

▪   Expenses 
There are no anticipated expenses to the key stakeholders for their participation. Participants are invited to select an 
interview location convenient for them as to minimize any burden associated with travel. 

▪   Compensation/Incentives 
There will be no compensation for participation. 
D. Risks and Benefits to Subjects 

▪   Description of Subject Risk 
List the reasonably foreseeable risks, discomforts, hazards, or inconveniences to the subjects related the subjects’ 
participation in the research. 
Risks to participants have been minimized as much as possible. The only inconvenience the key stakeholder may 
experience is that associated with making time to participate in a one-hour interview. However, because the study is 
voluntary, key stakeholders who believe they would be inconvenienced by participation have the right to refuse 
participation. Participants will be informed in advance that their participation in this study will not be confidential 
or anonymous. However, participants are only being asked to share general descriptive information about 
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themselves and their opinions around gun violence. Key stakeholders will also maintain the right to withdraw from 
the study at any point in the process and to strike specific statements from the record. 
  
If applicable, comment specifically on risks of including someone who may have an existing psychological/physical 
condition or disorder. 

N/A 
a. Other foreseeable risks may include risks associated with a possible loss of             

confidentiality. 
This study is not confidential or anonymous. 
b. For observational studies, consider whether the observation could include sensitive 

information. Consider the impact of the presence of a researcher. Detail whether 
individuals will be identifiable based on the data collected. 

The individuals will be identifiable but will not be expecting confidentiality so this is 
not a risk. 

▪   Risks to Non-Subjects 
N/A 

▪   Minimizing Risks 
Risks have been minimized as much as possible. Participants will be informed of their rights when reading and 
signing the consent form. Participation is strictly voluntary and the information will be used to improve advocacy 
efforts and policies for implementing common sense gun control. Participants will be informed in advance that their 
participation in this study will not be confidential or anonymous. However, participants are only being asked to 
share general descriptive information about themselves and their opinions around gun violence. Key stakeholders 
will also maintain the right to withdraw from the study at any point in the process and to strike specific statements 
from the record. 
  

▪   Certificate of Confidentiality (CoC) 
N/A 

▪   Potential Benefits to Subjects 
The only potential benefits participants may derive from this study is the knowledge that their responses will help  to 
improve advocacy efforts and policies for implementing common sense gun control. 
  

▪   Provisions to Protect the Privacy Interests of Subjects 
Participants will only participate in an interview if they are interested in doing so. Their interactions will be limited 
to interacting with members of the research team as part of the recruitment and interview process. 

▪   Research Team Access To Subject Data 
N/A 
  
4.8 Secondary Data 
A. Chart/Record Review Selection 
N/A 
B. Secondary Specimen Collection 
N/A 
  
5.0 Special Considerations 
  
5.1 Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act (HIPAA) 
N/A 
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5.2 Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA) 
N/A 
  
5.3 General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR) 
N/A 
  
5.4 Code of Federal Regulations Title 45 Part 46 (Vulnerable Populations) 
Review the following guidance to ensure you have provided sufficient information when specific populations are 
included in your research study. 
A. “Special" Classes Of Subjects 

▪ Pregnant Women: see guidance Toolkit (HRP-412) 
▪ Neonates: see guidance Toolkit (HRP-413) 
▪ Neonates of Uncertain Viability: see guidance Toolkit (HRP-414) 
▪ Prisoners: see guidance Toolkit (HRP-415) 
▪ Children: see guidance Toolkit (HRP-416) 
▪ Cognitively Impaired Adults: see guidance Toolkit (HRP-417) 

  
6.0 Research Data Protection and Reporting 
  
6.1 Data Analysis 
The PI and research team will conduct all analysis. All interviews will be recorded, and notes taken will be 
compared to the audio recording to confirm accuracy. 
Provide a power analysis. (As applicable, e.g. quantitative research) 

N/A 
Describe the steps that will be taken secure the data (e.g., training, authorization of access, password protection, 
encryption, physical controls, certificates of confidentiality, and separation of identifiers and data) during storage, 
use, and transmission. 

During the interview, a member of the research team will take detailed notes. In additional, all interviews 
will be audio recorded. The notes will be converted into an electronic format and the notes and 
recordings will then be compared for accuracy. 
Describe any procedures that will be used for quality control of collected data. 

N/A 
A.   Describe how data be handled study-wide: 

▪       What information will be included in that data? 
The information collected in the interviews in the form of demographics and will be secured and destroyed once the 
study and publications are completed. Electronic information including audio recordings and transcriptions of the 
interviews will be kept on a University secure server; the audio file of the interview will be deleted from the audio 
recorder once the file has been saved to the University secure server; the audio recorder will be stored in a locked 
office until the file on it is destroyed. The actual data collected from the interviews will focus on gun violence 
policy. 
▪       Where, how, and for how long will the data will be stored? 
Notes will be converted into an electronic format and paper documents will be destroyed. The audio recordings will 
be transferred to a secure university server and then deleted from the audio recorder. The audio recording will be 
stored electronically on a university server only accessible to research staff with a password. Any notes or data 
collected for this study will be permanently deleted from the secure electronic file after three years upon completion 
of the research project. 
▪       Who will have access to the data? 
Only members of the research team will have access to the data. 
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▪       Who is responsible for receipt or transmission of the data? 
The research team is responsible for the receipt of the data. 
▪       How will the data will be transported/shared? 
 The interview audio recordings and notes will be kept by research team members after completion of the interview. 
The interviews will be audio recorded and later reviewed by member of the research team at the Center on Violence 
Against Women and Children. Electronic information including audio recordings and transcriptions of the 
interviews will be kept on a University secure server; the audio file of the interview will be deleted from the audio 
recorder once the file has been saved to the University secure server; the audio recorder will be stored until the file 
on it is destroyed. 
  
6.2 Data Security 
During the interview, a member of the research team will take detailed notes. In additional, all interviews will be 
audio recorded. The notes will be converted into an electronic format and paper documents will be destroyed. The 
audio recordings will be transferred to a secure university server and then deleted from the audio recorder. The audio 
recording will be stored electronically on a university server only accessible to research staff with a password. The 
notes and recordings will then be compared for accuracy. Any notes or data collected for this study will be 
permanently deleted from the secure electronic file after three years upon completion of the research project. 
  
6.3 Data and Safety Monitoring 
A. Periodic Data Evaluation 
N/A 
B.  Type of Data Evaluated 

N/A 
  
6.4 Reporting Results 
A. Sharing of Results with Subjects 
Individual results will be shared with the key stakeholders involved with the study, as well as other stakeholders and 
the public through the form of the testimonial book. 
B. Individual Results 
Individual results will be shared with the key stakeholders involved with the study, as well as other stakeholders and 
the public through the form of the testimonial book. 
C. Aggregate Results 
N/A 
D. Professional Reporting 
Professional reporting will include submissions to peer-reviewed journals and academic conferences. To make the 
information more palatable, the testimonial book be created. 
  
7.0 Data and/or Specimen Banking 
A.     Storage Methods 
If data or specimens will be banked for future use, describe: 
▪   Where the specimens will be stored? 
▪   How long they will be stored? 
Any notes or data collected for this study will be permanently deleted from the secure electronic file after three years 
upon completion of the research project. 
▪   How the specimens will be accessed? 
Access to the data will be restricted to members of the research team. To retrieve the data, research team members 
must open the file in the password protected file on the secure university server. 
▪   Who will have access to the specimens? 
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Only members of the research team will have access to the data. 
B.     Storage Data 
N/A 
C.     Releasing Data/Specimens 
N/A 
  
8.0 Other Approvals/Authorizations 
N/A 
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Recruitment Letter 

Subject:  Project about Stories of Women Affected by Gun Violence 

 Dear ____, 

 My name is Sarah Pomeranz and I am a Leadership Scholar through the Institute of Women’s 
Leadership at Rutgers University under the leadership of Laura Johnson, an Assistant Research 
Professor at the 

Center on Violence Against Women and Children at Rutgers University. I am working to curate, 
market and organize a compilation of stories from women affected by gun violence, in the form 
of a testimonial book. The book is titled, “Give Gun Control a Shot: The Stories of Women 
Affected by Gun Violence.” In order to tell an authentic and comprehensive story,  I am reaching 
out to women from a wide range of backgrounds and experiences, collecting their testimonies, 
sell the book and donate the proceeds to women-led organizations supporting women affected by 
gun violence. In addition to the stories of these individuals, the book will include specific action 
items for the reader to further the cause. 

I am reaching out to you [insert how individual’s name was obtained] and would like to speak 
with you to learn more about your perspectives regarding women and gun violence and gun 
control. More specifically, the interview will focus on women’s unique perspectives of gun 
violence; how the conversations around gun control have evolved; actionable steps people can 
take to advocate for common sense gun control; and how to measure program success.  

 We would like for you to participate in a face-to-face interview; we anticipate that the interview 
will take no more than an hour to complete. Participation is completely voluntary and the 
expectation is we would use your name and some demographic information in our final 
testimonial book.  We expect to interview up to 10 key stakeholders such as yourself.  

Should you have any questions, please let us know.  If you are willing to be interviewed, please 
let us know when would be a convenient time for you over the next 2-3 weeks. We would be 
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willing to come to your office or meet you wherever you would feel most comfortable. Thank 
you in advance – we look forward to speaking with you soon. 

 Thank you,  [signature] 

CONSENT TO TAKE PART IN A RESEARCH STUDY 
  
TITLE OF STUDY: Keep Gun Control on the Table: Stories of Women Affected by Gun 
Violence 
Principal Investigator: Laura Johnson, Ph.D, Assistant Research Professor at the Center on 
Violence Against Women and Children at Rutgers University. 
  
  

STUDY SUMMARY: This consent form is part of an informed consent process for a research study 
and it will provide information that will help you decide whether you want to take part in this study. 
It is your choice to take part or not. The purpose of the research is to: collect female narratives 
pertaining to gun violence, explore their unique experiences and perspectives and raise awareness of 
actionable steps that can be taken to achieve common sense gun control. If you take part in the 
research, you will be asked to discuss your experiences working with and about women who have 
survived gun violence and thoughts on how to better advocate for gun control. Your time in the 
study will take approximately an hour. Possible harms or burdens of taking part in the study have 
been minimized as much as possible and possible benefits of taking part include the fact that your 
responses will help to improve advocacy efforts and policies for implementing common sense gun 
control. Your alternative to taking part in the research study is not to take part in it. 

  
The information in this consent form will provide more details about the research study and what 
will be asked of you if you choose to take part in it. If you have any questions now or during the 
study, if you choose to take part, you should feel free to ask them and should expect to be given 
answers you completely understand.  After all of your questions have been answered and you 
wish to take part in the research study, you will be asked to sign this consent form. You are not 
giving up any of your legal rights by agreeing to take part in this research or by signing this 
consent form. 
  
Who is conducting this research study? 
Dr. Laura Johnson is the Principal Investigator of this research study.  A Principal Investigator 
has the overall responsibility for the conduct of the research. However, there are often other 
individuals who are part of the research team. 
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Dr. Laura Johnson may be reached at: 
The Center on Violence Against Women & Children 
390 George Street, Suite 408 
New Brunswick, NJ  08901 
(848) 932-4367 
  
The Principal investigator or another member of the study team will also be asked to sign this 
informed consent.  You will be given a copy of the signed consent form to keep. 
  
  
Why is this study being done? 
The purpose of this study, “Keep Gun Control on the Table: Stories of Women Affected by Gun 
Violence,” is to collect female narratives pertaining to gun violence, explore their unique 
experiences and perspectives and raise awareness of actionable steps that can be taken to achieve 
common sense gun control. 
  
Who may take part in this study and who may not? 
Individuals may include domestic violence organization staff, professors, or other relevant 
professionals or advocates involved in gun violence excluding victims. 
  
Why have I been asked to take part in this study? 
We feel you have a unique perspective pertaining to gun violence, and we hope to explore your 
unique experiences and perspectives and raise awareness of actionable steps that can be taken to 
achieve common sense gun control. 
  
How long will the study take and how many subjects will take part? 
Approximately 5 to 10 subjects will participate in the study and each individual’s participation 
will last approximately one hour. 
  
What will I be asked to do if I take part in this study? 
As part of this project, we will be conducting interviews with key stakeholders to determine the 
current state of gun violence and gun control efforts within the United States, including program 
coordinates, volunteer advocates, and domestic violence liaison officers. The interviews will 
provide an opportunity for you to discuss your experiences working with and about women who 
have survived gun violence and thoughts on how to better advocate for gun control. The 
information you provide will not be confidential and your name will be tied to your testimony. 
  
What are the risks and/or discomforts I might experience if I take part in this study? 
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The risks for your participation in this study have been minimized as much as possible. Please 
know that you may choose to not answer any of these questions if you do not want to describe 
your experiences. 
  
Are there any benefits to me if I choose to take part in this study? 
The benefits of taking part in this study may be that your responses will help to improve 
advocacy efforts and policies for implementing common sense gun control. However, it is 
possible that you may not receive any direct benefit from taking part in this study. 
  
What are my alternatives if I do not want to take part in this study? 
There are no alternative treatments available.  Your alternative is not to take part in this study. 
  
How will I know if new information is learned that may affect whether I am willing to stay 
in the study? 
During the course of the study, you will be updated about any new information that may affect 
whether you are willing to continue taking part in the study.  If new information is learned that 
may affect you after the study or your follow-up is completed, you will be contacted. 
  
Will there be any cost to me to take part in this study? 
No, there will be no costs to you and we will work around your schedule. 
  
Will I be paid to take part in this study? 
You will not be paid to take part in this study. 
  
How will information about me be kept private or confidential? 
The data collected from these interviews will not be confidential nor anonymous. This means 
that any of the information you share during an interview will not be confidential, and that all 
statements will be connected with your name and organizational affiliation. I will remind you 
that your answers will not be confidential at the beginning of our interview, and you may also 
ask me questions about what this lack of 
confidentiality means. You are welcome to not give an answer to questions that you would not 
like to be connected to yourself or your organization. You may choose to not participate, and you 
may stop participating at any time during the interview. There will be no penalty for stopping 
your participation. You may choose not to answer any questions with which you are not 
comfortable. You may also request to strike specific statements from the record. 
 
  
What will happen if I do not wish to take part in the study or if I later decide not to stay in 
the study? 
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It is your choice whether to take part in the research. You may choose to take part, not to take 
part or you may change your mind and withdraw from the study at any time. 
  
If you do not want to enter the study or decide to stop taking part, your relationship with the 
study staff will not change, and you may do so without penalty and without loss of benefits to 
which you are otherwise entitled. 
  
You may also withdraw your consent for the use of data already collected about you, but you 
must do this in writing to Dr. Laura Johnson at 390 George Street, Suite 408 New Brunswick, NJ 
08901. 
 
  
Who can I call if I have questions? 
If you have questions about taking part in this study or if you feel you may have suffered a 
research-related injury, you can call the study doctor: Laura Johnson, Ph.D, Assistant Research 
Professor at the Center on Violence Against Women and Children at Rutgers University (848) 
932-4367 
  
If you have questions about your rights as a research subject, you can call the IRB Director at: 
New Brunswick/Piscataway ArtSci IRB (832)235-2866 or the Rutgers Human Subjects 
Protection Program at (973) 972-1149. 
  
You will be given a copy of this consent form for your records. 

Sign below if you agree to participate in this research study: 

Name (printed):  ___________________________________ 

Signature: ________________________________________ Date ____________ 

Principal Investigator Signature: _______________________ Date ____________ 

  

Audio Addendum to Consent Form 

You have already agreed to participate in a research study, “Keep Gun Control on the Table: 
Stories of Women Affected by Gun Violence,” conducted by Sarah Pomeranz under the 
leadership of Laura Johnson. We are asking for your permission to allow us to use audio 
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recording as part of that research study. Please note, if you do not consent to be audio recorded, 
we will not be able to include direct quotes from you in the study. 

The recording(s) will be used to ensure that your experiences and answers are accurately 
represented. Audios will be transcribed and later compared with notes so that the text responses 
can be analyzed. Only researchers will have access to the record. If you say anything that you 
believe at a later point may be hurtful and/or damage your reputation, then you can ask the 
interviewer to rewind the recording and record over such information OR you can ask that 
certain text is removed from the dataset/transcripts. 

The recording(s) will be stored in a locked office in a locked cabinet and deleted once audio 
recording files have been transcribed and reviewed. 

Your signature on this form grants the investigator above permission to record you as described 
above during participation in the above-referenced study. The investigator will not use the 
recording(s) for any other reason than that/those stated in the consent form without your written 
permission. 

Name (printed):  ___________________________________ 

Signature: ________________________________________ Date ____________ 

Principal Investigator Signature: _______________________ Date ____________ 

……………………………………………………………………………………… 

Form explained and witnessed by:  _____________________________ Date ____________ 

Researcher Contact Information 

Laura Johnson, Investigator 
Center on Violence Against Women & Children 
390 George Street, Suite 408 
New Brunswick, NJ  08901 
(848) 932-4367 
ljohnson@ssw.rutgers.edu 
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Attachment 7 

Keep Gun Control on the Table: Stories of Women Affected by Gun Violence 

Stakeholder Interview Guide 

1) Interviewee Full Name and Position: ____________________ 

2) Today’s Date: ____ / ____ / ______ 

 mm dd      yyyy 

3) Please indicate your age group: 

a) 20-30 

b) 31-40 

c) 41-50 

d) 51-60 

e) 60+ 

  

4) What is your gender? 

a) Female 

b) Male 

c) Other 

  

5) What is your racial or ethnic background? (please check all that apply) 

a) White 

b) Black of African-American 
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c) American Indian/Alaska Native 

d) Asian 

e) Native 

f) Hawaiian/Other Pacific Islander 

g) Other (please specify): _____________________ 

  

6) What is your education level? 

a) Completed some high school 

b) High school graduate 

c) Completed some college 

d) Associate’s degree 

e) Bachelor’s degree 

f) Master’s degree 

g) Ph.D, law or medical degree 

h) Other (please specify): ____________________ 

  

  

  

What is the interview start time: ____________ 

  

We are conducting a series of interviews to learn more about women’s perspectives on gun 
violence and effective methods for advocating for gun control. We are conducting this 
interview to examine: 
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(1)  The current realities of gun violence within the United States; 

(2)   How gun violence impacts women uniquely; 

(3)  Recommendations for effective gun control advocacy and policy ; 

(4)  How to measure the success of gun control policies; and 

(5)  Any other information relative to the subject matter of the study. 

You will be one of approximately 5-10 participants interviewed as part of this study. It is our 
hope that through collecting your insights, suggestions, and perspectives, we will be able to 
promote a more comprehensive understanding of the issue better advocate for effective policy. 

  

I am going to ask you a series of questions about your experiences and involvement in issues 
pertaining to gun violence and gun control advocacy. You may refuse to answer a question at 
any time and may also end this interview at any time. 

  

Because you are willing to be audio recorded, I am going to turn on the audio recorder now. If 
you want to have the audio recorder turned off at any point, please feel free to let us know. 

  

OR 

  

Because you are not interested in being audio recorded, we will be taken comprehensive notes 
during the interview. 

  

As a reminder, the data collected from these interviews will not be confidential or anonymous. 
This means that any of the information you share during an interview will not be confidential, 
and that all statements will be connected with your name and organizational affiliation. You 
are welcome to not give an answer to questions that you would not like to be connected to 
yourself or your organization. You may choose to not participate, and you may stop 
participating at any time during the interview. There will be no penalty for stopping your 
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participation. You may choose not to answer any questions with which you are not 
comfortable. You may also request to strike specific statements from the record. 

  

7)    To begin, can you tell me a bit about how guns, gun violence, and gun culture, in general, has 
played a role in the work you do? 

i) How did you first get involved? 

ii) How did you come to be interested in this line of work? 

iii)   What was your earliest memory of the subject? 

8) How has your perspective changed on gun violence and gun control over the course of 
your career? 

i) What are some of the trends that have become prominent in how gun issues are thought 
about? 

ii) What have been the most significant challenges in working on gun issues? 

iii)   What are the rewarding aspects of your line of work? 

9) How do you think gun violence impacts woman differently and how have you seen that 
be the case? 

i) Where do you see the most significant differences along gender lines in regard to the 
issues? 

ii) Why do you think women’s voices are so underrepresented? 

iii)   Why is it important for this different perspective to be heard? 

10) What needs to happen for real progress to be achieved in decreasing gun violence? 

i) What steps can be taken by everyday individuals to bring about change? 

ii) Where have you seen efforts been most fruitful and who is most successful at bringing 
about change? 

iii)   How can other people best combat complacency on the issue of gun control advocacy? 
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11) If there is one key takeaway that you have from your own experiences working with/on 
victims of gun violence what would that be? 

i) What is the second key takeaway? 

12) What is an everyday step people could take to better inform themselves? 

i) If you could encourage everyone to engage in one specific activity to advocate for gun 
control that would result in the most significant change, what would that activity be? 

13) What is something you wish more people knew about the effects of gun violence? 

i) Who do you think needs to hear it the most? 

ii) How would you go about getting this information to them? 

iii)   What is a common misconception people have? 

14) Do you have any other comments or questions about this project? 

  

15) If there is anyone you work with or know who also works in this line of work whom you 
think might be interested in participating in this study, please provide them with our contact 
information. Also, if you can think of anyone that we might contact for participation in this 
study, please provide us with their name and contact information (email address/phone number).  

  

What is the interview end time: ____________ 
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Organization List 
 

1. Center on Violence Against Women and Children 
a. Contact: Director - Sarah McMahon- smcmahon@ssw.rutgers.edu- 

b. Website:https://socialwork.rutgers.edu/centers/center-violence-against-women-a
nd-children 

2. Mom’s Demand Action- New Jersey 
a. Contact: newjersey@momsdemandaction.org 
b. Website: https://momsdemandaction.org/ 

3. Everytown for Gun Safety 
a. Contact: Mackey Read, Special Projects Manager at Everytown for Gun Safety- 

LinkedIN 
b. Website: https://everytown.org/ 

4. Brady Campaign Rutgers 
a. Contact: President/Founder- Lauren Kaminskas- lauren.kaminskas@rutgers.edu  

5. Brady Project 
a. Contact: Max Samis media@bradymail.org  
b. Website: http://www.bradycampaign.org/contact 

6. Eagleton  
a. Contact: Ruth Mandel ruth.mandel@rutgers.edu 
b. Website:.eagleton.rutgers.edu 

7. The coalition to stop gun violence 
a. Contact: khicks@csgv.org 
b. Website: https://www.csgv.org/ 

8. Gun Victims Action 
a. Martha Rosenberg- Secretary- National Gun Victims Action Council- 

editor@gunvictimsaction.org 
b. Website: http://gunvictimsaction.org/ 

9. Gun Violence Survivors Foundation 
a. Info- info@gvsfoundation.org 
b. Website: http://gvsfoundation.org/ 

10. The Rebels Project 
a. Heather Egeland- Therebelsproject@hotmail.com 
b. http://therebelsproject.org/ 

11. Women Against Gun Violence 
a. General Contact programs@wagv.org 
b. http://wagv.org/ 

12. Women’s Voices Raised 
a. General Contact gunsolutions@womensvoicesraised.org 
b. Womensvoicesraised.org 

https://socialwork.rutgers.edu/node/251
mailto:smcmahon@ssw.rutgers.edu
https://socialwork.rutgers.edu/centers/center-violence-against-women-and-children
https://socialwork.rutgers.edu/centers/center-violence-against-women-and-children
mailto:newjersey@momsdemandaction.org
http://www.bradycampaign.org/contact
https://www.csgv.org/
http://gunvictimsaction.org/
mailto:info@gvsfoundation.org
http://gvsfoundation.org/
http://therebelsproject.org/
mailto:programs@wagv.org
http://wagv.org/
mailto:gunsolutions@womensvoicesraised.org
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13. Gifford’s Law Center 
a. lawcenter@giffords.org 
b. https://lawcenter.giffords.org/ 

14. Prevention Institute 
a. Dana Fields-Johnson- dana@preventioninstitute.org 
b. www.preventioninstitute.org 

15. Women for progress 
a. Erin Chung- Linkedin 
b. Womenforprogress.org 

 
 

https://lawcenter.giffords.org/
mailto:dana@preventioninstitute.org
http://www.preventioninstitute.org/
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Key Correspondence
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Sampling of Interview Transcripts 

Ann Treadaway’s Interview- April 14th  
 
S: How has guns or gun violence or gun culture played a role in the work that you do? 
 
A: So I wouldn't say that gun violence and culture but the exposure to guns is applicable 
because I served in the military and I work with a military Affiliated population which means that 
all the students who are currently serving or who have served in the military have you had to 
use a weapon. so that would be my exposure. 
 
S: How did you first get involved with this role specifically? 
 
A: I am a veteran myself who served for 5 years and while I was working on my Master's 
Degree I began working at the Veterans Services Center at the institution that I was at  
 
S: And were you always interested in doing this type of work? 
 
A: No, not until I started working with veterans it kind of just happened naturally. 
 
S: In terms of your earliest memory of the subject any guns in the community or any memories 
of that from your youth? 
 
A: No none for my youth my father was a fireman so we had no weapons in the house we had a 
retractable crossbow because my father hunted with a bow and arrow but that's not exactly... it's 
incredibly hard to use in general. I never shot a gun until I was in the military. 
 
S: So that was your first introduction to guns? 
 
A: Yes. 
 
S:  Where did you grow up by the way? 
 
A: Pearl River, New York. 
 
S: Upstate? 
 
A: It's 20 miles north of New York City so everyone says that it's up state because it's north of 
New York City but it's right next to Bergen County. 
 
S: How has your perspective on gun violence and gun control change over the course of your 
career if it has it all? 
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A: I wouldn't say it's necessarily changed at all,  but I would say there's a value in learning about 
gun safety which the military is very big on before they even give you ammo they teach you how 
to use a rifle or an M16 which is what I was issued and most service members are so they give 
you a gun safety course, an operation course  where they teach you how to take apart your gun. 
how to take apart your weapon the components of it you have to know everything about it how 
many rounds it can fire how far I can go effectively.  there's a lot of steps before you're even 
allowed to shoot a rifle so I think that's a valuable thing that you have to go through all of this 
before they hand you one. 
 
S: Do you think that should be applied for civilians as well to some capacity or full capacity? 
does it strike you that it's easier to access a gun when you're outside of the military then 
compared to when you're in the military? 
 
A: The only thing I would say or feel comfortable saying is that I like that's part of the military you 
know what it should be in civilian life I'd rather not State an opinion on. 
 
S: Fair enough. What are some of the trends that have become prominent and how gun issues 
are thought about in terms of what you're aware of? 
 
A: Connected to the military...  I can't think of anything specific again a lot of servicemembers I 
know that there's a lot of holistic we talked about for veterans  comprehensive therapies and 
some of that has to do with service animals that we talked about Equine Therapy Recreation 
outdoor sports but also there's a lot of veterans who participate in shooting clubs.  there is a 
level of therapeutic aspect to that one as well that's more recreational and of course that's a 
controlled situation .  
 
S:I don't know if this has been specific to your experience and terms some challenges that you 
faced in working with this population pertaining to gun issues if that relates to your experience? 
 
A: I've been working with veterans since 2010 and I haven't had any encounter or exposure to 
gun violence and veterans in my work and you know I've heard of you know accidents that you 
here in the news but nothing particularly specific to 2 I mean maybe premeditated violence I 
have not heard anything like that. 
 
S: What are some of the rewarding aspects of this line of work? 
 
A: Helping veterans transitioning it's a very small population that serve in the military it's only 
half of 1% of the population have served in the military since 9/11 so that is a large veteran and 
civilian disconnect and divide it's rewarding to kind of bridge that and educate the Rutgers 
community in general about service members especially traditional college-age students are 
unlikely to know someone who is served. 
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S: Yeah I don't know anyone who's served I mean my grandfather back in World War II which is 
a little different. how do you think gun violence impacts women differently? This doesn't 
necessarily have to be specific to your roll I mean how have you seen this to be the case? 
 
A:  I mean I don't know enough about this is not an area I know a lot about besides for what you 
hear in the news weather because of domestic violence who is more prone to violence men or 
women and if they're more prone to physical violence are they more likely to use something to 
commit that violence whether that be a gun or another weapon I don't know enough to really 
make any comment on it. 
 
S: Okay where do you see the most significant differences along gender lines for the issue I 
know it's a pretty similar question.  do you believe that women's voices are underrepresented on 
the issue and if so why do you think that's the case? 
 
A: I think women's voices are often underrepresented and a lot of things and it's just society's 
expectation of our roles so women are often associated with not being knowledgeable about 
Weaponry or guns well you don't know enough about. it if it's an area or subject matter where 
men have dominated or that's just more associated with mad and masking and masculinity then 
maybe that's one of the reasons why women's ideas and rolls are underplayed and maybe that's 
why they're perspectives aren't sought-after. 
 
S: Can you talk about what you mentioned before in terms of your the difference between your 
opinion and your brother's opinion? 
 
A: Sure I have an older brother who has a few guns and likes to hunt and his opinion is that he 
should be allowed to have any weapon that the military has because it's in our Constitution and 
there should be no reason the military has something that he doesn't have and I disagree. I 
think that there's a reason the military and law enforcement have the weapons that they have 
and I don't necessarily think that he needs those because I can't understand why that would be 
recreational? or what way is that would be connected to hunting maybe if it was a sports club 
and that was something and you are specifically going to fire. but my opinion of what my brother 
thinks is that the government there's a level of paranoia about what the government can take 
and how do you defend yourself and so I don't know if there is a connection with him for that 
which is why he thinks he should be on an even playing field but I don't think that my brother is 
going to learn how to fly an Apache helicopter so why should he have these guns. there's a 
reason that the military has these things they have a roll and a job to do that that's why they 
have these weapons. 
 
S: What do you think needs to happen for Progress to be achieved in decreasing gun violence 
in the US? 
 
A:  I don't know if I have enough experience or knowledge about its answer that but I would say 
we do live in a very polarizing time and some people feel very passionately on one end or the 
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other and I don't know if we're at a point or how we can get to a point where we're actually 
engaging in a conversation where we could have a compromise or meet in the middle and 
sometimes I think that the media in general and this is all types of media I would say Pro or 
against they kind of fan those Flames which are just showing us the divide the polar emphasis 
and not were there can be these conversations that are realistic conversations and fair 
questions to ask. I think maybe I don't have to be town halls but the more education somebody 
has the guns in general and the more bringing together of individuals with opposing views to 
have a facilitated conversation but not just on the internet that's not going to have her people 
are just going to attack you for being pro or against I think someone recently told me were called 
the “call-out generation”.  
 
S: Call out generation?  
 
A: Write more so that it's just that your generation or a little younger instead of engaging in 
discussion and talking there is a while you're this you know because then you're putting 
someone on the defense for how do they engage you know so my brother and I have very civil 
conversations because I'm not insulting his belief about something I'm just disagreeing and and 
we're family and that makes it easier and that but I completely disagree but at least we can get 
to the point where we're just like I hear your point but I just don't think we're at that point with a 
lot of things. 
 
S: Do you think your experience has been shaped in similar perspective on that in terms of 
military having access to these things by your veteran experience 
 
A: Does I would say if anything and it's not specifically unique to for veterans have to there's 
unique about service in the country that someone who doesn't serve doesn't get I mean 
someone is in the Americorps or the Peace Corps or one organization along those lines who 
does service in the country get this experience but nobody else gets exposed to this walks of life 
in this country like you mentioned that you went overseas and not many people will get the 
opportunity to do that.  when was last time you went to Kansas? 
 
S: I was in Kentucky over spring break but I've never been to Kansas? 
 
A: And where were you in Kentucky like Nashville? 
 
S: I mean Nashville was where we were got where I was going for spring break but I did go to 
like Horse Cave Kentucky to just you know as a road trip. 
 
A: Did you engage with people from there? 
 
S: I tried to but you know it was really interesting. 
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A: It's very interesting exposure that you get when you're in the military I serve with people from 
all over the country people I still know from Washington state Wisconsin Arizona I went to 
Navajo Nation to visit a friend who grew up there who I served with that exposure to different 
ideas different reasons that you might not have considered for whatever opinion they have and 
that's something that's really nice that happens in the service. not just a gun topic but in general 
that exposure makes you think about things in different ways it allows you to be open to different 
perspectives more so than most people are right now.  
 
S: Exposure is good.  so what steps do you think could be taken by everyday individuals to 
bring about change that would be more the happy medium that you discussed? 
 
A: I think engaging with people of opposing views. and making sure it's Sybil Don't engage with 
people who have a shirt like r i buy gun out of my cold dead hands that's not someone who 
probably wants to engage in a conversation but finding someone who you can engage who has 
a different opinion on the topic or you can sit down and be civil and have that conversation you 
don't have to walk away agreeing but you're much more likely to understand where they're 
coming from and you never know what someone going to walk away with someone might see 
your point of view and you might find it more likely they're going to compromise. 
 
S: Given the reality that we know that this being a specific issue an issue not that much of public 
opinion because the majority of Americans do support Common Sense gun control given that 
reality the public support so what steps have to be taken for the government's actions to be 
representative of that public opinion? 
 
A: I think it's voting I mean I think that you're also talking about even though there's a majority of 
Americans who might support it where do the majority of Americans live? 
 
S: In cities if that's what you're referencing. 
 
A: They live on the coast right so this Comes Back Down 2 are we barely are evenly 
represented in the government and the scientist tries to address that but that's something and 
so if you have I'm thinking of there is a congressperson and I can't remember their name Who 
represents more people that is Settlers of North and South Dakota combined so if you have four 
senators in North and South Dakota who happened to be in a country or in a region of the 
country that does more hunting and its more common okay to have a weapon in the home and 
it's part of their culture because we have different cultures across the United States and they 
represent two states its that's for votes two senators per state and then you have one Congress 
person in California that represents the larger majority  more people and more people are four 
common sense and we're also saying common sense but what is common sense mean? 
 
S: It's a literal policy layout it's like 90% of Americans support. 
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A: But having that conversation right there are people who don't understand what is meant by 
Common Sense gun reform and are being told possibly and they're getting their information 
from somewhere that they can't have the guns they have and that's not a true interpretation so 
there's four vote there in the Senate and there's one congressional representative the majority 
of the people might understand and agree that there should be common sense gun reform but 
that's why I'm back to this and Broad topics a conversation between people because right now 
the way that our government works it doesn't matter if you get a 90% of the public or even more 
no one's going to vote against their interests of getting re-elected and that's the sad truth and 
even though they should be strong wILLED.  and like hey I'm going to vote for this because it's 
the right thing we need to do better about finding the percentage of people that don't figuring out 
where they are and then engaging those conversations there is what I would think.  
 
S: Are you advocating then for Congressional redistricting in terms of issues related to how 
representative the government is? 
 
A: No I mean I would say that's the reality of what the situation is like representation wise I'm not 
advocating for redistricting I think it should be reflective of the population and I'd like to see that 
but what I would say is that there are majority of use and that the most likely way to get any 
reform is to not worry as much you got 80% of the population to agree it's about finding the 11% 
and engaging with them because it's the 11% who are holding up you might be part of the NRA 
Court Lobby's they all are but movement if the people who represent that 11% hearing directly 
from their constituency because people engage with them and then they were like oh yeah I 
could vote for that.  and that person would then say it doesn't matter if I'm going to lose money 
from the NRA or from this group because I'm going to lose the election because they're not 
going to vote for me it's more of a pragmatic approach do I think that 89% should be enough in 
this particular situation of course I do but obviously it's not happening.  right so if it's not 
happening just like in the military you have a mission to complete a task something gets in your 
way you have to come up with another way to complete the mission I would say it sometimes in 
our topics we get so stuck that we're not looking for alternatives to get to where we need to be 
does that make sense? 
 
S: I totally make sense.  my feeling is though I just do question as to whether the 11% would 
make a difference but that's my own personal hold up I think the larger hold-ups are the reality 
of the funding sources of the campaigns they have so much money behind them that sometimes 
you would just be surprised. 
 
A: Well think of it this way what's the name of a gun manufacturer? Let's say that the 11% what 
do you do with money when you get money in politics and so that you could do ads and run 
their campaigns.  if you don't know the candidate because they can't pay for a TV spot they 
couldn't hold a rally that you don't vote for them because you don't know who they are that's 
what they want the money that's why they take them out there's other ways I mean why don't 
you just challenged as to how much money people can get that's another way of doing this.  it's 
another way to solve it but the reason 11% matters is because the knows that candidate that 
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candidate might have an opinion off of the money that they're getting from the NRA and that's 
the information that they know and that's the candidates that they go for so that's why the 11% 
matters.  more informed that 11% is there's something that's holding them back in the service to 
we work together as a team and we have to complete something so that 11% still matters we 
can't just we have to engage with them because what we're doing right now what's happening 
right now nothing's moving forward then it's time to change tactics. 
 
S: And you see that as a conversation change? 
 
A:  I think conversation in general because it's very disheartening to see the country as divided 
as we are now as much as gun violence or gun topics is on a lot of different topics and it's 
because we don't know the perspective of the other person we don't know where they're going 
to the information or we're not engaging with them and who has time maybe I only have time to 
watch the news for an hour and then I really seeing it other than that I really exposed to it and 
we're villainizing the other side both of us so you know someone who's believes that I should 
have the same amount of weapons as the government has if that person is only hearing that the 
other side wants to take their guns that's all they know they're going to be against it right 
because they're informed and no one's engage with them on the topic.  that's why I get so 
aggressive with each other and I get why because with my brother and me we feel so 
passionately about it it's not because we're looking for them to change their minds but if you feel 
attacked for your opinion is the sunset instead of hearing the conversation stops so I wonder if 
we just need to have more of a conversation because obviously there's a tension on it look at 
the students in Parkland they're doing amazing things and advocating and they're bringing 
attention to something in a way that's never been brought before anything that's a change agent 
in what's happening. But if you're someone who not one of those kids who got the college I 
believe it was a newscaster I think it was Laura Ingraham if that's what you watch and that's all 
you know then you're going to you're not see my kid for who he is or here in his perspective he 
or someone who only gets her perspective and then you feel as if you're being attacked so my 
point goes to broader attacks I think we saw that Grassroots really does work and Grassroots 
really has to do with talking to each other.  
 
S: I think you could make the claim that Parkland was remarkable and is remarkable in terms of 
how the amount of the advocacy they're able to accomplish and they're out of visibility but then 
you look at the policy components and what's fundamentally change it on the ground at even 
their home state they weren't even able to get bump stocks banned and things like that which I 
have mass support so that's what I come against in terms of watery what are the Domino effects 
for the policy shifts because the conversations are happening and they're engaging the 
population nobody's not talking about it people are trying to bring about personal narratives into 
the conversation and that you still see these hard walls that are so frustrating and I know you 
mentioned in terms of the potentials for campaign limitations and campaign funding do you feel 
like the fact that we have corporations he such large political forces and hers fear because of 
super Pacs has a role to play in this and if there is a way to fend off that influence? 
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A: I don't want to answer it for this but I'd be happy to answer another time. I'm speaking to you 
from a specific position so I would rather that's a different topic in general is it influential yes 
absolutely but it's a different topic. 
 
S: No worries you have the right to refuse without any repercussions. if there's one key 
takeaway that you have from your own experiences as pertaining to this weather that's just 
common sense gun control or issues related to this what would that key takeaway be? 
 
A: I would say again if the conversations we obviously have a representative government so we 
elect people to represent us of course but we have kind of I think a lot of Americans have 
stopped participating civically I mean how many about so is this is that make up something else 
like a lack of participation a lack of Engagement with each other or a lot of issues coming from 
that I would think so that's why I said the service component it doesn't have to be in the military, 
it could be the America core or the Peace Corps I just think people need to be engaging with 
their neighbors more. and then coming to a consensus like hey you know what this is our 
conversation these are the people running and this the person I think that best represents us but 
we're so disengaged from each other and then we get our information you can't expect 
everyone I'm thinking of my deceased grandmother who only watched one specific Network and 
that was the only place she would get her news from but if we had conversations that it wasn't 
like I'm attacking what you're watching but rather a conversation with my perspective and things 
sometimes you can even change someone's mind so I think it's the engagement part down to 
the most basic What we're doing right now.  that's what I would think. 
 
S: You have any last comments or questions about this project? 
 
A: No I mean again I have never seen anything specifically for military women I've never seen a 
correlation of research so I'd be curious to see what you find of course but that's it good luck 
and if there's anyone else I will let you know. 
 
S: That would be amazing thank you so much. 
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Stephanie Bonne Interview- April 30th 
 
S: Let's just start with you saying your name and your formal position. 
 
B:  My name is Stephanie Bonnie and I'm an assistant professor of surgery at Rutgers New 
Jersey medical school and the surveillance director at the Rutgers gun violence research center 
 
S: Okay great so to begin can you tell me a little bit about how guns gun violence gun control 
and gun culture have played a role in the work that you do.  
 
B: So I'm a trauma surgeon so you know all of us sort of see gunshots and gun wounds 
everyday you know in varying degrees so trauma surgeons that don't work in urban centers that 
work more suburban and Rural centers see less gun violence if they if you see firearm industry 
injuries they tend to be either suicide attempts or unintentional injuries if you see them out a little 
bit further with urban violence it tends to be intentional interpersonal violence people shooting 
other people.  and I think that you know over time it has you know you it changes your views 
over time from when I first started as a medical student to now and being more involved in gun 
control advocacy from a research standpoint you know a lot has changed. 
 
S: How did you first get involved with the center specifically? 
 
B: So I have been it's kind of a long and Winding Road I actually started my career in St Louis 
when I first started being a trauma surgeon and I was looking for something academic that I 
wanted to do like lots of trauma surgeons do lots of other things besides for taking care of 
patients. some teach some are involved in researching like what is the best blood cell Ratio or 
what are the medications are antibiotics we should be giving Which policy should we be using to 
work on different problems.  and some study injury prevention and I was really interested in 
injury prevention in general and when I was in St Louis you know I did a little bit of firearm injury 
prevention but most of what I was doing was texting and driving and train safety and that was 
most of what I was seeing and the patients that I was taking care of when I came to Newark I 
came specifically because no one was doing that and they hired me to be the injury prevention 
person in the group when I sort of looked around that what needs to be done here in Newark it 
became clear that it was going to be around violence and gun violence in particular based on 
our numbers I also do other injury prevention work I do stuff on pedestrian safety and some 
other stuff as well but I'm mostly focused my work on gun violence and as I started to learn 
more about prevention models I learned about hospital-based violence Intervention which is a 
public health approach I could talk for a whole hour about how hospital it based interventions 
work but I started a program here after learning mentorship around the country. once I started 
that program it sort of put me up there to the rest of the university has someone who is 
interested in this problem and when the Gun Violence Center opened and the request for 
proposals came out it was one of my colleagues that I had known while in worked with on a 
number of issues who was spearheading it so she invited me to be a part of this brainstorm 
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what would be the best role for me and having access to the data and the way that I do with all 
that data at my fingertips it was it seemed like a natural role. 
 
S:  What is your earliest memory of the subject of gun violence specifically? 
 
B: So when I was a child my mother worked at the Detroit Receiving Hospital I'm from Detroit 
originally and my mom worked at Detroit Receiving Hospital and I remember her talking about 
seeing gunshot wound victims while working there because she worked in the blood bank so 
should work in the ER Blood Bank getting the blood ready for patients who are going to be 
transfused and I remember Detroit was like in the 80s was like a menace of urban violence and 
it was something that I kind of grew up where I had family that lived we live in the suburbs but I 
have family who lived in the city specifically Uncle who is like a grandfather to me who I think of 
him when I think of Gran Torino he would not leave his house and that even though that the 
neighborhood had fallen apart around him. You know there was always this we went down there 
and saw we would take him shopping he didn't have a car so my mom and I took care of him so 
I remember seeing people carrying guns around on the street and I remember hearing shots in 
the alley when we were sitting in his kitchen so in Detroit it was like every night in the noon in 
the news there was a shooting there was a shooting there was a shooting that's what I 
remembered about growing up it was just what life was. 
 
S:  I'm from Boston originally but Boston has the area's I just live in the suburbs so I was far less 
exposed. how do you feel like your perspective has changed on gun violence and gun control 
over the course of your career?  
 
B: Well I mean I think that gun violence is different than gun control so the flip side of growing 
up my story of growing up is that I also grew up in a family of hunters so they were guns around 
all the time people went shooting for sport recreationally and never saw them as we never saw 
them unsafely story we never had an incident or anything like that but I do remember seeing 
people getting ready to go hunting and having weapons out. I think that when I first was in 
medical school I just first started going to the hospitals and seeing victims of gun violence the 
attitudes of the team we're almost to make light of it a little bit and we know that men in Madison 
when things are really bad or really harmful there are times when humor is a coping mechanism 
for the hospital staff and it can be a little bit jarring when you first get into that because you're 
like oh my God they're joking around about this person having just been shot but you learned 
over time that that's a coping mechanism of a lot of doctors and a lot of the staff and it's really 
hard for people outside of medicine to understand. I never really appreciated that nor took on 
that I don't think it's funny I don't think it's something we should be joking about but I do 
understand why people do it I think that there are some really common themes like that would 
make me Grimace there's a lot of people who will say oh here's another victim  of gun violence 
here is someone was walking from their Grandma's house to church doing nothing wrong and 
that always bothered me because it just assumes that people are doing something wrong that 
everyone who got shot was doing something wrong and there are certainly people who are 
putting themselves into dangerous situations but that's as far as that narrative goes we don't 
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ever talk about why is somebody in a situation where they feel like they have to be in a gang or 
why are we talking about what are the life circumstances that led this person to feel like their 
only option was to rob a store. Are sensitive to and more aware of and more trauma-informed so 
I think that my first impressions of gun violence as a resident and as a medical student was 
taking care of patients who have gotten shot. One big change for me was at end of my 
residency when I had a baby.  the first time that I have to go tell my mother that their baby had 
died after having become a mother myself and really understanding the weight of it and just a 
different way that I think you can only understand if you're a parent I think it's very difficult for me 
to understand the gravity of loss of the Lost before I became apparent until I became a pair of 
myself and so my attitude really shifted their towards this is ridiculous we have to do something 
there has to be something we can do to stop this because the Carnage is awful and one after 
the other after another and it's exhausting emotionally exhausting to tell these families over and 
over and over again that somebody had died. It doesn't feel that different to me when it's a 
gunshot wound compared to other preventable ways of dying lake motor vehicle collisions 
where somebody was fine and now they're dead it's just as much of a shock you know some of 
them are really drowning that's another one that's just horrible it's incredibly preventable and 
very quick one small change of circumstance around the event and none of this would have 
happened.  so I started to get involved really on the advocacy side first I became really familiar 
with the lay-of-the-land of all the various advocacy organizations when I first came to New 
Jersey and started focusing more on firearm injury I got to know the moms really well Moms 
Demand and learned about their organization and their goals and Brady and once I start doing 
that I started meeting various people and it just happens kind of randomly Serendipity can be 
weird.  I had been the regional director of the Are the American women's Association when I 
was in St Louis but when I came to New Jersey I called Regional director and said I can't be the 
Midwest director anymore because I'm in New Jersey and I don't live in the Midwest. and she 
said well we already have someone for New Jersey but would you be interested in joining this 
gun violence task force that we're starting so I sort of threw myself into that and I had a 
co-partner and we developed a whole curriculum on how to teach medical students about gun 
violence we started doing some social media and I started going to meetings for these various 
physician activist groups, Health advocacy groups Health policy groups and just straight active 
advocacy organizations and I really got a lay of the land there and I think that anybody is sort of 
moved space knows that there's a lot of intersectional interest there's the LGBT groups that 
really didn't have a stake in the issue until the Pulse Nightclub shooting and then they became 
very active. Then there are some groups that are specifically gun violence advocacy 
organizations and then there are others that are sort of intersecting interests with the primary 
purpose of the organization is.  
 
S: Religious groups, educational, hot targets? 
 
B:  Exactly and so when you sort of take it as a big picture it can be like herding cats and as 
wanted to send about what the right approaches are and I think that was incredibly informative 
for me I mean one of the things that I really did  enlighten me about was about for example a lot 
of the advocacy groups are very much into adding restrictions adding more restrictive licensing 
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restrictions on firearm ownership as a mean of lowering the population ownership of guns as a 
way to alleviate the problem but you know the flip side of that is the criminal justice system. and 
the Criminal Justice Reform organizations who are also interested in lessening firearm violence 
but they also know that with criminal justice being very racially bias and race being the biggest 
issue in the criminal justice world if you make guns illegal then you give police another reason to 
put Black men in jail.  that was the point when I started to back away from the advocacy 
organizations because as I was learning more about my patients and learning more about the 
backstory and starting the hospital-based prevention program  that was one of my biggest 
concerns was that if I just linked arms with the organizations that are calling for stricter firearm 
licensing while I believe that maybe one strategy I don't think it's the only strategy and I don't 
want to do anything that would compromise the health of my patients and the patient that I take 
care of.  and I see my patients going to jail as a health concern people in jail are not healthy 
they don't get good healthcare in jail and I worry a lot that if I spend my time taking care of 
gunshot wound victims on one hand and then the other hand advocating for stricter gun laws I'm 
not globally improving the health of patients that I'm taking care of and then that can be a very 
nuanced and difficult position and difficult approach and that's one that a lot of doctors don't 
want  thoroughly espoused a lot of doctors feel like we should be linking arms with the Parkland 
kids and the Bradys and the Everytowns of the world who are calling for very Progressive policy 
Solutions and I have two problems with that one is the issue I just discussed and the other one I 
think is that it's a very arrogant approach you know. You have all these advocacy organizations 
and what they've been missing all this time as the voice of a doctor like we're somehow more 
valuable of a voice than the average person we're all average people to I feel like it's very 
arrogant that like if they're only the medical community and throw their weight behind one 
particular approach then then it would be accepted because the doctors are saying so like God 
so arrogant and I don't think that's number one realistic 2 just really pissing a very specific 
quality driven approach and I'm not a policy expert I don't know about laws or legislation or 
anything about how it's made. the last civics class I took was in the ninth grade but I do 
understand Public Health I'm so understanding that policy can be a part of Public Health but is 
not all of Public Health I think it's something I've been able to carve out a niche that I feel very 
comfortable with,  where my approaches where we need to promote safety way to promote 
education we need to promote looking at Social determinants and root causes for violence as a 
public health approach to me I think is it a space that makes sense. 
 
S: I think that's really fascinating specifically about the issue of the policy because that is pretty 
much the tag line about stricter laws on guns.  people have that conversation about marijuana 
where people recognize that if you make stricter laws about marijuana who's that going to really 
land in jail.  
 
B: Exactly and that's the exact parallel that I use All the time it's like it's not like the 18-year-old 
white soccer players in the suburbs they go to jail if the police bust up their party but if the police 
bust up a party Shear in Newark with a bunch of 18 year old with marijuana every single one of 
those kids is going to jail. 
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S:  100% so similarly the same issue 
 
B: It does surprise me sometimes have a gun advocacy groups can be very blinded to that you 
know when it is an African American person going to jail for illegal ownership everyone 
deserves if everyone deserves to have weapons and we decided that as a society that 
everybody deserves to have weapons.  not certain people that don't always seem to work out 
that way and a lot of it has driven about by race and inequity which is obviously pervasive in our 
society I feel like work kidding ourselves in the society if we think that we've gotten past that. a 
lot of the events of late indicate that that's totally not true. 
 
S: not in my lifetime have I believe for a second that we've gotten past that but it's also the 
circles that I walk in.  I think it's really interesting in terms of what is done about I mean this 
project specifically about how gun violence impact women in a unique way and I think especially 
with this issue when  of course Intersectionality is at the core of this issue  in so many ways 
when it's about how do we keep black men out of jail well also making sure that black women 
and women of color in general are then even more at risk because we're keeping a lot of jail 
right so it's if those two things are playing against each other which you find a lot of issues how 
do you reconcile the two because a lot of the research that I've done has been about domestic 
violence and interpersonal violence Trends as being its own especially for women as that being 
a high area of mortality as I'm sure you know.  
 
B:  but I mean it's interesting you know because domestic violence is actually extremely rare 
within the black community it's rarer in the black community then it is in any other communities 
statistically.  we certainly know it's an issue when domestic abusers have access to firearms no 
question. all the loopholes and all that kind of stuff I mean there are laws that are intended to 
keep guns out of the hands of domestic abusers however there's boyfriend Lupo's stalker 
loopholes there are just gun show loopholes and there's no way to confiscate the guns they 
already have so there's a whole host of problems you know you can't really keep guns out of the 
hands of domestic abusers even if the laws are intended to do that but you doing that doesn't 
even protect black women because it's all black women who died from domestic abuse typically. 
the way that black women get affected by gun violence is profound I mean it kills their sons and 
it puts their Partners in jail and leave them to be single parents and so this whole idea that you 
know race and everything I don't think that there are any sort of restrictive licensing that really 
benefits black women it just doesn't it's all going to benefit them from the point of taking guns 
out of domestic abusers because that's not a problem for them and it's not going to benefit them 
because it's going to put their husband and Sons in jail at higher risk and it's not going to benefit 
them because when black men are killed by guns they're not legal weapon so. there are policing 
strategies that can certainly get illegal guns off the streets that would certainly benefit black 
women but other than that all these policies that are being proposed that would background 
checks that are this and that are that none of that is going to benefit black women.  
 
S: Can you speak to a little bit of how you feel gun violence impacts, women, more broadly 
differently than men? 
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B: I think it impacts women I mean certainly there are the direct impacts that have to do with 
domestic violence so that is just one whole area that men typically don't have to deal with right 
it's not very often it's not that I never happens but it's not very often that a woman shoots her 
domestic partner It's much more common for a man to do so so women sort of live with that risk 
and I think we just have no idea how often guns are used to intimidate women or not even guns 
I've heard stories of women  who have told us or who have told other doctors  that their Partners 
gun that their partner never directly threatened them with a gun but they pointed their fingers as 
though it was a god at their head and said you know you better do X Y or Z and that the 
implication was clear that if you don't do what I say I'm going to shoot you even if I don't have a 
gun that's in my hand at this very moment. so I think there's a level of intimidation around guns 
that women experience in their homes and in their relationships that are generally not 
experienced by men and I think that you know when we talk about gun violence affecting men 
the ripple effect of those men existing in the lives of women is very rarely discussed we talked 
sort of about mothers about the mothers of boys who get killed in gun violence and gang 
violence or some other type of guns but even the women who are the wives of these 
middle-aged men who are committing suicide in the suburbs like how awful to be a 70 or 
80-year-old woman who's in the Twilight of her life and you're supposed to be enjoying your life 
and your grandkids and then having your son commits suicide and the effect that that has on 
rates of depression and disenfranchised in the elderly that's something that we never discuss 
but we see it we see it when there's a 50-year-old guy who tries to commit suicide and his mom 
is coming at the ICU to visit him with her walker there is a sadness there that is profound and 
you can't really articulate and then are men that are being killed who are fathers and partners 
we don't talk about that either how does that affect the daughters of these men who now don't 
have a father to grow up with or a father in their life if they're older and how it affects the 
partners who then end up being effectively single mothers.  
 
S: So why do you think women's voices pertaining to guns End gun violence are 
under-represented? 
 
B:  Well I mean the problems that get highlighted Are the problems that are of interest to the 
people in power and the people who are in power in this country are largely white men so it 
becomes an issue of race and Power and I think that no matter how hard we fight against the 
old Trope that women are hysterical it still exists and so when women how many times have the 
mom demand people been told that there are a bunch of hysterical women who are worried 
about nothing are silly housewives that don't understand the complexity of the problem their 
voices get downplayed all the time with people falling back on Old stereotypes of women being 
these are educated and not smart not sophisticated and they're thinking don't really understand 
the scope of the issues don't understand the way the world works all these very traditional views 
of women being naive and helpless and hysterical. 
 
S: How do you think things would change if there was more of a voice coming from this 
perspective? 
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B:  I think that more diversity of thought would certainly be extremely valuable and I don't just 
mean diversity of having women but having women of all backgrounds because I feel like the 
ability of women to communicate the differences between cultures is more advanced and 
amplified then men to do it. you know so there's a lot of ways that you can cut gun violence you 
can cut it into a men's problem or a woman's problem, a Young Person's problem or an old 
person's problem, a black problem or white problem. But there are a lot of cultures that feel very 
differently about guns there is sort of the rural culture, for lack of a better term, rural White 
America, the culture of Suburbia, the culture of urban environments, there is the Muslim 
Community and what they feel about guns and then there's the LGBT community and what they 
feel about it. but if you take men from all of those communities and put them all together and 
ask them to solve these problems, in the end, they're all going to sort of act like men and they're 
going to assimilate.  But when you put a bunch of women in the room they're going to identify a 
lot more with the community that they're representing and what they're bringing to the table and 
they won't forget that they're representing the Muslim Community or the rural community the this 
or that, I feel like men tend to leave their cultural identity behind at the door when they get into a 
room with other men. 
 
S:  Because they have the default Universal experience? 
 
B: Right yes and I think You know women are less likely to leave that behind.  I mean look at 
what's happening in Congress right now you have all these Progressive Democratic women who 
are bringing their culture and the culture of the people that voted for them and they're bringing 
that into Congress but when have men of diverse cultures really put it out there and say look I'm 
representing the Hispanic Community or the Muslim Community.  I mean they do a little bit but 
you know in the end it's just still four guys sitting around drinking scotch. 
 
S: So what do you feel like needs to happen for Progress to be achieved and preventing gun 
violence? 
 
B:  I think that some of it are that this is a symptom it's not the problem as much as the symptom 
of divisiveness right now politics and everything that political and social and everything in this 
country is just scale tipping game right now it's just everybody's All or Nothing on any side of an 
issue and it's just about how many people are on your side versus how many people are on the 
other side that's what matters right now. I wish we could go back to a place where things like 
science and facts were considered on their merits and not on their politics and not on who 
brought those facts to the table I feel like we're sort of in a post-truth world and a post-factual 
world. I think of The Narrative of gun violence away from an Enforcement issue and towards a 
health issue. that requires a lot of buy-in about how what is a health issue and how do we 
address Health Inequities.  if I'm like on Twitter or even if I say if I'm going to go online right now 
gun violence as a public health issue I would get a thousand responses saying no it's not, lock 
the criminals up in jail and don't take away my God-given right to own a weapon.  that's a very 
popular response and actually after the this is our lane stuff  when I was gaining some traction 
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on Twitter I got a lot of angry letters like that to my office people writing these incoherent 
10-page letters about how they have a right to own a gun and that nothing I do is going to take 
that right away. I was sort of like Wow first of all that's a lot of time that somebody spent for this 
and also nowhere in anything did I ever say that I want to take someone's gun away I'm not 
interested in the mass confiscation of weapons what I'm interested in is making sure that the 
weapons that we own are reasonable for the intended purposes which is personal safety and 
Sport and that when people do choose to have weapons it's a calculated risk they know the risk 
and they take precautions against those risks. you can't own a pool without having a fence 
around it because you have to be able to protect against a toddler and your neighborhood or 
someone coming in and drowning in your pool so anything that is potentially a hazard to the 
people around you or to the safe day-to-day business of living in a civilized society should be 
regulated it should you should have to pass a background check you should have to be 
informed about safety you should have to have a reasonable education about how to handle 
your weapons safely and what we do about it.  and keeping Firearms out of the hands of 
dangerous people is a complex problem but there are better ways that we could address this. 
And then really looking at root cause issues and saying like violence leads to gun violence it's 
an escalating problem so how can we address the root causes a violin that's what makes 
somebody want to hurt someone else why is that a thing and you know I don't want to hurt 
anybody but one of the best phrases I've heard is, “hurting people hurt people”  so how can we 
make fewer people hurt people hurting so that we can how can we address hurting people so 
they don't hurt people.  
 
S: I don't know if you've heard that thing about gun violence where it's not guns don't kill people 
people kill people but instead it's toasters don't toast toast toast toast toast. What about steps 
that individuals can take to create these changes? 
 
B:  I mean I think that it's funny how much we're willing to normalize certain things like I see a lot 
of people on the signature line of their email they put their pronouns so she her hers whatever 
so that anybody whose transgender feels comfortable putting their pronouns that they feel 
comfortable with putting their pronouns at the bottom of their email. it's a statement of if we 
normalize this then it becomes easier for the people who have something that would maybe be 
unexpected.  so I think like normalizing things such as asking about guns before play dates, my 
kids it's not the only thing I asked about but I asked about dogs. Trampolines and guns it's just 
something that I asked before my kid can go to your house.  it's not that they can't go to the 
house if there is a gun I just asked what steps have been taken for the safety.  but what I also 
do is that I offer to parents when they're coming to our house for a playdate so I'll say just so 
you know we have a dog no trampolines pools or guns. and it sort of normalizes that 
conversation so I think to normalize the conversation around firearm safety in the setting of a 
physician-patient relationship.  so creating a generation of doctors who are comfortable 
addressing this in their Primary Care settings, So when you go to visit the doctors and they ask 
about car seats and do you lock up the bleach all that so if you have a gun here are all the 
recommendations for the safe storage you know etcetera.  and then taking being able to have a 
civil discussion about what we as a society want as our policies and turning this into a real 
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discussion like how do we as a society move forward on this issue like this is a problem and we 
have not addressed this so how do we want to address it and what does that look like exactly. 
rather than sort of everyone on one side of the argument pushes for one-sided policies and 
everyone on the other side of the argument pushes for the other and it just who can push harder 
that wins that's not a way to exist in any type of Civil Society so coming together and having a 
discussion and saying what is acceptable to everyone and everybody in the room was 
acceptable to the gun owners what's acceptable to the non gun owners What's acceptable to 
the doctors what's acceptable to the teachers you know everybody who has a stake in this. 
 
S: where have you seen the most fruitful efforts in terms of people making changes on this 
regard? 
 
B: I think there are some Community groups who have done some really Innovative and cool 
things you know the city of Oakland is an incredible example of violence reduction efforts 
leading to last gun violence and globally less violence.  there was a group in Utah that did some 
Public Service stuff relating to firearm safety for relating to suicide because they had a very high 
suicide rate in Utah and they put out public service announcements and crisis helpline 
information at gun ranges after learning that people who commit suicide bygone are often at a 
gun range you know some temporal relationship before the event so if we can reach the people 
the highest risk individuals there and that's the essence of Public Health is identifying at-risk 
population and deploying intervention to that highest race population it's impractical to suggest 
that you would have public service announcements and suicide prevention for the entire 
population but putting it on a bridge make sense putting it where it makes sense where 
deploying it in the right way, not every person who shows up to a hospital in the trauma Bay 
needs a violence Intervention Program but some do.  and so figuring out who that group is and 
putting the resources trying to make sure that what we do deploy those programs they are really 
high quality can move the needle on this,  it's never going to be zero as long as we accept that 
guns are a part of our society it's never going to be zero there's always going to be something 
but the rate that we have this problem right now is unacceptable.  
 
S:  Do you mind just sharing the the the this is our lane story a summary of it from your 
perspective? 
 
B: Well so what happened was they American Academy for Physicians the AMA put out on a 
statement another statement I mean medical organizations are doing it's all the time you know 
putting out position statements about what we should be doing about gun violence and this 
particular one came out a tweet from the NRA  to stay in our Lane and you know it was very it 
was kind of jarring first of all  become a physician  you have to have overcome some level of 
adversity I mean med school is hard residency is hard undergrad is hard we don't tend to be the 
shrinking violet type of personalities who are just going to be like oh you're right I should just 
stay in my Lane I mean no no doctor is going to just comply and actually  there were several 
doctors who previously were not interested in the gun violence problem who are now like what 
no one tells me what to do so now I am going to get involved because you told me that I 
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shouldn't and that kind of tends to be that type of personality are people who go into medicine. 
my phone started blowing up and I started being tagged and some texts by the NRA and I was 
kind of like are you kidding me the first response was visceral it was like oh-oh you don't think 
this is my lane? let me show you  and I think a lot of what first came out really was visceral and 
quite frankly I think that's why it gained traction because public feeds on things that are visceral 
reactions and they also feed on being allowed into spaces where they normally aren't you know 
the general public does not normally see pictures of the emergency room pictures of the 
operating room pictures of what it's like to be inside a hospital and I think there's a sort of 
fascination with that so in the world I'm social media he kind of became something that I've 
never had been before because this isn't Physicians putting out journals that are only read by 
other doctors.  this was right there in front of you at your fingertips on Twitter and it just sort of 
happened start posting things you have traction you got followers at the positive feedback cycle 
you're going to post some more people are talking about this and if nothing else it really brought 
up the discussion of who nobody gets to decide who does or does not have a stake in this Lane 
everybody does because this is a problem that affects everybody I just brought to light the fact 
that I remember very clearly someone saying “doctors must be so fed up” you know and I'm like 
yes we are fed up we're fed up that patients keep rolling through our door one after another and 
nothing seems to change. 
 
S:  I guess my last question is then what is something that you wish more people knew about 
the effects of gun violence? 
 
B:  I wish people knew More about why don't we have data about this problem why and how I 
think unless you really understand the nuances of the way the CDC and the federal government 
keep data on problems you might not know how this is all very nuanced it comes from hospital 
billing records Hospital billing records are incomplete CDC uses sampling methods that are 
incomplete they don't get every record that comes through every hospital just some from certain 
hospitals that are designated and so there's all of this very sophisticated understanding that took 
me several years to get my head around that I'm still learning things about data all the time and 
it's just been no invested interest and making sure that we have a really good understanding of 
this problem and so.  we want to be able to do the research that's going to be able to make a 
difference but one of the issues about the research that's being done is that a lot of it using data 
that same complete or not having the complete date of because we don't have the money that 
we need to collect that data and I just end up being this vicious circle of an inability to be able to 
provide that sort of Frozen research environment where the Gun Violence Resource Center and 
some of the things we're trying to chip away the pieces of this compared to how big the problem 
of best it just feels so tiny and it really would take a large-scale public investment by the 
government to make this a reality are we just don't have it right now so I guess I wish people 
and that was the point of my talk was for people to understand how this research translates into 
Archer and an actionable steps that we can take towards reduction of this problem and it doesn't 
it gets mired in the political discussion and there's this assumption that researches just about 
the doctors have an agenda and they just do the research that proves their point and that's a 
total misunderstanding of the peer-review process where we cut each other's work apart like 
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wolves we really do and people just go after each other's work and tear it apart and it's very 
common so you can't really publish junk or at least not in reputable journals so there's a whole 
misunderstanding about what research is what it means how it can help that I wish people had a 
better understanding of. 
 
S: I think people do always get concerned about which research specifically who is funding it 
where is the money coming from is it coming from the lobbyists it coming from Pharmacy and 
the influences that play out there. any other key takeaways or last things that you want to make 
sure that included in the testimonial book. 
 
B:  I don't think so I think the only thing  is when you first said how does this affect women I think 
that mother-to-mother piece is really profoundly affected me and my career in a way that I don't 
think it affects the other men and it's not that what I talk to Man trauma surgeon that they don't 
worry about this or don't feel very strongly  one way or another about it but it is that when I talk 
to women trauma surgeons about it and the small group we all sort of side-eye each other at 
these meetings  with this profound sense  of what it means to talk to other mothers and to have 
that to bear that responsibility that is different and I can't totally explain it or take you later and I 
don't mean for adolescent the experience of men who care about this problem or male trauma 
surgeons but I think that there is a thought something that's more intense or less intense it's just 
difference and different and unique being a woman in this field and taking care of patients with 
this problem. and I think sometimes it gets glossed over in my experience is that either you're a 
mother who is worried about their own kids or a surgeon but worries about the outcomes of their 
patients and there's actually something that transcends both of those things that's an extremely 
unique position that only other women surgeons understand who work in this patient population 
where a very small Club but of that club we are the Ingrid angriest people that I know about this 
problem. 
 
S:  Thank you so much for taking the time I really appreciate it,  I learned a lot and found it really 
interesting for me.  
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Katrina Johnson’s Interview- May 1st 
 
S: Can you tell me a little bit about how guns gun culture and gun violence has played a role in 
the work that you do? 
 
K:  I was brought to this work because my cousin was killed by law enforcement she was shot 7 
times.  that's kind of what brought me to this work and that's what I would put under gun 
violence that was in June 18th 2017.  
 
S:Okay do you want to give a little bit of a background on the specifics of what your cousin 
situation was? 
 
K: So my cousin Charlena Lyles a 30-year-old mom calls the police for help to report a burglary 
and shortly after that after they arrived she took 7 bullets to her pregnant body and was killed in 
front of three of her four kids. 
 
S: What has happened since then or is it within the system has there been any form of 
reparations? 
 
K:  It's still an ongoing case at the highest-profile case in Washington state currently and we're 
still just waiting we don't have all the answers that a family would want and or need we are 
hoping that they will do it inquest hearing where they let you know all the facts about what 
happened to your loved one but that has yet to happen and this June it will be 2 years and we're 
still waiting. 
 
S: Why do you think that hasn't happened yet? 
 
K:  Well because they brought reform to the process because it just really insulated officers and 
did nothing to actually  it really wasn't transparent and it didn't help family members in any sort 
of way so they decided that they tried to make the inquest process a little bit more fair for family 
members so they did a reform to it once there's reform that takes place then you have to wait for 
all those things to be implemented and that's what's causing it to hold up so there's like 14 
cases of Police use of deadly force that are waiting for inquest process in Washington State.  in 
Seattle specifically. 
 
S: In terms of before your cousin's death what was your perspective in general on gun violence 
and gun control issues? 
 
K: I mean I really do think there needs to be some sort of gun control none of us can forget what 
happened at Sandy Hook or even what happened last year in Las Vegas so I'm not so 
desensitized that I don't know what's happening and I think that there needs to be reform to the 
process. I mean even when you talk about the violence that's going on within our communities 
that we see happening day in and day out there needs to be something because people are 
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dying daily. Weatherby by police use of deadly force or just members of the community killing 
each other. 
 
S:  Do you see them as related issues? 
 
K:  Kind of I mean I think that you know police of some communities normally communities of 
color are over-policed and then I think that when you start talking about poverty and lack of 
resources and underprivileged communities that drive some of this violence that we're seeing. 
 
S: How would you say your perspective has changed on gun violence and gun control over the 
course of this experience? 
 
K:  I think that there needs to be greater accountability all around with those that possess 
firearms and I think that we have to make it people that have mental health issues we can't 
make it easier for these individuals to have access to Firearms but that goes along with those 
that are committing domestic violence and all those other sorts of things. 
 
S: How do you take gun violence impact women differently and how have you seen that to be 
the case? 
 
K:I don't know that it impacts them differently I think that it was more of an outcry for individuals 
to see a woman being killed by police more so than it is for men to be killed by police that I 
definitely saw the difference there they were able to relate to women more so then sometimes I 
think they're able to relate to men because they're used to seeing that happen or something like 
that but I think  gun violence is gun violence whether it is a man or a woman or whatever.  
 
S: Why do you think women's voices are under-represented regarding the issue overall? 
 
K:  We go through these things but we are less likely from what I've noticed the speak out about 
them.  and I'm not sure why that is maybe a lot of women feel like they don't have a voice or it 
takes them longer to find their voice and I think some of those things play into the reason why a 
lot of the perception is so you should be led by men but I do think it's the rise of the women and 
that women have always been doing this hard work and it's time for us to be letting our voices 
be used for Meaningful change. 
 
S: What do you think the difference in outcome would be if there was a larger representation of 
women advocating for all these issues? 
 
K:  I think that the base would be greater because first of all there are more women in this world 
than there are men anyways so I think that's women understand women's rights and things like 
that I think a lot of people can't relate to what might be happening to men as women but when 
women are speaking out on issues that  happen to both men and women I think that you are 
able to bridge that divide.  
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S: So what do you think needs to happen in order for real progress to be achieved in terms of 
decreasing gun violence? 
 
K: Well I think it starts with all the political posturing that happens up there on the hill and all the 
lobbyists the NRA all of the things you know contribute to what happens in all of our 
communities and there's no accountability. you know it's all driven by the dollar meanwhile 
there's blood spilled all in the streets.  so I think that until we start addressing that problem and 
that issue and that dynamic it's going to be hard to really achieve meaningful change. 
 
S: Do you think there are steps that everyday individuals can be taking to get us closer to that 
point? 
 
K:  Oh absolutely I think that is everyone's duty to actually lend their voice and shed a light on 
what's happened. no it's not okay for people who are supposed to protect and serve to go in 
communities and going us communities and Kelpie members of those communities but it's also 
not okay for members in the community to kill one another and until we start addressing those 
things we have a long way to go and I think it's a duty of everyone to start shedding light on that 
and not just hashtagging and going to funerals.  when is enough enough? it's not enough to just 
be “woke”  like what are you actually doing to actually bring change. 
 
S:  So what are the three action items that you would recommend people take if they could be 
doing things to move us in that direction? 
 
K:  I think that you need to inform and educate your community there needs to be gun safety 
measures that you can be pushing for and that's even that's with your politician MP people who 
are supposed to be representing you I think that it just comes down to people in the community 
not just sitting back and letting these things happen like say enough is enough that's a thing 
when people know you can't just come into their community and shoot it up maybe they'll stop 
coming into your community and shooting it up knowing that that's what it's going to be you have 
to shine a light on these type of things people are just seeing on the news and they think they're 
removed from it but you have to make it that issue in one community normally communities of 
color you need to make it everyone's issue because it affects everyone and I think that's what 
needs to happen. 
 
S: Where are you seeing efforts been most fruitful and who was the most successful at bringing 
about this change? 
 
K: I know that here in Washington state we have some gun tougher gun laws that we were able 
to vote on in November this last past election in November but it's hard where people are voting 
for them and then people say that they're not going to adhere to those new gun laws so that 
comes down to this is a lot and this is going to affect their needs to be enforced and you have to 
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hold people accountable and they're not willing to enforce gun laws that we were voted on that 
is definitely a challenge that's half the battle. 
 
S: How can people combat complacency on the issue because I think a lot of people do feel 
hopeless and I think can individual do much besides what we're saying go to funerals and 
hashtags. 
 
K:  What I tell people when I talked to them at schools and things like that I just tell them if it isn't 
happening to you now or if gun violence or Police use of deadly force hasn't happened to you or 
your family now if you sit back and do nothing it's only a matter of time before it's at your 
doorstep you are not exempt from this happening to you and it moves people is action to want 
to do something because the reality of the situation is that it can happen to anyone it was me in 
2017 but it could be you tomorrow no one else does it matter whether you're a woman or man 
white or black doesn't matter. 
 
S: Can you tell us a little about what you been doing since your cousin’s death in order to raise 
awareness? 
 
K: So what I do is I do police reform work all over the nation and internationally I work with 
families all over on how the police use of deadly force and I support families whose loved ones 
have been killed by the police use of deadly force in Washington State and nationally and 
internationally working with people in Brazil and Jamaica. 
 
S: So you do speaking and workshops and stuff like that? 
 
K:  I speak at universities and do workshops and things like that I mean we do all the things. 
 
S: Do you think there are misconceptions about Police use of deadly force? 
 
K:  Oh absolutely. You know people say if you just comply or this and that but the rats Elite the 
reality of the situation as you could still comply and died that's not really because there are 
several people who complied to what police for saying I may still end up dead so the reality of 
the situation is that if someone is afraid of you because of the color of your skin or something 
else like that there doesn't matter whether you comply or not. 
 
S:  If there is one key takeaway that you have from your own experiences working with victims 
of gun violence what would that take away be for you? 
 
K: Just I mean that the biggest takeaway is that we always say that were a part of a family that 
no one wants to be a part of and the only way to get in is by Blood just being able to be there for 
a person and really understand what that pain feels like and be able to stand in there and hold 
that space with them stand in solidarity and be United with those people all over the nation is 



Pomeranz 83 

powerful but it's going to take all of us to have real meaningful change and I think that's what 
I've learned over the course of this experience. 
 
S:  If everyone could do one thing in order to advocate for gun violence prevention what would 
that one thing be? 
 
K: I would say hold your elected officials accountable because I believe that it really really starts 
there and I think it starts with using your voice and your platform to hold them accountable 
whether it be by voting or speaking in front of the legislature or gathering signatures or whatever 
that is that's it you have to be able to hold them accountable in order for change to actually 
come. 
 
S:  What's something you think you wish more people knew about the effects of gun violence?  
 
K:  That it sticks with you forever it changes you you are never the same person and every time 
you hear or see gun violence is that secondary trauma it's like ripping over open that wounds all 
over again and so I'll never be the same person ever and I think that is the biggest thing that 
gun violence does to people it changes you forever and you know you just have to turn that pain 
into purpose.it steals your innocence a little bit like I'm older didn't just affect me it impact my 
kids and makes them afraid of law enforcement it's still the little bit of good that's left in people 
and that it makes you think are there really such thing as good police is there I don't know that's 
we're at leaves people and that's where I was for a long time last August I just didn't believe 
there was such thing as good police I have since wavered on that a little bit because my new job 
I work alongside law enforcement but before that if you'd asked me I would have said they're all 
bad. 
 
S:  I go back and forth whether I think that or not. 
 
K: It'll make you think that for sure and go back and forth for sure you question why people want 
to go into in the first place even if you go in with good intentions there are people who go in bad 
and there are people who go in with good intentions that somehow turn bad when they turn a 
blind eye somehow it something another officer did so that it makes you think is there really 
such a thing as good officers. 
 
S: Right like the power Dynamic there I mean are you familiar with the zimbardo experiment it's 
the Stanford Prison Experiment when you're just giving that position. 
 
K: Right I mean they have unchecked power there's no checks and balances because all they 
have to do is say that they were in fear of their life or that they had to make a split-second 
decision. but I'm not asking officers to make a split-second decision I want them to make the 
best decision in a split second there's a difference. 
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S:  That's a good distinction is there anything else that you think or if you don't like it would be 
important to be in the book in terms of around your cousin or on the pop the topic any last 
thoughts? 
 
K: I think that you know we have to stop letting people dehumanized and criminalize people 
without even having the right information I think that's the biggest thing because as soon as 
something happens if somebody they automatically bring up all this history and what not like 
you're not good for us to feel sorry for you but I think that all people are deserving of love and 
especially people with mental health issues with people that are in a mental health crisis just 
because you're in a mental health crisis does not mean that you are less than or that you don't 
have the right to life I find that people with mental health issues die at a higher rate. 
 
S: You think that if the officer didn't have a gun that your cousin would still be here? 
 
K: Absolutely because they asked are tasers but because he didn't get his taser battery was 
dead for two weeks and he didn't inform anybody that is taser battery that was dead then the 
next best option was Dunn's Taser Taser you don't have a taser 5 3 100 lbs 14 weeks pregnant 
and dead  two shots of the back where the first two shots unacceptable. 
 
S: That is beyond horrific I am so sorry. 
 
K: It's just unimaginable and the fact that her babies had to be witness to that and her 12-year 
olds stepped over her dead body her one-year-old at the time while laying on his mother's dead 
body in a pool of her blood unacceptable. And when you hear those things you can never be the 
same there are four babies left behind.  
 
S: I am so appreciative that you took the time at all we'll be in touch! 
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Sarah Pomeranz 
May 7th, 2019 
Social Action Project 
Sasha Taner 

“Keep Gun Control on the Table” Final Paper 
 

Over the past year, I have had the opportunity to launch my Institute of Women’s 

Leadership Scholars Program Social Action Project, called “Keep Gun Control on the Table.” 

The goal of “Keep Gun Control on the Table” has been to collect female narratives pertaining to 

gun violence, explore women’s unique experiences and perspectives on gun safety and violence 

prevention, and raise awareness of actionable steps that can be taken to achieve common sense 

gun control. My primary objective of this project has been to engage women in order to shift the 

trajectory of the gun control issue, which has been moving further away from gun control, and 

bring it closer to gun safety initiatives. The outcome of these interviews will be the creation of a 

compilation of stories from women affected by gun violence, in the form of a testimonial book. 

The distribution of this book will contribute to the gun legislation conversation in an impactful 

way, amplify women’s voices and keep gun control on the table for years to come. My project 

has been anything but a smooth and linear process but I managed to accomplish much of what I 

had set out to do and laid the foundation for a truly unique and moving advocacy project.  

I have two primary goals for this reflection paper and those are to firstly to review my 

progress thus far in my project and my plans for the future and secondly to share some of the 

lessons that I have learned while interacting with both primary and secondary sources throughout 

my research process. Before we can address the lessons learned, we first must understand how 

my initial timeline for the Social Action Project unfolded. While most scholars submit their 

Social Action Project proposal in the Spring of their first year and complete the project by the 
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end of the calendar, I had a longer timeline because I studied abroad during the Fall when my 

cohort was working on their projects. Since I had an entire year to work on my project, I 

expected to be able to accomplish a highly optimistic amount of the project before I returned to 

campus in January of my junior year. The reality of the situation was not as optimistic. While at 

Rutgers in the summer of my sophomore year I was able to make a few strides in the form of 

securing an advisor in Alfred Blake, Asst. Director of Entrepreneurship Programs at Rutgers 

Business School. I was able to meet with some communications professors, and marketing 

professionals that work for Rutgers. The summer phase was mostly ideation based and looking 

back I was exerting a lot of effort into areas, such as layout design and content creation, that 

were vastly premature for me to be considering. These relationships will serve me well once I am 

at those phases but unfortunately, much of that initial effort resulted in little tangible progress.  

I knew that my first steps for this project was to identify women that I could interview 

which proved to be immensely difficult. Some of my early deliverables that I produced for 

Alfred while in Italy for the semester included; a list of organizational contacts to reach out to, a 

sample email and Linkedin message for what I would send to these contacts and my initial list of 

interview questions. Once these were approved I reached out to these organizational contacts 

which primarily consisted of representatives of gun control advocacy organizations such as 

Moms Demand Action, Brady Project and Everytown. By and large, I received no response and 

when someone did reply, it was essentially to tell me that they would not be able to introduce me 

to candidates nor contribute money to the cause, though everyone was highly supportive of the 

project and agreed that it was certainly important work. Alfred connected me to the Rutgers 

Chapter President of the Brady Campaign, Laura Kaminskas, who was also enthusiastic about 
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the project but unfortunately not responsive enough to take on the role of a key partner. By the 

time I arrived back on campus in January, 2019, I had barely anything to show for progress and 

was frustrated about difficult it was to find women to interview. 

In direct contrast to my misfortune in identifying interviewees, I was presented with great 

luck in terms of the founding of The Center for Gun Violence Research. The Center, which is 

state funded and only the second of it’s kind to exist in the country, announced its establishment 

back in October of 2018 and offered amazing potential for collaboration with my project. I spoke 

with Paul Boxer, one of the directors of the new center who also is a professor of psychology at 

Rutgers, and explained to him the goals of my project. Then through a series of introductions he 

eventually connected my to Dr. Laura Johnson, an Assistant Research Professor at the Center on 

Violence Against Women and Children and Rutgers, School of Social Work. More than anyone I 

had reached out to yet, Laura was eager to meet and discuss the project. After meeting I quickly 

realized the value in bringing in someone with as much research experience as her and she 

generously agreed to be my second advisor for the Social Action project.  

Adding Laura to the team had several resulting implications. She was able to introduce 

me to two of the women that ended up being interview subjects for the project, both from a 

domestic violence standpoint, which was incredible. However, since Laura came from a more 

academic background, the project started to take a more formal and academic approach and we 

decided that in order to these in person interviews under her purview, I would need to submit an 

application for the research to be approved by the Rutgers Institutional Review Board (IRB). We 

made this decision back in February and the proposal was only approved on May 3rd, which 

meant I spent much of the semester focusing on just getting IRB approval and not on identifying 
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candidates. By the time April came around and I still had no IRB approval, I made the decision 

with Alfred’s encouragement that I would go ahead and interview any potential women with or 

without the IRB.  

At this point I was still struggling to find people and organizations that would introduce 

me to interview candidates and was highly discouraged when my luck turned around. I had tried 

repeatedly to recruit the help and services of The Center for Gun Violence Research to little 

avail, even meeting with Bernadette Hohl, one of the center’s primary directors, proved 

relatively fruitless but to my good fortune they were hosting their launch summit on campus on 

April 23rd. I immediately signed up to attend the event, aptly named “Preventing Gun Violence 

in NJ: A Call to Action,” and even offered to table or volunteer at the event to raise awareness of 

the project but I was only met with resistance so I settled for simply attending. I was able to 

secure the keynote speaker, Dr. Stephanie Bonne, who is a trauma surgeon and assistant 

professor at the Rutgers Medical School in Newark, as an interviewee a couple weeks before the 

event but her next available date was a week after the summit.  

The event itself was monumental in the value added and truly revitalized me at what felt 

like a dead-end. In addition to the incredible lineup of speakers, which included Governor 

Murphy and Congressman Pallone, I was able to introduce myself to many of the gun violence 

prevention group leaders that I had desperately been trying to contact all year. In a matter of 

thirty minutes, I had the business cards of the head of both the New Jersey Brady Campaign and 

Moms Demand Action and a contact at Students Demand Action. Everyone I met there was 

ecstatic about the project and welcomed me to follow up with them after the conference so they 

could introduce me to potential interviewees. The vast majority of the women I have interviewed 
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thus far and have scheduled to interview were introduced via email to me through someone I met 

at the summit and I owe much of the future success of my Social Action Project to that one 

event. In another stroke of good luck, I received IRB approval of my project right before I began 

interviewing most of my candidates.  

By no means has my project gone according to plan or fit my initial timeline but I have 

been fortunate enough to have learned many lessons about how gender plays a role in the gun 

conversation in our country and how this issue impacts women uniquely. Throughout the 

semester I was gaining insights through the academic research of my bibliography and as I have 

started interviewing these women, I have gained new perspectives while also seeing an echoing 

of the research in the narratives that I heard. With the second portion of this reflection paper I 

will share some of those key learnings and highlight those parallels when applicable. The 

original reason that I chose the topic of women and gun safety for my Social Action Project was 

to because of the lack of presence of women’s voices on the issue. As I initially stated in my 

Social Action Project Proposal, “Women must be front and center in this conversation as they are 

disproportionately affected by gun violence; however, women are rarely the voices speaking on 

the topic in the media, the policymakers making the decisions, or  the executives funding the 

NRA.”  

One area of gun violence where I knew there had been the most research relatively 

speaking in terms of women and guns was domestic violence or interpersonal violence. Over the 

course of my project, some of my preconceived notions of the reality of domestic violence with 

guns were affirmed and many additional angles were brought to light. Susan B. Sorenson and 

Rebecca A. Schut provided a comprehensive overview of the research on the topic of IPV and 
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nonfatal gun use in “Nonfatal Gun Use in Intimate Partner Violence: A Systematic Review of the 

Literature.” IPV’s relationship to gun violence is underrepresented when solely focused on in 

terms of homicides. About 4.5 million U.S. women have had an intimate partner threaten them 

with a gun and there is relatively little research on the subject of intimate partners’ nonfatal gun 

use against women which can be extremely traumatizing. The nuances of the relationships 

involved in domestic violence means that the laws addressing it have to hold nuance as well. The 

example of the intricacies of this dynamic that most stands out to me is the story of Jennifer 

Gonzales. Jennifer’s then husband was violent and abusive but she knew that if she charged him 

with domestic violence, he would lose his gun license, job as a police officer and the family 

would no longer have a source of income. Jennifer’s story portrays one of the many ways that in 

situations of interpersonal violence, there are structural systems at place that are trapping women 

and ultimately leading to the reality that nearly 1 million American women have been shot or 

shot at by an intimate partner.  

Donald Braman’s "Modeling Facts, Culture, and Cognition in the Gun Debate" makes the 

case that culture is more important than facts in the gun debate since empirical data persuades 

individuals to change their view on gun policies only after those people come to see those 

policies as compatible with their core cultural commitments. When I first read the article, I 

agreed with the notion theoretically but the full weight of culture in this issue only sunk in after I 

repeatedly heard the subject raised by the women I interviewed. Anne Treadaway, the head of 

Veteran Services at Rutgers, discussed how her brother adamantly believes that he has the right 

to any gun the military has and many of my interviewees mentioned having grown-up with a gun 

in the house. Somewhat to my suprise, no women that I have interviewed to date have advocated 
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for banning all guns or mass confiscation, as pro-gun lobbies tend to suggest, but rather there is a 

frustration with a lack of civil discourse on the issue. Most of the interviewees saw engaging in 

conversations with those with opposing views as crucial to overcoming the cultural divide on the 

issue. 

Paramount to analyzing social issues through a modern feminist lens is the notion of 

intersectionality. Unsurprisingly, black women’s experiences are unique and offer different types 

of challenges in regard to gun violence and gun control. I prioritized insuring that the voices in 

my book came from diverse perspectives, in race age, and background, and also researched some 

of the unique ways black women experience gun violence through "Minimizing the Roots of a 

Racialized Social System: Ignoring Gender-Lethal Policing and Why We Must Talk More, Not 

Less, about Race and Gender” by David Embrick. Speaking about gun violence without an 

acknowledgement of the systemic racism that exists in our criminal justice system limits our 

ability to understand the intersection that race and gender have on the issue. Katrina Johnson 

spoke to me about her sister’s death which was an instance of police use of deadly force and a 

case that to this day is unresolved. Something that I was unaware of that Dr. Stephanie Bonne 

brought to light was, “domestic violence is actually extremely rare within the black community 

it's more rare in the black community then it is in any other communities statistically...restrictive 

licensing does not really benefit black women... it's not going to benefit them because it's going 

to put their husbands in jail and sons at higher risk and it's not going to benefit them because 

when black men are killed by guns, they're rarely legal weapons.” By all means there is not one 

fix all method for gun violence prevention, but one of my key takeaways has been that in any 
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policy we advocate for, there must be a consideration of the flaws that exist in the system that is 

being entrusted with enforcing those laws.  

My social action project has taught me so much about female leadership and often in 

unexpected ways. As someone who is accustomed to being able to pursue large scale projects 

with many stakeholders, I thought I would have no problem printing the book before the end of 

the semester. Every women in leadership who we have learned about in the fellowship has 

experienced obstacles and this project has taught me about the importance of resilience, 

persistence and perseverance. Practically, I was able to learn how to propose research formally 

through the IRB and affirmed my previously held notion that I have little interest in being an 

academic researcher. One aspect of the project which I have struggled with throughout is not 

having a partner nor teammates and I came to realize how important working with others is to 

my own motivation and ability to think creatively. On the subject of gun violence and women, I 

now understand the scope and complexities of the issue to a greater depth but still feel just as 

adamantly that this project has a role to play in shifting our national conversation about gun 

violence and women. Going forward, I am ecstatic to continue interviewing these phenomenal 

women because their stories and perspectives really need to be heard. I intend to finish 

interviewing over the summer and continue the project into next year with the support of the 

partnerships I have been able to build. I am confident that the impact I am having by listening to 

these women’s stories, emphasizing how much I value their perspective and promising to share 

them as best as I can with the world, has been immense. Once we print and distribute the 

testimonial book, the potential impact of “Keep Gun Control on the Table” will be limitless and 
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a step in the direction of making our country a safer, more democratic and free place in the 

world.  
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